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F. Consent Calendar Action 
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be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion.  Any Board 
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removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 

Pg.  5 

 1. FY 2014/15 South Placer County Transportation Call Center 
Budget 

Pg.  8 

 2. Proposed Amendment to Unmet Needs Definition and 
Reasonable to Meet Criteria 

Pg.  9 

 3. Actuarial Valuation Report of Other Post Employment Benefit 
Program – June 30, 2013 

Separate Cover 

 4. FY 2009/10 and FY 2010/11 Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency Funding Agreement for Projects Using 
Proposition 1B – Public Transit Modernization Improvement 
Service Efficiency Account Funds: Colfax Transit Center 
Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements Project - $67,107 

Pg.  10 

 5. FY 2013/14 Placer County Claim for State Transit Assistance 
(STA) Funds - $484,806 

Pg.  14 

 6. TDA Financial Audits Separate Cover 
 7. Quarterly Status Report on State and Federal Funded Projects Pg.  20 
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Pg.  39 
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Pg.  45 
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AJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
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G. 9:00 A.M – PUBLIC HEARING: City of Lincoln Proposed General 
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CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY
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Pg.  74 
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Pg.  80 
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N. Executive Director’s Report  
   
O. Board Direction to Staff  
   
P. Informational Items Info 
 1. Revenues and Expenditures for March 2014 (under separate 

cover) 
 

 2. WPCTSA Quarterly Financial Statements for March 31, 2014 
(under separate cover) 

 

 3. TAC Minutes Pg. 81 
 4. Status Reports  
  a. PCTPA Pg.  83 
  b. AIM Consulting Pg.  86 
  c. Federal Advocates, Inc. Pg.  90 
  d. Capitol Corridor  Pg.  104 
 5. Newspaper Articles Pg.  108 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

March 26, 2014 
 
The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, March 26, 2014 at 9:00 
a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 

ROLL CALL:   Jim Holmes Celia McAdam 
 Stan Nader Scott Aaron 
 Keith Nesbitt Aaron Hoyt 
 Susan Rohan Luke McNeel-Caird 
 Diana Ruslin David Melko 
 Ron Treabess Solvi Sabol 
 Miguel Ucovich Shirley LeBlanc 
 Kirk Uhler  

  
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Ruslin, the minutes of the February 26, 2014 PCTPA 
Board meeting were approved by the following roll call vote: 
 
AYES:   Holmes, Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin, Treabess, Ucovich, Uhler   
NOES:   None     
ABSTAIN: None 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT  
None 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Rohan the Consent Calendar was unanimously 
approved as submitted by the following vote roll call vote: 
 
AYES:   Holmes, Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin, Treabess, Ucovich, Uhler  
NOES:   None     
ABSTAIN: None 
 
ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
CONVENE AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY  
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CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Ucovich and second by Rohan the Consent Calendar was unanimously 
approved as submitted by the following vote roll call vote: 
 
AYES:   Holmes, Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin, Treabess, Ucovich, Uhler  
NOES:   None     
ABSTAIN: None 
 
ADJOURN AS WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 
 
CONVENCE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 
PRESENTATION: I-80 VERTICAL CLEARANCE PROJECT 
Celia McAdam introduced Rochelle Jenkins from Caltrans District 3 Public Information Office.  
Jenkins explained that Caltrans would be starting construction on the I-80 Vertical Clearance 
project that will raise nine highway overcrossings in Placer County.  These structures do not 
currently meet Federal standards for vertical clearance of 16’ 6”, which means large trucks must 
divert to local roads to avoid these undersized structures.  Six of these overcrossings will be 
jacked up to meet clearance, three will be dug below.   
 
Jenkins noted that work on the Horseshoe Bar overcrossing will have the most economic impact 
and that she is reaching out to local businesses and Loomis Town Council to inform them of the 
project details.  In all cases, Caltrans is working with first responders so that response times are 
not impacted by the construction process.  Jenkins added that the contractor had not yet provided 
Caltrans with a final schedule, but that the Magra overcrossing would be first bridge to undergo 
construction, with an estimated start date of late May/early June.  She stated that detours would 
be provided for all closures, and that information and updates on this on this project will be 
posted on the Raise80.com website.   
 
In response to questions by Keith Nesbitt, Caltrans North Region Construction Safety 
Coordinator Ed Yarbrough stated they were raising the bridges to the minimum federal 
clearance, some of which was up to 20” and would meet all seismic standards. Ron Treabess 
asked about the construction duration, to which Jenkins responded that each structure will take 
17 to 22 days.  Stan Nader asked about the timeframe of the work, and Jenkins stated that the 
project is estimated to end in the fall of next year.   
 
Miguel Ucovich complemented Jenkins about the outreach efforts, and asked if the Horseshoe 
Bar overcrossing would occur while school is in session.  Sam Vandell, Caltrans Resident 
Engineer, stated that the contractor has not provided a final schedule, so they do not know.  In 
response to a question by Diana Ruslin asked about the impact of detours on Taylor Road/Pacific 
Street, Jenkins stated that the detours would not run further south than Sierra College Blvd.  Carl 
Berexa, Caltrans Area Construction Engineer, responded to Ron Treabess’ inquiry about impacts 
to pavement on local roads, to which Celia McAdam added that keeping oversized vehicles on I-
80 will be a long term benefit to local road conditions.     
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FY 2013/14 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND BUDGET – AMENDMENT #3 
Celia McAdam explained that this is the third and final amendment of the current year’s Overall 
Work Program (OWP) and budget.  McAdam noted that the budget balances. She explained that 
this amendment highlights the redistribution of rural planning assistance dollars, an update of 
hours and expenditures of the Airport Land Use Comprehensive Plan, adds the funding for the 
cost, scope and schedule for the I-80 / Canyon Way Crispin Cider Works analysis, and a pass-
through of funds at the request of Caltrans and the California Association Councils of 
Governments (CALCOG). 
 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Rohan, the FY 2013/14 Overall Work Program – 
Amendment #3 was unanimously approved by the following roll call vote: 
 
AYES:   Holmes, Nader, Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin, Treabess, Ucovich, Uhler   
NOES:   None     
ABSTAIN: None 
 
TEMPORARY TERMINATION OF I-80 EASTBOUND CARPOOL LANE IN SOUTH 
PLACER COUNTY 
Celia McAdam explained that this item is a follow up to the Board’s request to look at the 
possibility of temporarily changing the I-80 eastbound carpool lane designation to mixed flow at 
Eureka Road as a way to reduce weaving movements and backups at the I-80/SR 65 Interchange.  
She noted that while the interchange improvement project is moving forward, completion project 
will take years in part due to funding constraints.  McAdam summarized Caltrans’ response to 
our request, which states that they conferred with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) 
and their analysis showed that there would not be a difference in traffic congestion. 
 
McAdam noted that our Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) members were puzzled by the 
results and asked for more information.  Caltrans had based their analysis on modeling data 
provided by Fehr and Peers.  Subsequent inquiry uncovered that Fehr & Peers had only provided 
a cursory look, not a formal study.  McAdam stated, at the request of the TAC, we are working 
with Fehr and Peers in providing a more in-depth analysis so we have a more complete 
understanding of the technical data.   
 
McAdam introduced Jim Calkins, Caltrans District 3 Operations chief.  In response to inquiry by 
Kirk Uhler about their reluctance to proceed, Calkins stated that Caltrans would need to have 
some basis that the lane configuration change would work prior to implementation, but agreed to 
work with us in exploring this idea.  Calkins noted that it is not just Caltrans and FHWA that 
would have to agree, and that the California Air Resources Board plays a very active role as air 
quality drives the High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes.  Other key players in this are 
environmental agencies and SACOG who have a vested interest in reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions.  Uhler suggested that if we try this approach and it works, there would be better 
traffic movement, a reduction in emissions, and improved safety.  McAdam agreed that an air 
quality analysis would be necessary while noting that there was a consensus that this issue be 
explored further.  
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Jim Holmes opened the report by stating that he and Celia McAdam went to Washington, D.C. 
the week prior to meet with Federal representatives.  He complemented Sante and Michael 
Esposito, PCTPA’s federal advocates, on their vast knowledge of government and value of 
having them in the meetings.  Celia McAdam provided some highlights of the trip, noting that 
some meetings were focused on advocating for our projects, while others focused on 
encouraging the passage of the Federal transportation bill reauthorization before Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) and Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) 
funds for jurisdictions runs out.  She explained a five to six year extension is being looked at, 
with a draft expected in April.  The big unknown, McAdam noted, is where the money is going 
to come from – this unanswered question could potentially result in continuing resolutions until 
after the November elections.  Other meetings included validating our choice not to compete in 
the TIGER program, as our current projects would not have been funded.  Another program that 
proved much more encouraging, McAdam pointed out, was the Transportation Infrastructure 
Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA).  It is a loan program that allows you to pledge local dollars 
and in turn funds are loaned at a very low rate, which could be helpful in moving projects 
forward quickly if we are able to develop a local funding stream.  McAdam summarized that 
while it was a quick trip, it proved to be worthwhile and cost effective as compared to prior 
advocacy trips. 
 
Celia McAdam updated the Board on the I-80 Crispin Cider issue noting that there was a 
meeting with Governor's Office of Business and Economic Development (GO-Biz).  They 
discussed the funding that was needed to make the necessary interchange improvements for the 
large trucks that serve Crispin Cider so they would not be cited by the California Highway Patrol 
(CHP).  Discussions with GO-Biz, Caltrans, and the City of Colfax are moving forward in 
pursuit of a solution to this issue. 
 
Lastly, Celia McAdam mentioned that the California Transportation Commission (CTC) is 
having a town hall meeting in South Lake Tahoe on April 7 and 8.  This two day event includes a 
series of presentations on Tahoe issues, with McAdam discussing why there is not rail service to 
Truckee.   
 
DIRECTION TO STAFF 
None. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:02 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:  April 30, 2014
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the May 14, 2014 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. FY 2014/15 South Placer County Transportation Call Center Budget 
 The City of Roseville submitted a proposed FY 2014/15 budget for the South Placer 

County Transportation Call Center. The proposed budget is set at $346,696 of which 
TDA funds comprise $300,000. The level of TDA funding is consistent with the agreed 
upon cap of $300,000 for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) set by the Transit Operating 
Working Group (TOWG) and is identified on the preliminary FY 2014/15 LTF 
apportionment approved by the PCTPA Board on February 26, 2014. The scope of 
services proposed for FY 2014/15 is consistent with the terms of the Memorandum of 
Agreement approved by the PCTPA Board on February 17, 2010. The TOWG concurred 
with the budget recommendation at its April 2, 2014 meeting, with the caveat that in 
developing the FY 2015/16 budget, the TOWG be able to review whether any of the 
projected carryover can be used to offset the LTF claim amount and expiration of FTA 
grant funding. The TAC concurred with this recommendation at its April 29, 2014 
meeting. Staff recommends approval of the attached FY 2014/15 Call Center Budget. 

 
2. Proposed Amendment to Unmet Needs Definition and Reasonable to Meet Criteria 
 The Transportation Development Act (TDA) requires PCTPA to adopt definitions of an 

“unmet transit need” and “reasonable to meet.” PCTPA’s definition was last amended by 
the Board on September 27 2006. At the February 26, 2014 Board meeting, Tink Miller, 
Placer Independent Resources and member of the SSTAC, requested the unmet transit 
needs policy be updated to reflect amendments to the Short Range Transit Plans.  The 
TOWG and TAC concur with the recommended change to the “reasonable to meet” 
criteria adding the phrase to criterion #6, “as amended…” Staff recommends approval of 
the attached Unmet Needs Definition and Reasonable to Meet Criteria. 

 
3. Actuarial Valuation Report of Other Post Employment Benefit Program – June 30, 2013 

The Governmental Accounting Standards Board (GASB) Statement 45 requires state and 
local government employers to disclose financial information regarding “Other Post- 
Employment Benefits” (OPEB); primarily retiree health care. GASB 45 requires agencies 
to obtain an actuarial valuation for the OPEB obligation which includes valuing the 
liability and calculating the annual required contributions (ARC) to the trust.  
 
Total Compensation Services, Inc. completed the actuarial valuation as of June 30, 2013 
(provided under separate cover) and determined the GASB 45 Actuarial Accrued 
Liability (AAL), the amount required to fund all plan benefits for current and vested plan 
members to be $559,173.  PCTPA has an established trust with CalPERS for future 
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OPEB benefits.  The actuarial value of plan assets held at CalPERS at June 30, 2013 was 
$456,058.  This leaves a residual unfunded actuarial accrued liability of $103,115.  The 
ARC is calculated as $64,231 for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2015 and $65,997 for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 2016.  These payments in the remaining 3-year 
amortization period will be reflected in PCTPA’s Overall Work Program & Budget in 
their respective fiscal years. 

 
4. FY 2009/10 and FY 2010/11 Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Funding 

Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B – Public Transit Modernization 
Improvement Service Efficiency Account (PTMISEA) Funds: Colfax Transit Center 
Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements Project - $67,107 

 On December 3, 2009 and on February 23, 2011, the PCTPA Board approved a 
jurisdiction allocation plan for the City of Colfax in the amount of $37,178 in FY 
2009/10 and $29,929 in FY 2010/11 for PTMISEA regional funds (total of $67,107).  
PCTPA is the grant recipient for these State funds. PCTPA will pass through to the City 
of Colfax $67,107 for the Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements 
Project. A Funding Agreement is needed with the City of Colfax to pass through the 
PTMISEA funds.  PCTPA 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 
scope-of-work and the Funding Agreement between PCTPA and the City of Colfax is 
attached. Staff recommends Board approval. 

 
5. FY 2013/14 Placer County Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds - $484,806 
 Placer County submitted a claim for $484,806 in STA funds for FY 2013/14 for transit 

purposes. The County’s claim is in compliance with the approved STA apportionment 
and with all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval. 

 
6. TDA Financial Audits  

Staff recommends acceptance of the TDA Financial Audits for fiscal year 2012/13 for the 
Cities of Lincoln, Rocklin, Roseville and Placer County.  
 

7.        Quarterly Status Report on State and Federal Funded Projects 
The attached Quarterly Status Report summarizes currently programmed projects that are 
regionally significant and/or funded with state and federal funds. The report provides 
project descriptions, project costs, and key schedule information. 
 

8.        FY 2013/14 City of Rocklin Claims for Local Transportation Funds (LTF) - $2,730,366 
The City of Rocklin submitted claims for $2,730,366 in LTF funds for FY 2013/14 - 
$2,168,606 for streets and roads purposes and $561,760 for transit. The City’s claims are 
in compliance with the approved LTF apportionment, and all transit needs that are 
reasonable to meet are being provided. Staff recommends approval, subject to the 
requirement that the 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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9.        FY 2013/14 City of Rocklin Claims for State Transit Assistance Funds (STA) - $204,904 
 The City of Rocklin submitted a claim for $204,904 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. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



EXPENSE ITEMS
FY 2011/12 
BUDGET

FY 2011/12 
ACTUAL

FY 2012/13 
BUDGET

FY 2012/13 
ACTUAL

FY 14 
BUDGET

FY 14 
Projected

PROPOSED FY 
15 BUDGET

Start Up Costs (Center and Transit Operators) $12,000 $5,455
IT Projects, Integration of Health Express FY13 $18,440 $3,489
Contract Services - MV Transportation * $252,808 $265,735 $265,000 $257,498 $297,000 $266,511 $290,000
Advertising/Printing/Mailers $5,600 $2,979 $9,300 $899 $7,350 $500 $1,600
Telephone Services $5,360 $2,772 $3,700 $3,700 $4,600 $4,600 $1,950
Travel and Training $1,250 $1,100 $4,240 $1,100 $100 $200
Misc. Call Center remodel supplies, servs. $5,812
Grant Administration $2,500

General Liability Insurance $565 $565 $300 $670 $560 $560 $770
Indirect Site Costs** $5,000 $4,072 $5,150 $4,182 $3,779 $3,779 $4,658
2010 Census Data to PCTPA for SRTP update
Prior Year Cost (if prior year ended with a negative 
balance)

$698 $698 $15,234 $0 $0

Reserve Fund ($30,000 1st FY11, 10% of annual 
operational costs thereafter) $30,882 $30,882 $31,010 $31,010 $33,039 $33,039 $31,518

TOTAL COSTS $334,948 $330,182 $330,182 $329,244 $325,328 $325,328 $346,696

REVENUE ITEMS
FY 2011/12 
BUDGET

FY 2011/12 
ACTUAL

FY 2012/13 
BUDGET

FY 2012/13 
ACTUAL

FY 14 
BUDGET

FY 14 
Projected

PROPOSED FY 
15 BUDGET

Carry Forward Resources (prior FY Reserve, plus 
revenue if prior year ended with a positive balance)

$30,000 $60,882 $91,892 $124,931

Section 5307 ($150,000) at $50,000/yr. thru FY14 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000 $50,000***

LTF Claim Amount $300,000 $284,948 $300,000 $269,449 $300,000 $275,328 $300,000

($15,234) $51,087 $91,892 $128,235

South Placer County Transportation Call Center 
PROPOSED FY15 BUDGET 

as of March 6, 2014

$16,000
Alternative Transportation Staff (Alternative 
Transportation Manager, Transportation Analyst, 
Administrative Technician)

$18,285 $16,000 $16,000$12,750$11,811

$380,331 $350,000

* Reservationist FTEs increased from 3.5 to 4.0 in FY14 for incorporation of HE & scheduling of inter-city trips

$304,066 $298,234

TOTAL REVENUES: $350,000 $314,948

$299,300 

$11,212 

***Final year of funding from FTA grant

** Indirect Site Costs in FY2013 were $9717, however, the portion of Indirect Site Costs in excess of 1.5% operating costs were assumed by Roseville Transit

$315,178

$474,931$350,000

TOTAL OPERATIONAL COSTS: $363,428$350,000

Balance, based on Total Revenues Less Total Costs:

$417,220

$292,289

Note: The TOWG concurred with the budget recommendation at its April 2,
2014 meeting, with the caveat that in developing the FY 2015/16 budget the
TOWG review whether any of the projected carryover can be used to offset
the LTF claim amount and expiration of FTA grant funding.



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
 

TDA DEFINITIONS 
Pursuant to PUC Section 99401.5(c) 

Adopted 11/8/92 
Amended 3/23/94 
Amended 9/22/99 
Amended 9/27/06 
Proposed 5/14/14 

 
Unmet Transit Need 
 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Plan, as amended, for the applicable jurisdiction.  
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May 14, 2014 
 
 
 
Mark Miller, City Manager 
City of Colfax 
P.O. Box 702 
Colfax, CA 95713 
 
SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 14-04 BETWEEN THE CITY OF 

COLFAX AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY FOR COLFAX TRANSIT CENTER 
PEDESTRIAN/BIKE ACCESS IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

 
Dear Mr. Miller: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) for work to be performed by the City of Colfax for the Colfax 
Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements 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 
Colfax for the Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements 
Project.  The Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements 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 Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements Project 
Public Transit Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account grant 
application for FY 2009/10 and 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 January 30, 2015, according to the project schedule provided in Exhibit A: 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency PTMISEA FY 2009/10 and FY 
2010/11 Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements Project. 
 

3. Scope of Services:  City will perform the tasks to manage and construct the 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency PTMISEA FY 2009/10 and  
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FY 2010/11 Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements Project 
as provided in Exhibit A. 
 

4. Personnel:  City will provide its own personnel to perform the work specified in 
Exhibit A: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency PTMISEA FY 
2009/10 and FY 2010/11 Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access 
Improvements Project. City will also provide administrative support, 
management, and overhead expenses. 
 

5. Compensation:  For services rendered, the City of Colfax will receive a sum not 
to exceed the amount of $67,107 (plus any accrued interest) identified in Exhibit 
A: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency PTMISEA FY 2009/10 and 
FY 2010/11 Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements Project. 
Upon completion of the project, the City of Colfax 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 of my staff at (530) 823-4090. 
 
 
 
 
_____________________________________  ______________________________ 
Celia McAdam, Executive Director  Date  Mark Miller, City Manager        Date        
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  City of Colfax 

 
 

Exhibit A:  Placer County Transportation Planning Agency PTMISEA FY 2009/10 
and 2010/11 City of Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access 
Improvements Project 

 
 
c: Will Garner, Placer County 

David Melko, PCTPA 



    May 2014 

 

Exhibit A 
 Placer County Transportation Services Agency 

PTMISEA FY 2009/10 and 2010/11  
Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements 

 
 

Colfax Transit Center Pedestrian/Bike Access Improvements 
This  project  is  for  the  design  and  construction  of  pedestrian  and  bike  access  improvements 
connecting downtown Colfax with the Colfax Transit Center. This project will improve pedestrian 
and bike safety, rideability, and accessibility for people traveling from downtown Colfax west up 
Grass Valley Street  to use  the Transit Center.  Improvements will  include a pedestrian/bicycle 
crossing at  the Union Pacific  railroad  tracks, curb, gutter,  sidewalk, concrete crossing panels, 
handrail, center median, ac paving, directional signs, pavement striping and markings 
 
Project Schedule:  
Contract Award/Begin Construction      July 2014 
Contract Acceptance/End Construction    November 2014 / December 2014 
Project Close‐Out:          December 2014 
Project Complete:          December 2014 / January 2015 
 
Cost Estimate:  
PA&ED     $  25,000 
PS&E      $  64,000 
Construction    $496,563 
Total Cost    $585,563 
 
Existing Funding: 
Local      $198,729 
CMAQ      $200,000 
PCTPA Ped/Bike LTF  $119,727 
Total Existing Funds  $518,456 
 
Total PTMISEA Funding Required:  $67,107 
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TO: 

FROM: 

CLAIM FOR STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

CLAIMANT: Placer County 

ADDRESS: 3091 County Center Drive, Suite 220 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Cynthia Taylor 

Phone: (530) 745-3599 E~ail: ctaylor@placer.ca.gov 

The ________ C_ou_n_ty!...._.of_P_Ia_c_er ________ hereby requests, in accordance with the State 

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

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

$ 484,806 
------- 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: 

DATE: 



TDA ANNUAL PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

Briefly describe all proposed projects and indicate proposed expenditures by your agency for the ensuring fiscal 
year for purposes related to public transportation, pedestrian and bicycle facilities, and streets and roads. ~~ 

I 
Provide each project a title and number. (Use additional forms as necessary) · 

. . : .. ' : ::: : .:- .. .j . · .... 

· Bri~f .. ProJect·bescdption :. · · · .. 

Placer County Transit 
Operations 2013/2014 

Placer County Transit Capital 
2013/2014 . 

Tahoe Area Regional Transit 
Operations 2013/2014 

TOTAL TRANSIT 
TOTALSTA 

., 

Claimant PLACER COUNTY 

Fiscal Year 2013/14 

.~ .. : . -~ ... . . ·.: .. .. ··.:·.·=.· 

)~ro]eci:C:~o~t : ... , : ···· · · 

Salaries & Benefits $2,234,275 
Services & Supplies $3,112,934 
Other $168,000 
Contingency $32,000 

TOTAL 

3 Buses 
$3,060,000 
On-Board 

$.5,547,209 

CCTV $58,000 
CNG Phase 3 $576,900 
Passenger Info A VL $168,700 
On Board Surveillance $150,300 
Two way Radios $97,500 
TOTAL $4,111,400 

Salaries & Benefits $1,655,909 
Services & Supplies $1,668,702 
Other $92,833 

TOTAL $3,417,444 

$13,076,053 

~ ~· 

· So~P¢.ofFWid1~g:·:: · 

LTF $2,435,500 
STA $399,237 
Fares $752,700 
FTA $565,000 
Other Agency $988,448 
Other Funds $68,000 
Interest $40,000 
Reserves $272,004 
TOTAL $5,54 7,209 

FTA $3,083,700 
PROP1B $960,700 
Reserves $67,000 

TOTAL $4,111,400 

LTF-TRPA $646,408 
LTF-PCTPA $525,000 
STA-TRPA $172,186 
STA-PCTPA $59,249 
FTA 5311 $540,000 
Fares $444,100 
Other $1,030,501 
TOTAL $3,417,444 

$13,076,053 
$484,806 

JSD 

) 

i 

; 



'· 
Before the Board of Supervisors 

County of Placer, State of California 

In the matter of A RESOLUTION APPROVING 
AND AUTHORIZING THE CHAIR OF THE 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO EXECUTE AND 
SIGN A CLAIM IN THE AMOUNT OF $484,806 
FOR 2013-14 STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE 
FUNDS (STA) AND SUBMIT TO THE PLACER 

COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

Resol. No: 2014-065 

First Reading: 

The following RESOLUTION was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors of County of Placer at a 
regular meeting held, March 25, 2014 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

TH[ FOR:':SCiNG INSTRUMENT IS A COP.RECT 
WEYGANDT, HOLMES, UHLER, MONTGOMERY, DURAN coPY or n1E ORiGINAL ON FILE IN THIS OFFICE 

ATTEST 
NONE 

NONE 

Signed and approved by me after its passa 

WHEREAS, the California Public Utilities Code Commencing with Section 99200 and the California Code of 
Regulations commencing with Section 6600 authorizing local transportation funding available through the 
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 State Transit Assistance Funds. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the BOARD of Supervisors of the County of Placer, 
State of California, that the Chair of the Board of Supervisors is authorized and directed to execute the 
attached 2013-14 State Transit Assistance Fund Claim to the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency, in the amount of: 

$484,806 of 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 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: ALLOCATION OF 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS TO 
THE COUNTY OF PLACER 

RESOLUTION NO. 14-17 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held May 14, 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. 

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 ofthe 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 County of Placer of$484,806 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313 & 
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. 



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

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Caltrans District 3 CAL18828 I‐80 Vertical Clearance Improvements

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

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL20389 SR 193 Curve Improvement

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

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

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

Near Colfax on Route 80, from the Long Ravine UP to east 
of Magra Road OC ‐ Construct eastbound truck climbing 
lane and related improvements (PM 35.1/38.0) (Project will 
use a tapered match) [EFIS ID 0300020420]

 DEMO HPP, IM, 
Local, State Cash

$31,600,000 2020 2010 2011 2017

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

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL20460 SR 65 Lincoln Bypass ‐ Phase 2A

In Placer County on State Route 65, from Nelson Lane to 
0.9 mile north of West Wise Road ‐ Construct 2 southbound 
lanes, creating a segment of the 4‐lane bypass (HPP #1408; 
DEMO ID #459; DEMO ID #811) (PM R13.5/R20.1) [CTIPS ID 
107‐0000‐0875; EFIS ID 0300020583]

 DEMO HPP, Federal 
Demonstration 

Funds, Local, State 
Bond ‐ Corridor 
Mobility Program

$23,099,000 2014 2011 2012

Caltrans District 3 CAL20480
SR 49/I‐80/SR 193 Replace MBGR at 
Various Locations

In Placer County, near Auburn and Colfax, on Routes 49, 80 
and 193 at various locations ‐ Replace existing metal beam 

guard rail (MBGR) with concrete barrier rail (Toll Credits for 
PE, ROW, & CON) [CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0917; EFIS ID 03‐1200‐
0283]

 SHOPP Collision AC $2,280,000 2014 2013 2013 2013

Caltrans District 3 CAL20483 Bridge Seismic Retrofit (Info Only)

In Nevada and Placer Counties on SR 20, I‐80, SR 89 and SR 
174 at various locations: Seismic retrofit 11 bridges. SR 20 
& SR 89: Bridges #17‐0079S, #17‐0078; I‐80 & SR 174: 
Bridges #19‐0079, #19‐0101, #19‐0103, #19‐0045, #19‐
0087, #19‐0088, #19‐0124L, #19‐0119L, #19‐0055, [EFIS ID 
03‐1200‐0064; CTIPS ID 130‐0000‐2485]Project Cost: 
$22,275,000FOR INFORMATION AND REFERENCE ONLY. 
Actual project programming is shown in the Rural Non‐
MPO FSTIP.

$0 2017

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

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

 SHOPP Collision AC $3,470,000 2015 2014 2014 2014
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Caltrans District 3 CAL20494 SR 267 Pavement Rehab
In Placer County, on SR 267 near Truckee, from Nevada 
County line to Brockway Summit ‐ Pavement overlay (PM 

0.0/6.8) [Toll Credits]

 SHOPP Roadway 
Pres AC

$5,101,000 2015 2014 2014 2014

Caltrans District 3 CAL20497 Alpine Meadows Road Traffic Signal

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

(Toll Credits for CON)

 CT Minor SHOPP AC $974,000 2015 2014

Caltrans District 3 CAL20511 Gold Run SRRA Water System Upgrades

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

 SHOPP Collision AC $520,000 2018 2016

Caltrans District 3 CAL20516
Upgrade Pedestrian Facilities @ Various 
Locations

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

 SHOPP ‐ Mandates 
(SHOPP AC)

$800,000 2019 2016

Caltrans District 3 CAL20518 CCTV Cameras @ Various Locations

In El Dorado, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento and Yolo 
counties on Routes 5, 50, 51, 80, 89, 99 and 267 at Various 
Locations ‐ Upgrade closed caption televisions (CCTV) [EFIS 
ID 0313000197; CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0966] [Total Project 
Cost $2,698,000 in 17/18 FY]

 SHOPP Mobility AC $653,000 2020 2016

Caltrans District 3 CAL20519 Upgrade Traffic Monitoring Stations

In Sacramento, Placer, Yolo and Yuba counties, on Routes 
5, 50, 51, 65, 70, 80, 99 and 113, at Various Locations ‐ 
Upgrade Traffic Monitoring Stations (TMS) [EFIS ID 
0313000198; CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0967] [Total Project Cost 
$5,226,000 in 16/17 FY] (Toll Credits for PE)

 SHOPP Mobility AC $1,187,000 2018 2016

Caltrans District 3 CAL20521 I‐80 Culvert Rehabilitation

In and near Colfax on Pla‐80, from 0.3 mile south of 
Weimar overhead to 0.3 mile south of Illinoistown 
overcrossing ‐ Rehabilitate culvert (PM 28.5/31.5) [EFIS ID 
0300020597; CTIPS ID 107‐0000‐0959] [Total Project Cost 
$1,918,000 in 17/18 FY] (Toll Credits for PE)

 SHOPP Roadway 
Pres AC

$386,000 2018 2016
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Capitol Corridor Joint Powers 
Authority

CAL18320 Roseville Third Track

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

 IIP ‐ Public 
Transportation 

Account, Local, Prop 
1A High Speed Rail, 

RIP PTA

$250,800,000 2021 2001 2013

City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25226 Palm Avenue Sidewalks / Bicycle Path

Installation of an eight‐foot shared sidewalk/Class I bike 
path along the south side of Palm Avenue from Nevada 
Street to EV Cain with a four foot wide landscape buffer 
between the roadway and the new shared used path. 
(SRTS1‐03‐001) (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 0.04 ROG, 
0.03 NOx, 0.01 PM10)

 CMAQ, Local, SRTS $1,732,701 2013 2008 2013 2013

City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25353
Auburn Multi Modal Station ‐ Rail 
Platform Extension

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

 CMAQ, Local $1,416,480 2016 2011 2015 2016

City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25471
Nevada Street Pedestrian & Bicycle 
Facilities

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

 CMAQ, Local $810,000 2015 2013 2015

City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25547
City of Auburn Non‐Urbanized Transit 
Operations

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

 FTA 5311, Local $1,614,934 2016 2013

City of Auburn Dept. of Public 
Works

PLA25569 Auburn Transit Bus Replacement Purchase 1 Replacement Bus  FTA 5311, Local $365,000 2015 2014

City of Colfax Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25205 Overlays and Pavement Rehabilitation
In Colfax, surface overlays, various dig‐outs, and curb, 
gutter, and sidewalk improvements along Grass Valley 
Street, South Auburn to Rising Sun.

 RSTP Exchange, 
State Bond ‐ Local 
Streets and Roads

$199,000 2013 2013 2013
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

City of Colfax Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25439
Grass Valley Street Railroad Crossing 
Pedestrian and Bike Improvements

Construct pedestrian improvements across UP railroad 
tracks to improve pedestrian safety, and install Cl 2 bike 
lanes along Grass Valley from South Auburn to Rising Sun. 
(Emission Benefits in kg/day: 0.01 ROG, 0.01 NOx)

 CMAQ, Local $320,000 2015 2015 2015

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA18710 Industrial Blvd.
Industrial Blvd., from Route 65 to 12 Bridges Dr.: Widen 
from 2 to 4 lanes.

 Local $948,000 2014 2012

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA19020 Twelve Bridges Dr.
Twelve Bridges Dr.from Industrial Blvd. to SR 65 
Interchange: widen from 2 to 4 lanes, including interchange 
improvements.

 Local $2,817,000 2015 2011

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25464 Lincoln Blvd. Streetscape ‐ Phase 1

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

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

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25467 Ferrari Ranch Road Extension
Extend Ferrari Ranch Road from existing City Limit near 
Caledon Circle to Moore Road (Village 7 boundary).

 Local $1,920,000 2014 2014

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25497 Operating Assistance In Lincoln: Operating Assistance to Transit Agencies  FTA 5311, Local $3,381,859 2014 2011

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25509
Nelson Ln/Markham Ravine Bridge 
Replacement

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

 HBP, Local $9,447,179 2017 2011 2015

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

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

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

 SRTS $519,600 2014 2012

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HSIP, Local $1,080,000 2015 2013
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HBP, Local $8,083,000 2020 2013

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25550 Lincoln Transit Operating Assistance
2014 (Preventive Mte = $12,281 Operating Assistance = 
$149,108)

 FTA 5307 *, FTA 
5307 ‐ E.S., Local

$1,616,076 2016 2013

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25553
Twelve Bridges Drive & Joiner Parkway 
rehabilitation

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

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

City of Lincoln Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25554 Lincoln Blvd. Streetscape ‐ Phase 2

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

 CMAQ $1,019,639 2015 2013 2015

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA15400 Sierra College Blvd. Widening
In Rocklin, widen Sierra College Boulevard to 6 lanes from I‐
80 to Aguliar Tributary.

 Local $3,800,000 2015 2014 2015

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA15530 Pacific Street
Widen Pacific Street to 4 lanes from Sierra Meadows to 
Loomis Town Limits.

 Local $6,000,000 2014 2013 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA19260 Dominguez Road
In Rocklin, Dominguez Road: extend with 2 lanes from 

Granite Drive to Sierra College Boulevard, including new 
bridge over I‐80.

 Local $11,000,000 2016 2014 2016

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

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

 Local $1,320,000 2016 2014 2016

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA20460 Sierra College Blvd. Widening
In Rocklin, Sierra College Boulevard from Aguilar Tributary 
to Nightwatch: widen from 4 to 5 lanes.

 Local $2,750,000 2014 2013 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

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

 Local $1,730,000 2014 2012 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25156 Sunset Blvd. Widening
Sunset Boulevard: Widen to 6 lanes from north bound SR 
65 ramp to West Stanford Ranch Road.

 Local $1,100,000 2015 2014 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25268 University Avenue Phase 1

University Avenue: Construct new four lane roadway from 

the intersection of Whitney Ranch Parkway north to the 
extension of West Oaks Drive. One or more phases of this 
project may require federal permitting.

 Local $2,500,000 2014 2013 2014
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25270 University Avenue Phase 2

In Rocklin, University Avenue from the intersection of 
Sunset Boulevard / Atherton Road north to the intersection 
of Whitney Ranch Parkway: Construct a new 4‐lane 
roadway.  One or more phases of this project may require 
federal permitting.

 Local $4,500,000 2014 2013 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

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

 Local $26,150,000 2018 2011 2015 2018

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25355
Multi Modal Station Park‐n‐Ride Lot 
(Phase 1)

In Rocklin, Rocklin Road adjacent to the UPRR tracks: 
Construct approximately 55 additional spaces (Phase 1), 
including lighting and landscaping, to the existing parking 
lot at the existing Rocklin Multi Modal station.

 Prop 1B PTMISEA $580,000 2014 2010 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25356 NEV Lanes

Install striping, pavement markings, and signage to existing 
roadways to provide Neighborhood Electric Vehicle (NEV) 
access from residential areas within the City of Rocklin to 
downtown Rocklin and commercial areas. (Emission 
benefits in kg/day: ROG 3.29, NOx 2.88, PM10 1.56)

 Local $267,500 2013 2013

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25374
Whitney Ranch Pkwy Interchange Phase 
1

Whitney Ranch Parkway and Hwy 65: construct phase 1 of 
interchange.

 Local $20,200,000 2017 2015 2015 2017

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25499 Rocklin Rd/Grove St Roundabout

Convert existing signalized intersection at Rocklin Rd/South 
Grove St and the offset unsignalized intersection at Rocklin 
Rd/Grove St to a dual roundabout intersection. (Emission 
Benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.32, NOx 0.40, PM‐10 0.07)

 CMAQ, Local $2,149,061 2013 2013 2013 2013

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25514
Rocklin Multi Modal Park‐n‐Ride Lot 
(Phase 2)

In Rocklin,Rocklin Road adjacent to the UPRR tracks: 
Construct approximately 50 additional spaces )Phase 2) 
including lighting and landscaping, to the existing parking 
lot at the existing Multi Modal Station.

 Prop 1B PTMISEA $500,000 2015 2015

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25521
Whitney Ranch Parkway Interchange 
phase 1A

Construction phase 1A of the Whitney Ranch Interchange 
by constructing NB on/off ramps at Hwy 65

 Local $3,800,000 2014 2012 2014

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

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

 Local, RSTP $875,000 2016 2015 2016
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

PLA25552
Pacific Street‐Bikeway/Neighborhood 
Electric Vehicle Expansion Project

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

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

City of Rocklin Division of 
Engineering

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

 HBP, Local $600,000 2017 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $7,852,055 2017 2013 2014 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15600 Sierra College Blvd Widening
Sierra College Blvd from Sacramento County line to 
Olympus Dr.: widen to 6 lanes.

 Local $1,661,100 2018 2017 2017 2017

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $6,106,889 2017 2014 2015 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15720 Eureka Rd. Widening
Widen Eureka Rd. from 2 to 4 lanes, from Sierra College to 
City Limits.

 Local $500,000 2014 2009 2013 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15760 Pleasant Grove Blvd. Widening
In Roseville, from Foothills Blvd to Wood Creek Oaks, widen 
Pleasant Grove Blvd from 4 to 6 lanes.

 Local $4,200,000 2020 2019 2020

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $2,500,000 2020 2018 2018 2019

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA19810 Atkinson St./PFE Rd. Widening

In Roseville, Atkinson St./PFE Rd.: widen from two to four 
lanes from Foothills Blvd to just south of Dry Creek, 
including connector road from Foothills to Atkinson (mirror 
image of existing Denio Loop connector on N/E side of 
Foothills) and signal removal.

 Local $7,000,000 2022 2020 2021 2022

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA19841 Roseville Maintenance Facility Upgrades

Expand existing Vehicle Maintenance facility at City of 
Roseville Corporation Yard (2005 Hilltop Circle).  Early 
funding will cover preliminary engineering/environmental 
studies for preferred sites.

 FTA 5307 *, Local $2,710,000 2018 2008 2017

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 CMAQ, Local $1,946,629 2016 2011 2014 2016
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25200
Roseville Transfer Point & Bus Stop 
Improvement Project

1. In Roseville, bus stop, bike and pedestrian improvements 
along Riverside Avenue/Vernon Street, Royer Park and Dry 
Creek Greenway and completion of bike trail segment to 
Darling Way/Riverside Avenue; 2. Transfer point 
improvements at Sierra Gardens/Santa Clara Drive;  3. 
Includes bike lockers at various transfer points.

 FTA 5309 ‐ Bus, Local $1,397,582 2015 2006 2006

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25214 Roseville Transit ITS Project

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

 FTA 5307 *, Local $1,100,000 2014 2008

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25323 Sierra Gardens Transfer Point

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

 CMAQ, FTA 5307 *, 
Local

$2,542,151 2016 2007 2010 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25339 City of Roseville SRTS

Proposes a Safe Routes to School pilot program within 
Roseville beginning with the Dry Creek School District. It 
will develop a "SRTS Tool Box." The Tool Box would include 
strategies for education, encouragement, enforcement, 
engineering and evaluation. SRTSD50_0043

 SRTS $215,000 2014 2009

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25377 Market St.
City of Roseville, Market St., Extend 2 lanes from Baseline 
Road to Pleasant Grove.

 Local $8,500,000 2016 2013 2014 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $6,500,000 2018 2015 2016 2017

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

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

 CMAQ, Local $865,693 2016 2016 2011 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 FTA 5307 *, Local $187,500 2014 2010
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25417
Preventive Maintenance and ADA 
Operations

Preventive Maintenance and ADA (FTA funds apportioned 
in FFY 2008 and 2009 for $515,000 and $478,000, 
accordingly.)

 FTA 5307 *, Local $1,311,750 2013 2009

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25465
Downtown Roseville Transportation 
Enhancement Project

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

 FTA 5307 *, Local $793,750 2015 2011 2011

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25469
Oak Street Extension of Miners Ravine 
Trail

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

 CMAQ, Local $854,770 2015 2011 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25498
Roseville Transit Preventive 
Maintenance and ADA Operations 2011‐
2016

Maintenance of transit fleet and operating ADA transit 
services.2013 Preventive Maintenance = $0;  2013 ADA 
Operations = $260,000;2014 Operating Assistance = 
$743,640; 2014 ADA Operations = $20,6952015 Preventive 
Maintenance = $200,000;2016 Preventive Maintenance = 
$200,000;

 FTA 5307 *, FTA 
5307 ‐ E.S., Local

$3,320,419 2016 2011

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25500
Pedestrian Facilities Improvement 
Project

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

 CMAQ, Local $522,450 2015 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25501
Washington Blvd/Andora Undercrossing 
Improvement Project

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

 Local $16,091,643 2018 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25507
Industrial Ave/Pleasant Grove Creek 
Bridge Replacement

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

 HBP, Local $4,960,000 2020 2011

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25508
Oak Ridge Dr/Linda Creek Bridge 
Replacement

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

 HBP $3,250,000 2019 2011

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 SRTS $295,000 2017 2014
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25520 Oak Street Improvements

On Oak Street in Roseville, remove existing traffic Signal at 
Oak Street/Washington Blvd and install roundabout.  Install 
Traffic signals at Oak Street/Grant Street and at Oak 
Street/Lincoln Street and associated street improvements 
on Oak Street between Grant and Lincoln. (Emission 
Calculations in kg/day: 1.2 ROG, 1.0 NOx)(Toll Credits for 
CON)

 CMAQ, Local $3,681,780 2014 2012 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25522
Roseville Transit ADA Operating 
Assistance

ADA Operating Assistance for Roseville Transit  FTA 5307 *, Local $747,500 2017 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25523
Roseville Transit Preventive 
Maintenance

Preventive Maintenance for Roseville Transit  FTA 5307 *, Local $500,000 2017 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25526 Roseville Transit Bus Replacement
Replace 8 DAR buses (21‐ft, DAR buses‐El Dorado) and 4 
local buses (local 30‐ft buses‐Orion V CNG).

 Prop 1B PTMISEA $3,148,566 2014 2011

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $5,300,000 2016 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $6,000,000 2016 2014 2014 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HSIP, Local $3,539,500 2018 2016

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25537
Blue Oaks Widening ‐ Industrial Ave.to 
Crocker Ranch Rd.

In Roseville, from just west of Industrial Ave/UPRR tracks 
bridge to Crocker Ranch Road, widen from 4 to 6 lanes

 Local, Prop 1B SLPP $3,500,000 2014 2013

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $2,500,000 2016 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $6,350,000 2018 2015 2016 2017

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25545
Roseville CMS Installation Project ‐ Blue 
Oaks & Pleasant Grove

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

 CMAQ, Local $300,000 2015 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25546
Eureka Rd. Atlantic St. Bonded Wearing 
Course

In Roseville, on Eureka Rd. and Atlantic St. from 

approximately 200' W/O Wills Rd. to approximately 1000' 
SW/O N. Sunrise Ave., apply 1‐inch bonded wearing course 
to existing street surface. (Toll credits for CON)

 Local, RSTP $1,800,000 2016 2014
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25557 Roseville Transit Bus Replacement
Replace 8 Dial A Ride (DAR) buses that have exceeded 
useful life.

 FTA 5307 *, Local $1,131,250 2015 2013

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25560 Westbrook Boulevard ‐ Segment 1
In Roseville, Westbrook Boulevard, from Pleasant Grove 
Boulevard to 1,640 feet north, construct 4‐lane road.

 Local $1,950,445 2014 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25561 Westbrook Boulevard ‐ Segment 2
In Roseville, Westbrook Boulevard, from 1,640 feet north 
of Pleasant Grove Boulevard to approximately 4,800 feet 
north of Pleasant Grove Boulevard, extend as 4‐lanes.

 Local $4,000,000 2014 2014

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25572
Roseville Bridge Preventive Maintenance 
Program

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

 HBP, Local $817,000 2018 2015

City of Roseville Dept of Public 
Works

REG17928
Louis/Orlando Transfer Point 
Improvements

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

 FTA 5307 *, Local, 
RIP PTA

$5,638,000 2013 2011 2011 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

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

SLPP
$28,300,000 2014 2001 2006 2007

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15105
Baseline Road Widening Phase 1 (West 
Portion)

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

 Local $19,200,000 2015 2012 2013 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA15420 Walerga Road
Walerga Rd: Widen and realign from 2 to 4 lanes from 

Baseline Rd. to Placer / Sacramento County line.
 Local $13,781,700 2018 1998 1999 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $13,085,000 2018 2012 2013 2017

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $8,675,000 2020 2014 2014 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $6,365,000 2018 2006 2006 2016
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25299 Placer Parkway Phase 1

Phase 1 of the Placer Parkway project, including Tier 2 
environmental work and preliminary engineering to locate 
a roadway within the selected 500' wide approved 
Alternative 5 alignment corridor connecting SR65 (Whitney 
Ranch Pkwy)to Foothills Boulevard. Additional Tier 2 level 
work may be completed in increments by local jurisdictions 
for subsequent phases of the Placer Parkway project.

 Local $70,000,000 2018 2013 2016 2016

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25359
Douglas Blvd. and Sierra College Blvd. 
Pedestrian Facilities and Landscaping

This project would complete the pedestrian and landscape 
facilities along Sierra College Blvd. and would fill in the few 
remaining gaps along Douglas Blvd. that were not 
funded/completed in the previous CMAQ cycle/project no. 
PLA25186. (Emission Benefits in kg/day 0.12 ROG, 0.07 
NOx, 0.03 PM10)

 CMAQ, Local $1,014,274 2014 2009 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25426 Cook Riolo Rd. Bridge over Dry Creek
Cook Riolo Rd, over Dry Creek, 1.0 mi south of Base Line 
Rd.: Replace 1 lane bridge with new 2 lane bridge.

 HBP, Local $11,943,170 2015 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25446 Auburn Foresthill Rd Bridge
Auburn Foresthill Rd., over north fork American River, east 
of I‐80: Seismic Retrofit

 HBP, Local, Local 
Bridge Seismic 
Retrofit Account

$91,888,011 2014 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HBP, Local $2,230,002 2017 2010

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HBP, Local $2,230,002 2017 2010

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25449
Dowd Rd Bridge Replacement at Coon 
Creek

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

 HBP, Local $5,675,000 2020 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25450
Brewer Rd Bridge Replacement at Curry 
Creek

Brewer Rd, over branch of Curry Creek, 2.2 miles north of 
Base Lane Rd: Replace structurally deficient 2 lane 
structure with new 2 lane structure. (Toll credits for ROW 

and CON.)

 HBP, Local $2,098,867 2014 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25453
Dowd Rd at Yankee Slough Bridge 
Replacement

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

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

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25454
Brewer Rd Bridge Replacement at 
Markham Ravine

Brewer Rd, over Markham Ravine, 0.5 miles south of 
Nicolaus Rd: replace structurally deficient 2 lane bridge 
with a 2 lane bridge. (Toll Credits for ROW & CON)

 HBP, Local $2,195,002 2013 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25458 Bridge Preventive Maintenance

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

 HBP, Local $1,356,000 2020 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25463
Baseline Road Widening Phase 2 (West 
Portion)

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

 Local $29,000,000 2025 2014 2015 2017

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25472 Auburn Folsom Rd Class II Bike Lane

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

 CMAQ, Local $800,000 2015 2012 2013 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25474
Dowd Rd Bridge Replacement at 
Markham Ravine

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

 HBP, Local $5,050,000 2018 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HBP $4,870,000 2020 2011

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25476
Brewer Rd  at King Slough Bridge 
Replacement

Brewer Rd, over Kings Slough, 6.0 miles north base lane Rd: 
Replace structurally deficient 2 lane bridge with a new 2 
lane bridge. (Toll Credits for ROW & CON)

 HBP, Local $2,187,001 2013 2008

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25477
Alpine Meadows Rd Bridge 
Rehabilitation

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

 HBP, Local $11,517,700 2016 2008
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25505
Yankee Jim's Rd at North Fork American 
River

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

 HBP $14,909,500 2020 2011

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25506
Walerga Rd/Dry Creek Bridge 
Replacement

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

 HBP, Local $22,850,000 2020 2011

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HSIP, Local $645,900 2014 2011

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HBP, Local $4,759,200 2020 2012

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HBP $5,518,500 2020 2012

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HSIP, Local $1,251,500 2015 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25533 Auburn Folsom Rd. Safety Improvements

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

 HSIP, Local $746,300 2016 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

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

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HBP $2,561,000 2020 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HBP $5,018,250 2020 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25549 Martis Valley Trail

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

 CMAQ, Local $3,700,000 2016 2012 2015
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25555
HMA Overlay, Various County Roads 
(Yr1)

In Placer County, hot mix asphalt (HMA) overlay on various 
County roads: (1) Douglas Boulevard from Barton Rd to 
Auburn Folsom Rd, (2) Dry Creek Road from Joeger Rd to 
Hwy 49, (3) Placer Hills Road from Walerga Meadows to 
Crother Rd, (4) Richardson Drive from Atwood Rd to Bell 
Rd. (Toll Credits)

 RSTP $2,326,693 2014 2014

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25558 Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements

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

 RSTP $1,000,000 2017 2017

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25559
Bridge Approach and Non‐HBP 
Partipating Costs

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

 RSTP $1,000,000 2017 2017

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25562
HMA Overlay, Various County Roads 
(Yr2)

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

 RSTP $2,082,129 2015 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25563
HMA Overlay, Various County Roads 
(Yr3)

In Placer County, hot mix asphalt (HMA) overlay on various 
County roads: (1) Bald Hill Road from Mt. Vernon Rd to 
Bald Hill Rd, (2) Old State Highway from Taylor Rd to HWY 
193, (3) Placer Hills Road from Crother Rd to Weimar Cross 
Rd. (Toll Credits for CON)

 RSTP $1,632,559 2016 2016

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

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

 CMAQ $925,000 2017 2015 2015

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25565 Cook Riolo Road Pathway

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

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

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HSIP, Local $1,537,600 2017 2016
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Placer County Dept of Public 
Works

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

 HSIP, Local $1,656,200 2017 2016

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

 CMAQ, CMAQ XFER, 
Prop 1B PTMISEA

$1,000,000 2014 2012

Placer County Transit PCT10491
Placer County Non‐Urbanized Transit 
Operations

For the Ongoing Operation of transit services within the 
non‐urbanized areas of Placer County.

 FTA 5311, Local $7,357,017 2016 2010

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

Preventive Maintenance 2009 = $324,890 ADA Ops 2009 = 
$281,700 Preventive Maintenance 2010 = $300,000 ADA 
Ops 2010 = $200,000 Preventive Maintenance 2011 = 
$324,890 ADA Ops 2011 = $206,700Preventive 
Maintenance 2012 = $324,890 ADA Ops 2012 = $217,000 
Fuel 2012 = $84,429 Operating Assistance   2013 = 
$539,341 Operating Assistance 2014 = $563,744 Preventive 
Maintenance 2014 = $56,696Preventive Maintenance 2015 
= $341,000 ADA Ops 2015 = $217,000Preventive 
Maintenance 2016 = $341,000 ADA Ops 2016 = $217,000

 FTA 5307 *, FTA 
5307 ‐ E.S., Local

$8,821,325 2016 2009

Placer County Transit PCT10494 CNG Station Upgrade Phase 2

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

 CMAQ, Local $576,809 2014 2012 2012

Placer County Transit PCT10501 Placer County CNG Replacement Buses

Purchase of four (4) Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) buses 
to replace older vehicles currently in use by Placer County 
Transit.  The new CNG buses will be used on regional 
transit routes connecting Rocklin, Lincoln, Loomis, Auburn 
and Placer County to Roseville and the Watt/I‐80 Light Rail 
Station. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 3.16 NOx)

 CMAQ, Prop 1B 
PTMISEA

$2,059,528 2014 2012

Placer County Transit PCT10503 PCT  Bus Replacements ‐ 2015

Purchase of 2 Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) buses to 
replace older vehicles currently in use by Placer County 
Transit.  The new CNG buses will be used on regional 
transit routes connecting Rocklin, Lincoln, Loomis, Auburn 
and Placer County to Roseville and the Watt/I‐80 Light Rail 
Station. (Emission Benefits in kg/day:1.49 NOx)

 CMAQ, Prop 1B 
PTMISEA

$1,082,000 2016 2015

Placer County Transit PCT10504 T.A.R.T Bus Purchase
Purchase of One Replacement Bus (35') for Tahoe Area 
Regional Transit

 FTA 5311, Prop 1B 
PTMISEA

$525,000 2016 2014
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25413
Planning, Programming, Monitoring 
2011‐2015

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

 RIP State Cash $1,455,000 2019 2011

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25440
I‐80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements 
Phase 1

In Placer County: Between I‐80 and Pleasant Grove Blvd 
northbound off‐ramp auxiliary lane; Rebuild I‐80/SR 65 
interchange to widen northbound SR 65 from 2 to 3 lanes. 
(PA&ED, PS&E, ROW, and CON to be matched at 10% with 
Toll Credits.)

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

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25468
Placer County Congestion Management 
Program

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

 CMAQ, Local $1,145,572 2016 2011

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

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

In Rocklin: Between SR 65 (PM 4.5) and Rocklin Rd. (PM 

5.9); Construct eastbound I‐80 auxiliary lane, including two‐
lane off‐ramp, concrete barrier/retaining walls, and 
shoulder improvements. (Toll credits for PE, ROW, and 
CON)

 DEMO HPP, Local $4,990,000 2018 2014 2016 2017

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

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

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

 CMAQ, Local $6,500,000 2022 2013

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

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

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

 Local, NCI $5,910,000 2018 2014 2016 2017

Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency

PLA25543 Placer County Freeway Service Patrol

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

 CMAQ, State Cash $550,000 2016 2015
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

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

FTA 5310 funds will be used to purchase one (1) Medium 

Bus that accommodates up to 14 passengers (incl. 2 
wheelchair positions) & a driver and thirty‐eight (38) 
cameras for Pride Industries. (Toll Credits for CON.

 FTA 5310 $105,989 2015 2014

SACOG VAR56096 Roseville Transit Mobility Management

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

transit staff, trip planning training, and practice trips with 
staff.

 FTA 5317, Local $47,500 2016 2011

SACOG VAR56097
Western Placer CTSA Operating 
Assistance

rovide operating assistance for the urban portion of the 
"Health Express" service, a transportation alternative to 
public transit service. The "Health Express" is being 
provided as a new transportation alternative to traditional 
public transit fixed route and dial‐a‐ride services. The 
service is a low‐to‐no cost, scheduled door‐to‐door 
transportation service for Placer residents for medically 
related appointments.

 FTA 5317, Local $324,412 2013 2011

SACOG VAR56109
Roseville Transit JARC Operating 
Assistance

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

 FTA 5316, Local $371,680 2015 2013

SACOG VAR56116
WPCTSA ‐ New Freedom Operating 
Assistance

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

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

Town of Loomis Dept of Public 
Works

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

 Local $5,899,180 2015 2014 2014 2015

Town of Loomis Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25252 Swetzer Road / King Road Signalization
In Loomis, install signal that is synchronized with the UPRR 
railroad at the Swetzer Road and King Road intersection. 
(Emission Reductions in kg/day: ROG 2.35, NOx 0.75)

 CMAQ, Local $347,345 2013 2011 2013

Town of Loomis Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25530
Taylor Road Overlay Maintenance 
Project

Taylor Road: Asphalt overlay.  Local, RSTP $460,000 2016 2015 2016
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County
May 2014

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

Caltrans District 3 CAL17380
SACOG Region Emergency Repair 
Program

Lump Sum ‐ Emergency Repair (excluding Federal 
Emergency Relief Program funds)for non‐capacity 
increasing projects only.

 SHOPP Emergency 
State

$400,000 2017 2013

Town of Loomis Dept of Public 
Works

PLA25548
Town Center Implementation Plan 
Improvements Phase 2

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

 CMAQ, Local $791,000 2016 2015 2016

Western Placer CTSA PLA25510 Western Placer CTSA Operations

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

within western Placer County.

 Local $4,900,000 2019 2011

Western Placer CTSA PLA25511
New Freedom (Rural) Operating 
Assistance

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

 FTA 5310, FTA 5317, 
Local

$416,176 2016 2011

Total All Projects: $1,224,369,584
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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 Rocklin 

ADDRESS: 3970 Rocklin Road 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTACT PERSON: Robert Combs 

Phone: 916-625-5033 Email: robert.combs@rocklin.ca.us 

The City of Rocklin 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: $ _____ _ 

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

P.U.C. 99400c, Article 8c, Contracted Transit Services: $ 561,760 

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: 

--~--- ~ - -------;--------.----------~·- . _________ .,.. ___ _ 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
City Manager 

DATE: 
I 



CLAIM FOR LOCAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDS 
STREETS & ROADS PURPOSES 

TO: PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

299 NEVADA STREET, AUBURN, CA 95603 

FROM: CLAIMANT: City of Rocklin 

ADDRESS: 3970 Rocklin Road 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTACT PERSON: Robert Combs 

Phone: 916-625-5033 Email: robert.combs@rocklin.ca.us 

The ________ CI....!.ty'-o_f_R_oc_k_lin ________ 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 ___ , for street and road purposes (P.U.C. 99400a) in the amount of$ 2,168,606 

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 



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 add.itional guidance. 

Claimant: ________ C_;ity:...o_f_R_oc_kl_in _______ _ 

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_01_3_12_0_14 _______ _ 

Brief Proiect DescriRtion Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amount 

Purchase of Transit Services $766,664 LTF Article 8c $561,760 
ST A $204,904 

Total Transit $766,664 Total Transit $766,664 

Streets and Roads $989,455 LTF Article 8c $989,455 

Streets and Roads Maintenance $1,596,450 LTF Article Be $1,179,151 
LTF Carryover 12/B $417,299 

Streets and Roads Admin $896,550 l TF Carryover 12/13 $896,550 

Total Streets and Roads $3,482,455 Total Streets and Roads $3,482,455 

··-·· 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 2013 

- ------- --------------~-~--- ------·---



RESOLUTION NO. 2014-61 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCil 
OF THE CITY OF ROCKLIN AUTHORIZING 
THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT CLAIMS 

FOR TRANPORTATION DEVELOPMENT 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 1971; and 

WHEREAS, the California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 
and the California Code of Regulations commencing with Section 6600 authorizing 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; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has made a finding 
that there be an apportionment of $2,730,366 of 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; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has made a finding 
that there be an apportionment of $204,904 of 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. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Rocklin 
hereby authorizes submission of the annual transportation claims to the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency for a total of $2,935,270; 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 22nd day of April 2014, by the following vote: 

AYES: Council members: Rustin, Magnuson, Butler, Janda, Yuill 

NOES: Councilmembers: None 

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None 

ABSTAIN: Councilmembers: None 

Scott Yuill, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

0caiu<'tr L~o--?Jtt:J ref--' 
Barbara lvanusich, City Clerk 

Page 2 of 
Reso. No. 2014-61 

The foregoing mstrument tS a 
correct copy of the original document 
on file in this office. 

_::J _t, ,an uv e-fi 
Attest: V ' L/ 

, !.; CitY Clerk. City of Rocklin 
'-/ (..) t// I~~ 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 14-18 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held May 14,2014 by the following vote on roll call: 

Ayes: 

Noes: 

Absent: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

Chair . .. . . 
Placer County Transportation Pl~g:Ag~D.by ··· ''·' ·;j·_·\· 

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 Rocklin for projects conforming to 
Article 8(a) of the Act: 

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

$2,168,606 

$ 561,760 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that allocation instructions are hereby appr~v~C:(r6~ llie\ Cd~fY 
Auditor to pay the claimants. Claimant must submit a complete Fiscal and Co#)_pTiiiuce A~dit' foi 
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 Rocklin 

ADDRESS: 3970 Rocklin Road 

Rocklin, CA 95677 

CONTACT PERSON: Robert Combs 

Phone: 916-625-5033 Email: robert.combs@rocklin.ca.us 

The ________ C_ity<-o_f_R_oc_kl_i_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 

S 204,904 ------- 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 plan and budget. 

APPROVED: 

PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

BY: 

TITlE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
City Manager 

DATE: I , 



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 addjtional guidance. 

Claimant: ________ C_ity:....o_f_R_o_cld_i_n --------

Fiscal Year: _________ 2_01_3_12_0_14 _______ _ 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding & 
Amoynt 

Purchase of Transit Services $766,664 LTF Article 8c $561,760 
STA $204,904 

Total Transit $766,664 Total Transit $766,664 

Streets and Roads $989,455 L TF Article 8c $989,455 

Streets and Roads Maintenance $1,596,450 LTF Article Be $1,179,151 
LTF Carryover 12/13$417,299 

Streets and Roads Admin $896,550 L TF Carryover 12/13 $896,550 

Total Streets and Roads $3,482,455 Total Streets and Roads $3,482,455 

N•-•• 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Revised August 2013 



RESOLUTION NO. 2014-61 

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCil 
OF THE CITY OF ROCKLIN AUTHORIZING 
THE CITY MANAGER TO SUBMIT ClAIMS 

FOR TRANPORTATION DEVELOPMENT 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 1971; and 

WHEREAS, the California Public Utilities Code commencing with Section 99200 
and the California Code of Regulations commencing with Section 6600 authorizing 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; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has made a finding 
that there be an apportionment of $2,730,366 of 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; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has made a finding 
that there be an apportionment of $204,904 of 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. 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Rocklin 
hereby authorizes submission of the annual transportation claims to the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency for a total of $2,935,270; 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 22nd day of April 2014, by the following vote: 

AYES: Councilmembers: Ruslin, Magnuson, Butler, Janda, Yuill 

NOES: Councilmembers: None 

ABSENT: Councilmembers: None 

ABSTAIN: Councilmembers: None 

Scott Yuill, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

(6adut& ~uo-11- tt:J rL/!---' 
Barbara lvanusich, City Clerk 

Page 2 of 
Reso. No. 2014-61 

The foregoing mstrument IS a 
correct copy of the or~ginal document 

on file in this office. 

,d j/./' tD uv c_.fi Attest: V ' v 
, 1.; City Clerk City of Rocklin 

~(.,;t./;tl-/ ' 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

INTHEMATTEROF: ALLOCATIONOF 
STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS TO 
THE CITY OF ROCKLIN 

. . : ; ; ; ; ~ : ; .. : ~ ~ ' ' ~ .. 

RESOLUTION NO. 14;-19 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held May 14, 2014 by the following vote on roll call: · · 

;., ·'··· : ,··.(,_:_,·' 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

Chair 
Placer County Transportation Plannin~ Ag~ncy <': , .-. 

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 futlcl 'i~ the Claimants 
pursuant to allocation instructions received from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency; and 

WHEREAS, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency has revieweci the ,<;laim for ~cl~ 
established to be available in the State Transit Assistance fund of Placer Count)' and has made tlie 
following findings and allocations: 

1. The claimant's proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Regional1 Transpo~tio~ 
Plan. · · · 



2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

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 ~P.~licable to the 
claimant. · :: · · · · · . 

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

' ' ' I •. 

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. 

;;'·: 

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. 

The regional entity may allocate funds to an operator for the purposes spe~ified in Section 
6730 only if, in the resolution allocating the funds, it also finds the folloWing:·. · · 

a) 

b) 

c) 

d) 

The operator has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99144.' 
This finding shall make specific reference to the improvements recommended and 
to the efforts made by the operator to implement them. 

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 ofp~rsons operatmg 
under a franchise or license. · · · · . . · · · · · 

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. 

The operator is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of .Public Utiljtie~ 
Code Section 99314.6. · · 

.· .. 

Allocation to the City of Rocklin of$204,904 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC99313):for 
transit purposes. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that allocation instructions have be,en 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· claim'ants 
in accordance with the above allocations. 

IT IS FURTHER RESOLVED that the claimant be notified of the Placer County. Tran~portat1on 
Planning Agency's action on their claim. · 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Placer County Airport Land Use Commission DATE:          April 30, 2014 
  
FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner  
  
SUBJECT: 9:00 A.M. - PUBLIC HEARING:  CITY OF LINCOLN PROPOSED 

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
1. Conduct a public hearing to obtain input on the City of Lincoln proposed General Plan 

Amendment and its consistency with the Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 
(ALUCP). 

2. Find that the City of Lincoln proposed General Plan Amendment is consistent with the Placer 
County ALUCP. 

 
BACKGROUND 
The ALUC adopted an update to the Placer County ALUCP in February 2014, which contains 
individual Compatibility Plans for each of the three public-use airports in Placer County. 
 
As required by State law, local jurisdictions with airports are required to review and amend their 
General Plans for consistency within 180 days of the ALUC’s adoption of the ALUCP; or the 
jurisdiction can adopt findings and override the ALUC; or refer all development proposals within 
the airport influence area to the ALUC for review until such time that General Plan consistency can 
be determined.   
 
City of Lincoln and ALUC staff recognized that only a few minor edits are necessary to bring the 
City of Lincoln’s 2050 General Plan into conformance with the 2014 ALUCP.  The City of Lincoln 
has requested that the ALUC make a consistency determination for a proposed General Plan 
Amendment with the adopted ALUCP, as noted in Attachment 1.  
 
The changes needed to bring the General Plan into consistency are shown in the proposed General 
Plan Amendment in Attachment 2 and Exhibit A. The ALUC has 60 days, from April 8, 2014, to 
act on this request.  
 
The ALUC has three choices of action. To find the General Plan Amendment: 

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

 
Public Notice  
In compliance with public hearing notice requirements, notice was published in the Lincoln News 
Messenger on May 1, 2014.  The hearing notice was also posted on the PCTPA website, the City of 
Lincoln eBulletin, and emailed to Lincoln airport stakeholders. 
 
 
 



 
Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
PUBLIC HEARING:  CITY OF LINCOLN PROPOSED GENERAL  
PLAN AMENDMENT CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION  
May 2014 
Page 2 
 
   
DISCUSSION 
According to the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, a General Plan or amendment 
does not have to be identical to an ALUCP to be consistent. There are two tests to determine 
consistency: 

 No direct conflicts can exist between the ALUCP and the General Plan or amendment; and 
 Delineation of a mechanism or process for ensuring future land use development within an 

airport influence area will not conflict with the ALUCP. 
 
Staff has performed the consistency review using the individual compatibility plan for Lincoln 
Regional Airport in accordance with the 2014 Placer County ALUCP.  Staff recommends that the 
ALUC find that the proposed amendment brings the 2050 Lincoln General Plan into conformity 
with ALUCP.  City of Lincoln staff and the TAC concur with this recommendation.   
 
 
Attachment 1 – City of Lincoln Request for Consistency Determination 
Attachment 2 – City of Lincoln Proposed General Plan Amendment 
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Attachment 2 
 

 

 
  

CITY OF LINCOLN GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT  
PROPOSED FOR CONSISTENCY WITH THE  

2014 PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILTY PLAN 
 
 

The City of Lincoln General Plan Amendment proposed for consistency with the 2014 Placer 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (also referred to as the “current” ALUCP) is as 
follows:  
 
Section 1 - The Land Use Element is amended as follows:   

A. Amend the second paragraph in the  Land Use and Circulation Diagram (Section 4.2) to 
read as follows:   

“The Land Use and Circulation Diagram also depict the Compatibility Map for the 
Lincoln Regional Airport.  This map was prepared as part of the Placer County Land 
Use Compatibility Plan, which was prepared to promote compatibility between the 
airport and the surrounding land uses.  The City of Lincoln herby adopts and 
incorporates the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan as adopted by the Placer County 
Airport Land Use Commission and any subsequent amendments into this General Plan.  
The full text of the current ALUCP and the special development criterion for land uses 
within the defined airport influence areas may be viewed at the Community 
Development Department.  Certain land use actions for property within the airport 
influence areas will require a review by the Airport Land Use Commission for 
determination of consistency.  The types of actions requiring such review are set forth 
in the current ALUCP.”   

 
B. Goal 16 should be changed to reflect the “Lincoln Regional Airport” versus the “Lincoln 

Municipal Airport” to be consistent with the other sections of the General Plan. 
 

C. Amend the Land Use and Circulation Diagram (March 25, 2008) to reflect the new 
Compatibility Zones, per Map LIN-6A of the ALUCP, per Exhibit A. 

 
Section 2 - The Transportation and Circulation Element is amended as follows:    

A. Policy T-6.2 Runway Expansion to read as follows: “The City shall plan for and protect 
from encroachment, property needed for the expansion of the main runway at the Lincoln 
Regional Airport by approximately one mile 1000 feet at the northern end.” 

 
Section 3 - The Health and Safety Element is amended as follows:    

A. Goal 8, Table 8.1 Maximum Allowable Noise Exposure by Land Use makes reference to 
an old Table 2B in the previous ALUCP. Amend this reference to reflect “the noise 
standards of the current ALUCP”.  
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MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: WPCTSA Board of Directors DATE: April 4, 2014
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Below are the Consent Calendar items for the May 14, 2014 agenda for your review and action. 
 
1. Extension of Agreement with City of Roseville for the South Placer Transportation Call 

Center Addendum #1 
 The City of Roseville operates the South Placer Transportation Call Center under a three 

year Agreement with the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
(WPCTSA). This Agreement expires June 30, 2014. Addendum #1 would extend the 
Agreement on an annual basis for a period of up to three (3) fiscal years, commencing 
July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2017. This Agreement shall automatically renew each July 1, 
unless WPCTSA or the City of Roseville provides written notice to the other of its intent 
to terminate this Agreement not less than sixty (60) days before the end of the then 
current fiscal year. Both the TOWG and PCTPA TAC concur with this recommendation. 
Staff recommends approval of the attached Extension of Agreement with City of 
Roseville for the South Placer Transportation Call Center Addendum #1. 



 

 
ADDENDUM #1 

TO AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE  

WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY  

AND THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE 

FOR THE SOUTH PLACER TRANSPORTATION CALL CENTER 

 
 Addendum #1 to the Agreement for the South Placer Transportation Call Center 

(hereinafter “Agreement”) is entered into this 15th day of May, 2014 between the Western Placer 

County Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (hereinafter “WPCTSA”) and the City of 

Roseville.  The terms and conditions of the underlying Agreement dated November 17, 2010 

shall remain unchanged, except as specifically modified in this Addendum.   

  

1. Modification of Term 

WPCTSA and the City of Roseville agree to extend the Agreement on an annual basis for 

a period of up to three (3) fiscal years, commencing July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2017. This 

Agreement shall automatically renew each July 1, unless WPCTSA or the City of 

Roseville provides written notice to the other of its intent to terminate this Agreement not 

less than sixty (60) days before the end of the then current fiscal year. 

  

2. Effect of Addendum 

Except as specifically amended hereby, the Agreement shall remain in full force and 

effect.  If there is any conflict between the term of this Addendum and the Agreement, 

the terms of the Addendum shall control. 

 

Western Placer County Consolidated Transportation Services 

Agency 

 

 

 

         

By:  Celia McAdam, Executive Director 

 

Date:         

 

 

 

    City of Roseville 

 

 

 

         

    By:  Ray Kerridge, City Manager 

 

Date:         



AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND THE
 
WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE AGENCY
 

REGARDING THE SOUTH PLACER TRANSPORTATION CALL CENTER
 

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this 17thday of Nove~ber .20-'
10 

by and between the City ofRoseville, a municipal corporation (IICITYII), and the Western Placer 

Consolidated Transportation Service Agency, a joint powers agency ("WPCTSA"). 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Government Code Section 67910, the Placer County 

Transportation·Planning Agency ("PCTPA") was created as a local area planning agency to 

provide regional transportation planning for the area ofPlacer County, exclusive of the Lake 

Tahoe Basin; and 

WHEREAS, one of the key responsibilities for a local area planning agency is to 

designate a Consolidated Transportatiop. Services Agency ("CTSA"); and 

WHEREAS, the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Service Agency 

("WPCTSA") is a joint powers agency created on October 13,2008 by Placer County, the cities 

ofAuburn, Colfax, Lincoln, Rocklin, and Roseville, and the Town ofLoomis; and 

WHEREAS, on November 18, 2008; PCTPA approved Resolution 08-34 designating 

WPCTSA as the CTSA for western Placer County; and 

WHEREAS, pursuant to California Public Utilities Code Section 99401.5(d), the PCTPA 

must annually adopt by resolution a finding on o.ntnet transit needs in Placer County prior to 

allocating funds for non-transit purposes; and 
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WHEREAS, on February 25, 2009, the PCTPA adopted Resolution 09-06 finding that a 

< centralized transportation call center in South Placer County was an unmet transit need for fiscal 

year 2008-2009 that was reasonable to meetj and 

WHEREAS, PCTPA has designated WPCTSA as the call center administrator; and 

WHEREAS, WPCTSA, in turn, has designated CITY as the agency best suited to expand 

current operations to meet this need; and 

WHEREAS, CITY agrees to act as the lead agency for establishing and operating a 

regional call center known as the South Placer Transportation Call Center ("Call Center") 

pursuant to the tenus and conditions ofthis Agreement. 

NOW, THEREPORE, the parties agree as follows: 

1. Tenn. This Agreement shall commence on April 1, 2011 and terminate on June 

30,2014. The parties may extend this Agreement in writing for up to three (3) option periods of 

one-year duration. 

2. Services. CITY shall establish and operate the Call Center as described in the 

scope of services which is attached hereto as EXHIBIT "A" and incorporat~d herein by this 

reference. EXHIBIT "A" represents the basic scope ofCall Center services to be provided by 

CITY on an annual basis on behalfofWPCTSA member agencies. In operating the Call Center, 

CITY shall adhere to the standards ofperformance which are incorporated into EXHffiIT "A." 

CITY reserves the right to contract either part or all of the operations of the Call Center to a 

qualified transit operations contractor, as determined by CITY. 

3. Initial Costs. Initial start-up costs associated with establishing the Call Center, 

including any capital or tenant improvements and the acquisition ofsuppIies, equipment atld 
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office furniture will be paid for using various grant funds previously secured by CITY, as well as 

matching funds by WPCTSA, as described in EXHIBIT "B," attached hereto and incorporated
 

herein by this reference.
 

4. Funding. PCTPA agrees to annually allocate to CITY the actual costs necessary 

to operate the Call Center, currently estimated at $300,000 a year. The source offunding for the 

Call Center will be Transportation Development Act ("TDA") Local Transportation Foods 

("LTF") and/or State Transit Assistance Discretionary Foods ("STA") allocated by PCTPA. 

PCTPA will apportion funds for the Call Center before allocating any LTF or STA funds to 

WPCTSA's member jurisdictions. In addition to L'fF and BTA funds, other sources of funding 

may also be provided by PCTPA, WPCTBA, or its members for the Call Center. 

5. Annual Budgetand Claim Process. No later than March 1st each year, CITY shall 

submit a preliminary budget to WPCTSA. Such budget shall include Call Center operations 

costs and capital expenqitures necessary for the next fiscal year, and will be responsive to 

estimated levels of funding. CITY may include in the preliminary budget any recquests for 

fundingfor additional services which are outside the basic scope ofservices identified in 

EXHIBIT "A," or may show reduced budget and related servi.ce reductions necessary to respond 

to projected LTF shortfalls. In accordance with WPCTSA's Jooe budget approval process, 

WPCTSA shall accept, reject or modify CITY's Call Center budget and, ifnecessary, identify the 

source of funding for any approved additional services and/or cost increases. 

Within one-hundred and twenty (120) days after PCTPA's board approves the final 

apportionment ofLTF and/or STA funds, CITY will file a claim with PCTPA for the approved 

budget aniount to operate the call Center. Nothing in this Agreement prohibits CITY from 
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submitting claims for other sotirces of funding to operate the Call Center, including, but not 

limited to, grants, Proposition 1B funds, and additional PTA andlor STA funds. 

6. Reserve Account,: At the end of each fiscal year, all unexpended funds 

apportioned for operation of the Call Center will be deposited into a Call Center reserve account. 

Such reserve account shall be used for Call Center operations including, but not limited to, 

needed enhancements to systems, additional staffmg,capital or tenant improvements, or 

acquisition of capital assets. Prior to expending any funds from the reserve account, CITY must 

update the Call Center budget to show the proposed tr/;Ulsfer and expenditure of funds and receive 

approval of the updated budget from WPCTSA's Executive Director. 

7. Grants. WPCTSA and CITY, on WPCTSA's behalf, may pursue federal, state or 

other grants to offset 'the operating and capital funding provided by WPCTSA for the Call 

Center. If either party successfully obtains any such grants, the party administering the grant will 

be entitled to receive an appropJj.ateportion ofthe grant to cover its administrative costs. CITY 

agrees to make a good faith effort to expend any grants or other sources of funding expeditiously 

and, ifpossible, prior to expending any fundsgtanted to CITY by WPCTSA under Section 4 of 

this Agreement. 

8. TerminatiQnJor Convenience.. Either party may tenninate this Agreement for 

convenience at any time upon giving one hundred and eighty (180) days advance written notice 
, 

to the other party, WPCTSAand WPCTSA member agencies. Within thirty (30) days of 

tennination, CITY shall refund to WPCTSA anyremaining funds allocated to the Call Center 

which are not already encumbered. 

9. Breach. Should a party fail to perfonn its contractual obligations within thirty 

(30) days following \Vrltten notice from the other party, or is otherwise unable to cute a material 
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breach of this Agreement within such time, that party shall be considered in default and the
 

nondefaulting party may terminate this Agreement.
 

10. Mediation. If any controversy or differences arise between the parties regarding 

the interpretation or enforcement ofthis Agreement, or because of an alleged dispute, breach or 

defaultin connection with any provision ofthis Agreement, either party may deliver a written 

notice to the other party raising such dispute or claiming such breach or default. If the parties are 

unable to resolve such differences in good faith on their own, or if a party fails to cure or 

commence the cure ofany alleged breach or default within thirty (30) days of receipt ofwritten 

notice from the other party raising such dispute or claiming such breach or default, the parties 

will attempt tQ resolve such differences through nonbinding mediation. The cost ofmediation 

shall be divided equally between the parties. If the parties are unable to resolve their differences 

through mediation within thirty (30) days.after submission afthe dispute to mediation, each party 

may then pursue its judicial remedies to the full extent of the law. 

11. Indemnification. Each party shall indemnify the other as follows: Indemnitor 

shall defend, indemnify, and save and hold harmless the indemnitee, its officers~ agents and 

employees from any claims, suits or actions of every name, kind and description brought forth, or 

on acc6unt of, injuries to or death ofany person (including but not limited to workers and the 

public), or damage to property, resulting fram or arising out ofind~tor'swillful misconduct 

or negligent act or omission while engaged in the perfonnance ofobligations or exercise ofrights 

created by this Agreement, except with regard to those matters arising from indemnitee's 

negligence. 

12. Insurance. CITY agrees to maintain in full force and effect, at a minimum, the 

following insurance policies and self-insured programs during the tenn of this Agreement. 
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a. Comprehensive and General Liability. CITY will maintain limits of 

coverage in the amount of$40,000,000 per occurrence with no aggregate through the California 

Joint Powers Risk Management Authority ("CJPRMA"). The self-insured retention maintained 

by CITY will be $500,000 per occurrence. 

b. Workers' Compensation. CITY will maintain workers' compensation 

coverage in tl;le amount of the statutory limit through a combination of insurance through the 

Local Agency Workers' Compensation Excess Joint Powers Authority ("LAWCX"), the 
, 

California State Association of Counties ("CSAC"), and self-insured retention. 

c. Automobile Liability~ CITY will self-insure for automobile coverage. 

13. Compliance with Laws. The parties shall comply with all federal, state and local 

laws and ordinances as may be applicable to the performance of services under this Agreement. 

14. Governing Agreement. In the event of any conflict between this Agreement and 

its EXHIBITS, the provisions of this Agreement shall govern. In the event of any conflict 

between any of the EXHIBITS, the provisions of the first in order ofattachment shall govern. 

15. . Assignment. Neither party shall assign or transfer any interest in this Agreement 

nor t4e performance ofobligations hereuncier without prior written consent of the other and any 

attempt to so assign this Agreement or any rights, duties, or obligations arising hereunder shall, at 

the option of thenon-assigning party, be void and ofno effect. 

16. Independent Contractor, CITY and WPCTSA shall, in the perfonnanc~of their 

respective obligations under this Agreement, act as independent contractors and shall not be .. . 

officers, agents, or employees of the other. This Agreement does not confer on CITY any 

authority oVer WPCTSA or the individual transit operators who are members of WPCTSA. 

[L:iWpDocs\OO21\1'OO,\0c1JlOOI6,DOC: 10/12110; 6 



17. Successors in Interest. This Agreement shall be binding upon the heirs, 

successors, executors, administrators and assigns of the respective parties hereto. 

18. Attorney's Fees: Venue; Governing Law. If either party commences any legal 

action against the other party arising out of this Agreement or the perfonnance thereof, the 

prevailing party in such action shall be entitled to recover its reasonable litigation expenses, 

including but not limited' to, court costs, expert witness fees, discovery expenses, and 

attorneys' fees. Any action arising out of this Agreement shall be brought in Placer County, 

California, regardless of where else venue may lie. This Agreement shall be governed by and 

construed in accordance with the laws of the State of CaliforIlia. 

19. Notices. Any notices to parties required by this Agreement shall be delivered 

personally or mailed, U.S. first class postage prepaid, addressed as follows: 

CIl'YQFRQSEYILLE WPCTSA 

Alteroative Transportation Manager Executive Director 
401 Vernon Street 299 Nevada Street 
Roseville, CA 95678 Auburn, CA95603 

Either party may amend its address for notice by notifying the other party in writing. 

20. Modification. This Agreement and each provision contained herein may be 

waived, amended, supplemented, or eliminated only by mutual written agreement of the parties. 

21. Severability. In case anyone or more of the provisions contained in this 

Agreement is for any reason held invalid or unenforceable, such holding shall not affect the .. . 

remaining provisions or the validity and enforceability of the Agreement as a whole. 

22. Entire Agreement. This Agreement contains the entire agreement between the 

parties. All prior negotiations between the parties are merged ipto this Agreement and there are 

no understandings or agreements other than those incorporated herein. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City ofRoseville, a municipal corporation, has authorized 

the execution of this Agreement in duplicate by its City Manager and attested to by its City Clerk 
t~. 

under the authority ofResolution No.10-41,Chdopted by the Council of the City ofRoseville on 

the lltlilay of N.ovember 20~ and. the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 

Service Agency has caused this Agreement to be executed. 

-
CITY OF ROSEVILLE, a WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED 
a municipal corporation TRANSPORTATION SERVICE AGENCY, 

~~§, ~AD~S~A:'.··M~C~.~~~~~__..,/ 

City Manager Ex "e Director 

ATTEST: 

~~
 .QNIA OROZCO 
City Clerk 

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

APPROVED AS TO SUBSTANCE: 

[{;:\WppO's\DQZ7\POOl\oOOIOOI6;[)()C: IOI12flOl. 8 



Exhibit "A"
 
Scope of Services - South Placer Transportation Call Center
 

INTRODUCTION 

The South Placer Transportation Call Center (CaIlCenter) will offer a consolidated "one stop" Call 
Center which will serve as the centralized location for providing alternative transportation 
information and/or booking demand response trips for participating South Placer County transit 
operators and/or private/non-profit providers of transportation services. The City of Roseville 
("CITY") intends to employ a CONTRACTOR to operate the Call Center. CONTRACTOR will be 
responsible for all hiring, training, managing and supervising reservationists for call intake, 
general transportation information dispersal, along with trip scheduling/manifest creation for Dial
A-Ride transit service. Participating transit agencies will retain their own dispatch function to 
make any modifications necessary to the manifest for next day services for its drivers and 
customers, and to insert or remove any same day trip changes and services (cancel or add). All 
transit agencies will benefit from the Call Center by a reduction in call volume due to the 
screening and handling of transportation information calls by Call Center reservationists. 

1. CITY DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

CITY shall perform the following duties and accept the following responsibilities with respect to 
the Call Center. To the extent reasonable and feasible, CONTRACTOR and WPCTSA member 
agencies shall assist CITY in this regard. 

1.1 Selection and Oversight of Contractor 

CITY shall select and enter into a contract with CONTRACTOR for operation of the Call Center 
and shall provide contract oversight over CONTRACTOR's performance. 

1.2 Office Space 

CITY shall provide office space for operation of the Call Center and shall perform any needed 
capital or tenant improvements necessary to accommodate the Call Center in the CITY supplied 
office space. 

1.3 Supplies, Equipment and Furniture 

CITY shall acquire any needed supplies, equipment and furniture for operation of the Call Center. 

1.4 Annual Budget Preparation, TDA Claim Process and Administration 

CITY shall be responsible for preparation of budgets, TDA claim forms, grant applications, related 
documentation, and other such activities relative to overall Call Center contract administration. 
CONTRACTOR shall offer assistance to address changes in operations or staffing levels to 
maintain a consistent level of excellent customer service. CITY shall provide quarterly reports to 
the TOWG group in a format that is presentable to any board. 

1.5 Coordination with WPCTSA and the TOWG 

CITY shall be responsible for coordinating customer service and performance standards, 
reporting and budget activities for the Call Center with the WPCTSA and the TOWG. 

1.6 Advertising and Promotion
 
CITY shall prepare, place, schedule and pay for advertising and promotional materials designed
 
to inform the public of the Call Center in accordance with the proposed annual budget.
 
Advertising may include, but is not limited to, print media, internet, television and/or radio.
 



2. CITY'S CONTRACTOR DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall assist and cooperate with CITY to: 
•	 Meet the objectives of providing quality transportation Call Center services; 
•	 Perform close liaison activities, coordination and cooperation with CITY on matters 

related to operations, monitoring, reporting and service performance measurements; 
•	 Work with CITY staff to continue and expand current dispatch operations (including 

Trapeze and Zonar) to include additional participating transit agencies; and, 
•	 Work with CITY to continue and expand current reservation operations to include 

additional participating transit agencies. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall be contractually obligated to perform the duties and accept the 
responsibilities set forth below in connection with its operation of the Call Center. 

2.1 Staffing 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall employ adequate executive, administrative, supervisory, 
operational, and maintenance personnel to provide the necessary management, technical and 
operating services for the operation of the Call Center. 

2.2 Training and Retraining 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall provide ongoing customer service and TRAPEZE training and 
retraining for all Call Center reservationist positions and for satellite offices' dispatchers as 
deemed necessary by participating agencies. Ongoing training and retraining shall be based on 
a variable hourly cost which should be included in the CONTRACTOR's cost proposal. 

2.3 Service Provided - Call Center Reservationists 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall provide adequate lead reservationist(s) and reservationists to 
service approximately 7,000 calls per month. Call Center operating hours are anticipated to be: 

Monday - Friday, 8:00 am - 5:00 pm 
Saturday 9:00 am - 5:00 pm 
Sunday 9:00 am - 4:00 pm 

Hours may be adjusted per CONTRACTOR recommendation andlor in cooperation with the 
TOWG to accommodate call volume. 

Lead reservationists, reservationists and any other personnel who may from time-to-time be 
assigned to telephone information or reservation lines shall be trained in customer service, 
customer relations skills, telephone manners, operator skills, accidenUincident procedures, fares, 
bus and demand response schedules and services, information referrals, ADA regulations 
regarding trip reservations (Call Center will be operated to be in compliance with Article 49, 
section 37.12), reservation procedures, and operating policies. 

Reservation staff shall be trained to provide the following services: 

•	 Trip Requests; 
•	 Scheduling; 
•	 Dispatch assistance as necessary to maximize route efficiency; 
•	 Trip Planning; 
•	 Route and schedule information; 
•	 Fare and discount information; 



•	 Screen calls to route to appropriate transit agencies regarding ADA eligibility, photo ID's, 
complaints, same day trip changes and requests, and alternative transportation 
information in general; and 

•	 Database maintenance regarding ADA eligiblE1 passengers, and all information necessary 
for monthly, quarterly and annual performance and National Transit Database ("NTD") 
reporting. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall monitor call volume. It is estimated that call volumes will be 
approximately 7,000 per month. CITY's CONTRACTOR shall have the capacity to handle 
increases in service hours and/or staff which is estimated to be approximately 3% per year. 

2.4 Telephone Reservation and Information System 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall develop, implement and maintain a daily schedule of labor 
resources to handle passenger information telephone calls, reservations, and trip scheduling. 
This schedule shall identify work assignments and shift time. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall utilize transportation Call Center telephone lines solely to respond to 
incoming calls from the general public for the purposes of requesting demand response service, 
reservations service information and requests for information about transportation options in 
south Placer County. These phone lines shall be exclusively dedicated to the Call Center 
reservation and information system. CITY's CONTRACTOR shall advise CITY if call volume 
appears to exceed phone line capacity to respond to incoming calls with a minimum of busy 
signals. CITY's CONTRACTOR shall coordinate with CITY monthly, or more frequently if 
necessary, to monitor and evaluate call volume. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall make special efforts to respond to telephone service and 
information requests from deaf or Spanish-speaking callers. CITY's CONTRACTOR shall 
continue to provide TDD equipment for communications with deaf patrons, or use the California 
Relay Service for communication with deaf customers. 

2.5 Trapeze PASS Scheduling, Dispatching and Vehicle Control 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall use, in the day to day operations, the Trapeze PASS scheduling 
software system. This software will be provided in an Application Server Provider ("ASP") 
method and shall enable the necessary number of concurrent users for processing of up to 7000 
trips per month at the Call Center and will interface with satellite dispatch offices at Placer County 
Transit, Lincoln Transit, Auburn Transit, and WPCTSA or its contractor as deemed necessary by 
those agencies. CITY's CONTRACTOR shall provide redundant access to their servers, provide, 
install, and maintain all server hardware, firewall technology and application software and provide 
support services on all such hardware and software to CITY. CITY's CONTRACTOR shall 
purchase and update the GIS map issued by the TRAPEZE PASS system annually. 

During the period of time of operation under the Trapeze PASS scheduling software system, as 
provided herein, CITY'S CONTRACTOR will provide access to the appropriate server hardware, 
training, support and backup files to utilize the Trapeze PASS Scheduling software system at any 
time. Should CITY elect to purchase or migrate the Trapeze PASS scheduling software system 
in-house, CITY will be responsible for supplying the server hardware for the in-house utilization of 
the Trapeze system. All data and information in the Trapeze PASS servers and on local CITY 
and CONTRACTOR computers related to all participating transit agencies shall be the property of 
CITY and shall be transferred to CITY upon request at no extra cost within a reasonable time 
period. 

CITY'S CONTRACTOR shall schedule and dispatch trips in accordance with the Americans with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) required operating standards for complementary paratransit service. 



2.6 Operations - Dial·A·Ride Reservations Service Standards 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall respond to telephone requests for Dial-A-Ride service on a "real
time" demand-response basis in accordance with the service standards stated below. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall also accept telephone requests for advance reservations as 
determined by each operator. Advance reservation trips will be scheduled on a first come first 
serve basis as capacity allows. However, reservation priority shall, if necessary to comply with 
required ADA paratransit criteria, be given to individuals who have proof of ADA paratransit 
service eligibility. CITY'S CONTRACTOR shall forward calls for same day trips and cancellations 
to the appropriate transit operator. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall also accept "subscription service" reservations (provision of 
repetitive trips over an extended period time without requiring that individuals call to request 
reservations for each trip) as determined by each operator. 

An updated ADA pending list shall be provided to CONTRACTOR biweekly, monthly, or as 
needed to ensure compliance with ADA requirements. 

2.7 Service Standards - General 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall strive at all times to provide service in a manner that will maximize 
productivity and at the same time emphasize quality customer service. Recognizing that the goals 
of productivity and service quality may conflict at times, the performance standards as stated in 
Section 2.8 will be established in a manner to be reasonably attainable by CITY's 
CONTRACTOR, fair to the customer and consistent with all participating transit agency's 
expectations. Other performance standards my be added as mutually agreed upon by CITY and 
the TOWG, and a customer survey mechanism may be used on occasion to measure customer 
satisfaction levels. 

2.8 Service Performance Standards 

CITY shall establish service performance standards in conjunction with the CITY's 
CONTRACTOR and the TOWG in the following areas: 

•	 Demand Response Wait Time (the elapsed time between a "real time" demand response 
service request and passenger pickup).. 

•	 Ride Time (the elapsed time between passenger pickup and drop off). 

•	 Missed Trips 

•	 Trip Denials 

•	 Reservation Reliability 

•	 Service Refusals 

•	 No Show Ratio 

CITY's CONTRACTOR, CITY, and the PCTPA TOWG members shall periodically meet to 
evaluate performance of the system based upon these standards. If the standards are not 
fulfilling their intended purpose, they shall be adjusted based upon recommendations made by 



CITY's CONTRACTOR with concurrence and final decision by CITY and WPCTSA. CITY shall 
take all reasonable actions requested by the WPCTSA to correct deficiencies in performance. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR should anticipate possible modifications to these standards following the 
update of the CITY's Short Range Transit Plan in FY 2010/11, and every three (3) to five (5) 
years thereafter. 

2.9 Telephone Information and Reservation Service Standard 

Reasonable standards of performance shall be established for abandoned telephone calls. As an 
example, there may be a standard established of less than one telephone call abandoned by the 
caller per (twenty) 20 completed calls. A call is usually considered abandoned if the call is 
terminated while it is in the "Next Call Waiting Queue" or while it is "On Hold". Another reasonable 
standard may be established to insure that ninety-five (95) per cent of all phone calls shall be 
answered within ninety (90) seconds and one hundred (100) percent answered within six (6) 
minutes. 

2.10 Operations Personnel 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall provide all management, supervision, training, lead reservationists 
and lead reservationists to responsibly operate the Call Center. 

2.11 Employee Selection and Supervision 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall be responsible for the employment and supervision of all employees 
necessary to perform all Call Center operations. CITY's CONTRACTOR responsibilities shall 
include employee recruitment, screening, selection, training, supervision, employee relations, 
evaluations, retraining and employee discipline, including but not limited to termination. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall use appropriate screening and selection criteria in order to employ 
operations personnel. CONTRACTOR shall perform employment, DMV and criminal 
background checks, pre-employment drug screens and physicals of all employees associated 
with the agreement entered into between CITY and CONTRACTOR and shall undertake the 
steps necessary to assure that all such employees perform their duties in a safe, legal, courteous, 
and professional manner at all times. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall make all reasonable efforts to ensure that employees having contact 
with the public in the course of their duties are of good moral character. Any such employee who 
is convicted of a felony or of a crime involving moral turpitude during the time of his/her 
employment shall not be permitted to continue to hold a position of employment involving contact 
with the general public. 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall at all times comply, and shall require subcontractors to comply, with 
applicable state and federal employment laws, including Section 1735 of the California Labor 
Code and Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended. 

2.12 Bi-Lingual (English/Spanish) Personnel and Training 

CITY's CONTRACTOR shall make every effort to recruit bi-lingual, English/Spanish personnel for 
driver, dispatcher, telephone operator, and supervisor positions. CITY's CONTRACTOR shall 
implement within 120 days after the start of the contract term, a Spanish language keyword/key
phrase training and proficiency testing program to assist all operating personnel to learn simple 
phrases to assist them in communicating fares and directions to Spanish-speaking transit system 
users. CITY's CONTRACTOR shall provide a laminated sheet of common phrases used by 
transit passengers in Spanish with English translations for transit vehicle operators. 



2.13 Performance Requirement 

CITY's CONTRACTOR will be required, at all times during the terms of the agreement with the 
CITY, to perfqrm all services diligently, carefully, and in a professional manner and to furnish all 
labor, supervision, machinery, equipment, material, and supplies necessary therefore (other than 
equipment supplied by the CITY), as required under the agreement. 

2.14 Implementation Plan 

CITY's CONTRACTOR would be expected to provide a detailed Implementation Plan following 
award of a contract. This plan shall at the very least, address the sequence of activities and 
procedures that will be followed to ensure the smooth start-up of the service including, if 
necessary, transition from another operator. The plan should also document recruitment and 
training schedules, start-up plan, and acquisition of necessary equipment, permits, licenses and 
any other activities necessary to implement a successful Call Center operation. The 
implementation plan must provide for implementation of a consolidated Call Center operation on 
or before March 31, 2011, with no disruption to existing CITY and other member agency services. 

Draft Scope of Services, JGandler, 8/13/10 



Exhibit "B"
 

Funding for South Placer Transportation Call Center
 

Start-up Costs and Available Funds
 

Capital 

Re-model Existing office 

Cost 

$250,000 

Available 
Funds 
$200,000 
$ 50,000 
$250,000 

Source 

FTA CA 57-X012 
Prop 1B/PTMISEA #08-01
WPCTSA match 

Call Center Interim Trailer $ 36,000 $ 36,000 Prop 1B/PTMISEA #09-05 

Operations 

TRAPEZE Implementation 

Cost 

$ 21,280 

Available 
Funds 
$11,432 
$ 2,294 
$ 7554 
$ 21,280 

Source 

FTA NF CA -57-X043 
LTF Match for FTA NF 
LTF 

Phone system enhancements 
Marketing 

$ 5,000 
$ 5,000 

$ 5,000 
$ 5,000 

LTF 
LTF 

Ongoing Call Center Costs and Funding 

Annual Operations/1 st Year Cost Available 
Funds 

Source 

Staffing, ongoing TRAPEZE, 
Marketing 

$284,720 $ 50,000 

$ 12,500 
$ 267,652 
$330,152 

FTA CA 90-Y773 
Mobility Management Fund 
LTF Match for CA 90-Y773 
LTF 

Annual Operations/2nd Year Cost Available 
Funds 

Source 

Staffing, ongoing TRAPEZE, 
Marketing 

$298,206 $ 50,000 

$ 12,500 
$ 267,652 
$330,152 

FTA CA 90-Y773 
Mobility Management Fund 
LTF Match for CA 90-Y773 
LTF 

Annual Operations/3rd Year Cost Available 
Funds 

Source 

Staffing, ongoing TRAPEZE, 
Marketing 

$306,102 $ 50,000 

$ 12,500 
$ 267,652 
$330,152 

FTA CA 90-Y773 
Mobility Management Fund 
LTF Match for CA 90-Y773 
LTF 



RESOLUTION NO. 10-410 

APPROVING AN AGREEMENT BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND
 
WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICE AGENCY MTI
 

AUTHORIZING THE CITY MANAGER TO EXECUTE IT ON BEHALF OF THE CITY OF
 
ROSEVILLE
 

WHEREAS, an Agreement regarding the South Placer Transportation Call Center, by 
and between the City of Roseville and Westem Placer Consolidated Transportation Service 
Agency, has been reviewed by the City Council; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Council ofthe City ofRoseville that 
said agreement is hereby approved and that the City Manager is authorized to execute it on 
behalf of the City ofRoseville. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the Council of the City ofRoseville this17thday of 
November , 20~, by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES COUNCILMEMBERS: Allard, Gray, Garcia, Roccucci, Garbolino 

NoneNOES COUNCILMEMBERS: 

ABSE~'T COUNCILMENIBERS: None 

ATTEST:
 

The fareq~ing instrument is acorrect copy 
of the angmal on file in this office. 

ArrEST:
 
Ci,y Clerk::a:'-:ft~he:-;C:;;:ity~.'7iR:'-.o-se"-:'liJ::-le,"-:C~aJ-ifO-rn-lD
 

_..%& 'tfr;i:; 
rr==d'DEPUTY CLERK 



MEMORANDUM 
 

 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  April 30, 2014
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: FINAL FY 2014/15 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND BUDGET 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to submit the attached final FY 2014/15 Overall Work Program 
(OWP) and Budget to Caltrans. 
 
BACKGROUND 
Each Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) must submit a draft OWP to Caltrans no 
later than March 1 of each year, with final version submitted by June 1.   
 
The OWP should provide a description of the activities to be undertaken by the agency in the 
coming year, along with detailed budget information.  The attached final OWP and Budget has 
been developed in compliance with these requirements and reflects the latest information on 
finances and work activities, as well as comments received from the Board, Caltrans, and 
jurisdictions.  It is expected that the OWP and Budget will be amended periodically during the 
fiscal year to reflect any new information, work activities, and/or budget changes.   
 
DISCUSSION 
The final version of the FY 2014/15 OWP and Budget contains only minor changes from the 
preliminary draft version adopted by the Board in February 2014. 
 
Work Program 
As noted in the preliminary draft, work in FY 2014/15 focuses on the continuation of many 
major planning and implementation efforts currently underway.  These projects/work elements 
include the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Update, SR 65 Widening, I-80 Auxiliary Lanes, 
I-80/SR 65 Interchange, and the I-80 and SR 65 Improvement Sequencing Study. 
 
As always, the Work Program maintains our strong focus on core Agency activities, such as 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) administration, State and Federal transportation 
programming compliance, Freeway Service Patrol and Congestion Management Program 
implementation, and management of various Joint Powers Authorities (JPAs) including the 
South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) and the Western Placer Consolidated 
Transit Services Agency (CTSA).  The final version of the Work Program adds the tasks 
associated with the coordination and programming of project grants for the new Active 
Transportation Program. 
 
Of emphasis this year is the ongoing effort on the Regional Transportation Funding Strategy 
(WE 60), as we work to inform the public of needed transportation improvements, funding 
shortfall issues, and the impacts on our quality of life and economic vitality.  This effort is 
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particularly beneficial and timely as it also provides an outreach and feedback loop for our 
Regional Transportation Plan. 
 
Staffing 
Staffing levels remain the same as in FY 2013/14 with 6.9 full time equivalent staff.   
 
Budget 
As always, staff is pleased to provide the Board with a balanced budget.   
 
The preliminary budget for FY 2014/15 is $4,412,234.  This increase of approximately 4.6% is 
largely due to the increase of direct costs for consultant work that are reimbursed by State and 
Federal grants.  This is reflected in that approximately 61% ($2,673,498) of reimbursed work 
and grants, such as SPRTA administration, CTSA administration, I-80/SR 65 Interchange 
Improvements, SR 65 Widening, building management, Congestion Management Program, and 
Freeway Service Patrol.   
 
CM:ss 
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OVERALL WORK PROGRAM FOR 2014/15 
 
OVERVIEW 
 
The FY 2014/15 Overall Work Program (OWP) documents the management, budgetary, and 
monitoring activities performed annually by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
(PCTPA).   It is developed annually for Caltrans review and for approval by the PCTPA Board of 
Directors.  This version of the OWP is the result of input from jurisdiction management, public works 
and planning officials, air district management, tribal governments, elected officials, and the general 
public.  This document also provides an application format for Caltrans-administered funding 
programs, such as FHWA Partnership Planning funds and FTA Transit Planning grants. 
 
Twenty-five work elements are proposed that include specific objectives, budgets, and products.  
Several of these work elements are funded by a mixture of State, federal and local programs.  The 
remaining are funded solely by TDA funds.  This work program has a number of important 
characteristics: 

1. The work program is action oriented.  Its primary objective is to implement a programming and 
funding strategy that will address the mobility needs of Placer County residents, businesses, 
and visitors.  Of key overall importance is the Regional Transportation Plan, which serves as a 
guiding force for transportation improvements over the next 20 years, and its integration with 
SACOG’s Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP).  Also included here are strategies and 
studies to address major transportation issues or hot spots including: (1) Regional 
Transportation Plan; (2) Placer Parkway; (3) I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements; (4) SR 65 
Widening; (5) I-80 Auxiliary Lanes; (6) I-80 and SR 65 Improvement Sequencing; and (7) 
Regional Transportation Funding Strategy. 

 
2. The work program reflects a pro-active approach to identifying future transportation project 

needs (e.g., TDA Administration, Capitol Corridor Rail service, Regional Transportation Plan, 
Regional Transportation Funding Strategy, Bay to Basin Travel Study); 

 
3. The work program provides a greater emphasis on implementation of previously identified 

needs, including administration of the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority, project 
management and delivery, the implementation of the Comprehensive Land Use Compatibility 
Plan for Placer’s airports, and leading the preconstruction of the I-80/SR 65 Interchange 
Improvements, SR 65 Widening, and I-80 Auxiliary Lanes; 

 
4. The work program includes a comprehensive effort to assist member jurisdictions in 

maintaining the high level of compliance with “use it or lose it” timely use of funds 
requirements; 

 
5. The work program reflects a multimodal approach.  Effort has been divided between planning 

for transit, highways, rail, alternative transportation, aviation, ITS, and bikeways; 
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6. The work program reflects the strong commitment to partnerships with other regional agencies 

in approaching interregional transportation needs. 
 

7. The work program reflects the more pronounced need to participate in regional, State, and 
federal discussions regarding planning and funding transportation projects; 

 
8. The work program will assure that PCTPA meets all State and federal planning requirements; 

 
9. The work program funding allocation system meets TDA requirements. 

 
The 2014/15 OWP is a product of cooperative efforts by PCTPA’s member jurisdictions, including the 
Cities of Auburn, Colfax, Lincoln, Loomis, Rocklin, and Roseville, the Town of Loomis, and Placer 
County, as well as other interested agencies.  Equally important, the OWP is consistent with State and 
federal funding priorities. 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
The mission of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) is derived from its 
numerous state and local designations.  The agency has been designated in state law as the Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Placer County.  PCTPA is also the county’s Congestion 
Management Agency (CMA), a statutorily designated member of the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers 
Authority (CCJPA), and the airport land use planning body and hearing board for Lincoln, Auburn, 
and Blue Canyon Airports.  As part of their Joint Powers Agreement, PCTPA is the designated 
administrator for the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority and the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency.  Under an agreement with the Sacramento Area Council 
of Governments (SACOG), PCTPA also represents Placer jurisdictions in federal planning and 
programming issues.  Since the PCTPA has a local Agency-State Agreement for federal aid projects, it 
is also eligible to administer federal projects. 
 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency:  PCTPA was created by Title 7.91 of the government 
code commencing with Section 67910 as the transportation planning agency for Placer County 
excluding Lake Tahoe.  PCTPA has also been designated as the Regional Transportation Planning 
Agency (RTPA) for Placer County excluding Lake Tahoe in Section 29532.1(c) of the Government 
Code.  Previous to this designation, PCTPA operated under the name of the Placer County 
Transportation Commission (PCTC) and operated as a local county transportation commission as 
specified under Section 29532(c) of the Government Code. 
 
PCTPA has executed a memorandum of understanding and Master Fund Transfer Agreement with the 
State Department of Transportation on January 26, 1996 identifying the responsibilities of PCTPA as 
the RTPA and providing the administrative structure to implement these responsibilities. 
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As an RTPA with an urbanized population of over 50,000, PCTPA is responsible for preparing a 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Regional Transportation Improvement Plan (RTIP) pursuant 
to Section 65080 of the Government Code. 
 
Local Transportation Fund Administration:  As the transportation planning agency, PCTPA 
allocates the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) to Placer County public transportation agencies 
pursuant to Section 29532 of the Government Code.  The administration of these funds includes the 
establishment of a Social Service Transportation Advisory Council, the implementation of a citizen 
participation process appropriate for Placer County, annual recommendations for productivity 
improvements for transit operators, the performance of an annual fiscal audit of all LTF claimants, the 
implementation of a triennial performance audit of all LTF claimants, and the preparation of an annual 
unmet transit needs determination. 
 
PCTPA receives an allocation of LTF funds for the administration of the LTF fund pursuant to Section 
99233.1 of the Public Utilities Code and for transportation planning pursuant to Section 99233.2 of the 
Public Utilities Code and Section 6646 of the Government Code. 
 
It is the responsibility of PCTPA to establish rules and regulations to provide for administration and 
allocation of the LTF and State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds in accordance with applicable sections 
of the Government Code, Public Utilities Code and Administrative Code included within the 
Transportation Development Act.  It is also the responsibility of PCTPA to adhere to the applicable 
rules and regulations promulgated by the Secretary of the Business, Transportation and Housing 
Agency of the State of California as addressed in the Transportation Development Act, Title 3, 
Division 3, Chapter 2, Article II, Section 29535. 
 
Under SB 45, signed by Governor Wilson in October 1997, Regional Transportation Planning 
Agencies (RTPAs) such as PCTPA are responsible for selection of projects, known as the Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), to be funded with the county’s share of STIP funds.  
This power also comes with the responsibility of ensuring that the projects are on schedule and within 
budgetary constraints.   
 
Federal Transportation Planning and Programming:  PCTPA has executed memoranda of 
understanding (MOUs) with Caltrans and the Sacramento Council of Governments (SACOG) on April 
11, 2001 and February 23, 2005 to govern federal transportation planning and programming in Placer 
County.  This agreement integrates the PCTPA Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and RTIP within 
the SACOG process.  
 
Pursuant to these agreements, PCTPA receives a “fair share” allocation of both federal urbanized 
Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds and Congestion Air Quality Mitigation Improvement 
Program funds (CMAQ).  PCTPA nominates projects for these funds, and SACOG has agreed to select 
these nominated projects unless they fail to meet a federal requirement.  SACOG cannot add projects 
to the PCTPA nominations. 
 
PCTPA submits the state mandated RTP, developed pursuant to Section 65080.5 of the Government 
Code, to SACOG for inclusion in the federal Metropolitan Transportation Plan.  As part of this 
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agreement, SACOG conducts a federal air quality conformity test on the Placer County transportation 
program and plan. 
 
PCTPA receives an allocation of federal STP funds for Placer County.  Pursuant to Section 182.6 of 
the Streets and Highways Code, PCTPA can exchange the non-urbanized funds for State gas tax funds.   
PCTPA allocates these exchange funds to jurisdiction projects based upon an MOU signed by all 
Placer jurisdictions dated November 2, 1994.  The STP funding exchange formula and allocation was 
updated to reflect TEA 21, approved by the PCTPA Board on January 27, 1999, and is updated 
annually as appropriate. 
 
Administration of Federal Aid Projects: PCTPA executed a Local Agency - State Agreement for 
Federal Aid Projects (Agreement 03-6158) with the State of California on March 2, 1994 and 
reauthorized on January 28, 2004.  The execution of this agreement qualifies PCTPA to administer 
federally funded projects.  
 
Passenger Rail Administration: Pursuant to Section 14076.2(b) of the Government Code, PCTPA is 
statutorily designated as a member of the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA).  Through 
an interagency agreement with Caltrans, the CCJPA administers the intercity rail service on the San 
Jose-Auburn railroad corridor. 
 
Airport Land Use Commission: PCTPA was designated the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) 
for Placer County by the Board of Supervisors (December 17, 1996) and the Placer County City 
Selection Committee (October 24, 1996) pursuant to Section 21670.1(a)(b) of the Public Utilities 
Code. PCTPA acts as the hearing body for land use planning for Placer County airports.  PCTPA is 
also responsible for the development of airport land use plans for Placer County airports as specified in 
Section 21674.7 of the Public Utilities Code. 
 
Placer County, Auburn, and Lincoln each collect a fee on development projects by local ordinance in 
the area governed by the airport land use plan.  This fee is passed on to PCTPA to help defray the cost 
of project review. 
 
South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) Administration:  PCTPA was 
designated as the administrator of the SPRTA under the terms of the Authority's Joint Powers 
Agreement dated January 22, 2002.  As such, PCTPA provides staffing and management of the 
Authority, and is reimbursed for these services under a staffing agreement. 
 
Transportation Sales Tax Authority:  PCTPA was designated as the transportation sales tax 
authority for Placer County by the Placer County Board of Supervisors on August 22, 2006.  In the 
event that a transportation sales tax is adopted by Placer’s voters, PCTPA would be designated as the 
entity to administer the sales tax expenditure plan. 
 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (WP CTSA) Administration:  
PCTPA was designated as the administrator of the WPCTSA under the terms of the Agency’s Joint 
Powers Agreement dated October 13, 2008.  As such, PCTPA provides staffing and management of 
the Agency, and is reimbursed for these services under a staffing agreement. 
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PCTPA ORGANIZATION 
 
The nine member PCTPA consists of three members appointed by the Placer County Board of 
Supervisors and one member each from the incorporated cities of Auburn, Colfax, Lincoln, Loomis, 
Rocklin and Roseville. 
 
PCTPA has provided for seven full-time staff members to implement the FY 2014/15 OWP.  The 
organization of PCTPA is summarized in Figure 1. 
 
The PCTPA reorganized its staffing structure and became a separate and independent agency on May 
1, 1992.  Previous to this reorganization, PCTPA was staffed by the Placer County Public Works 
Department. 
 
GEOGRAPHIC LOCATION 
 
PCTPA’s jurisdiction includes a portion of northern California between the Sacramento Metropolitan 
area and the Nevada State line, as shown in Figure 2.  In total, Placer County contains 1,506 square 
miles ranging in elevation from 160 feet to nearly 9,500 feet. 
 
PCTPA represents the County and six incorporated cities located within the political boundary of 
Placer County.  Transportation planning services are provided to the following incorporated cities with 
their corresponding January 1, 2013 populations: Auburn (13,446), Colfax (1,969), Lincoln (43,818), 
Loomis (6,493), Rocklin (58,484) and Roseville (123,514).  Unincorporated Placer County has a 
population of 109,739.  These population estimates are based upon information provided by the 
California Department of Finance in their 2013 DOF E-1 Report. 
 
AGENCY COORDINATION 
 
PCTPA coordinates regional transportation planning activities with other public agencies including the 
Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG), the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA), 
the State Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the California Transportation Commission (CTC), 
adjacent RTPAs (Nevada County Transportation Commission, El Dorado County Transportation 
Commission), the United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria, and other interested 
groups. 
 
COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION 
 
In an ongoing effort to encourage participation of all communities in the transportation planning 
process, and in compliance with Title VI, the PCTPA solicits input through various policy, technical, 
and public forums.  Outreach to the United Auburn Indian Community is specifically included.   
 
PCTPA conducts public hearings regarding the development and adoption of the Regional 
Transportation Plan, the Regional Transportation Improvement Program, and the annual unmet needs 
hearing.  Additional public hearings and workshops are held for individual work projects as indicated.   
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The community information and participation effort has been enhanced by expansion of the agency 
web page on the Internet, to provide citizens with greater access to agency documents and activities, 
establishment of a speaker’s bureau, and greater emphasis on working with local media outlets. See 
Work Element 14:  Communications and Outreach and individual project work elements for further 
details. 
 
  



Figure 1 
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FEDERAL PLANNING FACTORS 
 
Federal Planning Factors are issued by Congress to emphasize specific planning issues from a national 
perspective, and must be identified in local planning documents.  The following summary outlines how 
and where these planning factors are addressed in the Agency's Overall Work Program: 
 

Support the economic vitality of the metropolitan area, especially by enabling global 
competitiveness, productivity, and efficiency. 

 Regional Transportation Plan (WE 20) 
 Airport Land Use Commission/Aviation Planning (WE 27) 
 Congestion Management Program (WE 30) 
 Placer Parkway (WE 40) 
 I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements (WE 41) 
 SR 65 Widening (WE 42) 
 I-80 and SR 65 Improvement Sequencing (WE 43) 
 I-80 Auxiliary Lane Project (WE 44) 
 Project Programming (WE 50) 
 Project Management and Delivery (WE 55) 
 Bay to Basin Travel Study (WE 71) 
 ITS Program (WE 79) 
 Freeway Service Patrol (WE 80) 
The economic vitality of Placer County depends on the ability of businesses, employees, and 
recreational travelers to get to and from their destinations quickly and easily through a variety of 
transportation modes.  We plan and maintain our transportation systems with a goal of minimizing 
delays and maximizing choice and efficiency, thereby supporting the economic vitality of the area. 

 

Increase the safety of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users 
 Transportation Development Act Administration (WE 11) 
 Regional Transportation Plan (WE 20) 
 Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) Administration (WE 23) 
 Airport Land Use Commission/Aviation Planning (WE 27) 
 Bikeway Planning (WE 33) 
 Capitol Corridor Rail (WE 35) 
 Project Programming (WE 50) 
 Project Management and Delivery (WE 55) 
 Bay to Basin Travel Study (WE 71) 
 Rocklin Community Transit Study (WE 72) 
 ITS Program (WE 79) 
 Freeway Service Patrol (WE 80) 

Safety is an important consideration in project identification, selection, and implementation.  
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Increase the security of the transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users 
 Transportation Development Act Administration (WE 11) 
 Intergovernmental Coordination (WE 12) 
 Regional Transportation Plan (WE 20) 
 Airport Land Use Commission/Aviation Planning (WE 27) 
 Bay to Basin Travel Study (WE 71) 
 Rocklin Community Transit Study (WE 72) 
 ITS Program (WE 79) 
 Freeway Service Patrol (WE 80) 
Security of our transit and road systems are a key consideration in project identification, selection, 
and implementation.  

 
Increase the accessibility and mobility of people and for freight 

 TDA Implementation (WE 11) 
 Regional Transportation Plan (WE 20) 
 CTSA Administration (WE 23) 
 Congestion Management Program (WE 30) 
 Bikeway Planning (WE 33) 
 Capitol Corridor Rail (WE 35) 
 Placer Parkway (WE 40) 
 I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements (WE 41) 
 SR 65 Widening (WE 42) 
 I-80 and SR 65 Improvement Sequencing (WE 43) 
 I-80 Auxiliary Lane Project (WE 44) 
 Project Programming (WE 50) 
 Project Management and Delivery (WE 55) 
 Bay to Basin Travel Study (WE 71) 
 Rocklin Community Transit Study (WE 72) 
 ITS Program (WE 79) 
 Freeway Service Patrol (WE 80) 
Along with integration and connectivity, accessibility and mobility are the cornerstones of our 
transportation system maintenance and expansion decisions, and extends to all modes. 

 
Protect and enhance the environment, promote energy conservation, improve the quality of life, 
and promote consistency between transportation improvements and State and local planned 
growth and economic development patterns 

 TDA Implementation (WE 11) 
 Intergovernmental Coordination (WE 12) 
 Intergovernmental Advocacy (WE 13) 
 Regional Transportation Plan (WE 20) 
 CTSA Administration (WE 23) 
 Congestion Management Program (WE 30) 
 Bikeway Planning (WE 33) 
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 Capitol Corridor Rail (WE 35) 
 Placer Parkway (WE 40) 
 I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements (WE 41) 
 SR 65 Widening (WE 42) 
 I-80 and SR 65 Improvement Sequencing (WE 43) 
 I-80 Auxiliary Lane Project (WE 44) 
 Bay to Basin Travel Study (WE 71) 
 Rocklin Community Transit Study (WE 72) 
Environmental assessments, aggressive expansion of alternative transportation modes, and 
coordination with governmental entities with land use authority are the ways that PCTPA 
addresses environmental concerns and connections between transportation and land use.   

 
Enhance the integration and connectivity of the transportation system, across and between 
modes, people and freight 

 TDA Implementation (WE 11) 
 Intergovernmental Coordination (WE 12) 
 Intergovernmental Advocacy (WE 13) 
 Regional Transportation Plan (WE 20) 
 CTSA Administration (WE 23) 
 Airport Land Use Commission/Aviation Planning (WE 27) 
 Congestion Management Program (WE 30) 
 Bikeway Planning (WE 33) 
 Capitol Corridor Rail (WE 35) 
 I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements (WE 41) 
 SR 65 Widening (WE 42) 
 I-80 and SR 65 Improvement Sequencing (WE 43) 
 Bay to Basin Travel Study (WE 71) 
Along with accessibility and mobility, integration and connectivity are the cornerstones of our 
transportation system maintenance and expansion decisions, and extends to all modes. 

 
Promote efficient system management and operation 

 TDA Implementation (WE 11) 
 Intergovernmental Advocacy (WE 13) 
 Regional Transportation Plan (WE 20) 
 CTSA Administration (WE 23) 
 Congestion Management Program (WE 30) 
 I-80 and SR 65 Improvement Sequencing (WE 43) 
 Project Programming (WE 50) 
 Bay to Basin Travel Study (WE 71) 
 ITS Program (WE 79) 
 Freeway Service Patrol (WE 80) 
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The ever increasing demand for transportation combined with a severe lack of adequate 
transportation funding has necessitated PCTPA’s longstanding focus on increasing the efficiency 
of our existing transportation systems. 

 
Emphasize the preservation of the existing transportation system 

 TDA Implementation (WE 11) 
 Regional Transportation Plan (WE 20) 
 CTSA Administration (WE 23) 
 Airport Land Use Commission/Aviation Planning (WE 27) 
 Congestion Management Program (WE 30) 
 Project Programming (WE 50) 
 Bay to Basin Travel Study (WE 71) 
 Rocklin Community Transit Study (WE 72) 
 Freeway Service Patrol (WE 80) 

 
With transportation funding at a premium, high emphasis is placed on preserving what we’ve got. 
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CALTRANS REGIONAL PLANNING ACTIVITIES 
 
As the State Department of Transportation, Caltrans has numerous roles and responsibilities for 
planning, programming, constructing, operating, and maintaining the state’s transportation system.   
 
 

Caltrans acts as a partner with PCTPA, jurisdictions, tribal governments, and other agencies to 
implement their various responsibilities.   One arm of this effort is the Caltrans’ regional planning 
activities, which are described below: 

 

Activity Description Products 
System Planning Completion of system 

planning products used by 
Caltrans and its 
transportation partners 

 SR 65 Corridor System Management 
Plan/Transportation Concept Report 

 SR 174 Transportation Concept Report 
 SR 193 Transportation Concept Report 
 District System Management & 

Development Plan project list update 
 District 3 Goods Movement Study and 

Plan 
 District 3 Concept of Operation Plans 
 District 3 Long Term State Highway 

Vision Plan 
 District 3 Truck Parking Study 
 California Transportation Plan 2040 
 California Freight Mobility Plan 

Advance Planning Completion of pre-
programming studies (e.g., 
Project Initiation 
Documents) so as to be 
ready to program resources 
for capital projects 

Project Initiation Documents (PIDs), as 
indicated in the District 3 2014 Three Year 
PID Strategic Plan 

Regional Planning Participate in and assist with 
various Regional Planning 
projects and studies 

Participation in the following projects and 
studies: 
 I-80 and SR 65 Improvement 

Sequencing Partnership Planning Grant 
 Rocklin Community Transit Study FTA 

5304 Grant 
 PCTPA Regional Transportation Plan 

(RTP) update 
 Other projects and studies as needed 

Local Development – 
Intergovernmental 
Review Program 

Review of local 
development proposals 
potentially impacting the 
State Highway System 

Assistance to lead agencies to ensure the 
identification and mitigation of local 
development impacts to the State Highway 
System 
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WORK ELEMENT 10 
AGENCY ADMINISTRATION 
 
PURPOSE: To provide management and administration to all work elements in the Overall Work 
Program and to conduct day to day operations of the agency. 
 
BACKGROUND: PCTPA is a public agency responsible for the administration, planning and 
programming of a variety of transportation funds.  These activities require ongoing organization, 
management, administration and budgeting.  This work element is intended to cover all of the day to 
day administrative duties of the agency and governing Board. 
 
To clarify for purposes of allowable charges for Caltrans Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) and to 
specify indirect cost activities for the purposes of Caltrans Indirect Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP), this 
work element is split into two parts.  Work Element 10A includes the majority of the administrative 
activities of the Agency, including accounting, agenda preparation, Board meetings, personnel 
activities, front desk coverage, budgeting, general management, and similar tasks.   
 
Based on direction from Caltrans Headquarters Planning, Work Element 10A also includes 
participation in multi-subject statewide forums and committees, including the Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency Group, Rural Counties Task Force, Self-Help Counties Coalition, Regional-Caltrans 
Coordinating Group, California Transportation Commission, and others.  This participation is 
important not only to keep staff and jurisdictions updated on Federal and State regional transportation 
programs, but to provide feedback on behalf of PCTPA and member jurisdictions.  This information 
sharing and coordination is distinct from advocacy efforts, which are provided under Work Element 
#13: Intergovernmental Advocacy, or from single subject planning efforts, which are provided under 
Work Element #12: Intergovernmental Coordination. 
 
Work Element 10B separates out the activities related to the development, update, and reporting of the 
Overall Work Program and Budget.   
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WORK ELEMENT 10A 
AGENCY ADMINISTRATION: INDIRECT 
 
PURPOSE:  To specify those elements of the overall Agency Administration that are billable as 
indirect labor under an approved Indirect Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP) 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Develop agendas and materials for Technical Advisory Committee  Monthly 
 Develop agendas and materials for other PCTPA committees  As Needed 
 Conduct PCTPA Board regular monthly meetings and special meetings as required   Monthly 
 Administer PCTPA FY 2014/15 operating budget  Ongoing 
 Provide general front desk support, including greeting visitors, answering phones, opening and 

directing mail, and responding to inquiries  Ongoing 
 Participate in staff meetings to coordinate administrative and technical activities Monthly 
 Prepare quarterly financial reports for auditors and PCTPA Board  Quarterly 
 Prepare timesheets to allocate staff time to appropriate work elements  Ongoing 
 Perform personnel duties, including employee performance reviews, recognitions, and/or 

disciplinary actions Annually/as needed 
 Recruit and hire new employees As needed 
 Administer PCTPA benefit programs  Ongoing 
 Update Administrative Operating Procedures and Personnel Policies to reflect changes in State and 

Federal law  As Needed 
 Prepare payroll and other agency checks  Bi-weekly 
 Prepare quarterly and annual tax reports  Quarterly 
 Maintain ongoing bookkeeping and accounting  Ongoing 
 Maintain and update computer systems and equipment, including all information technology (IT) 

related tasks  Ongoing 
 Update PCTPA Bylaws to reflect changes in State and Federal law As Needed 
 Attend governmental and professional conferences and training sessions, such as those offered by 

the American Planning Association (APA), Urban Land Institute (ULI),  American Leadership 
Forum (ALF), and Institute for Transportation Studies (ITS) As justified 

 
PRODUCTS: 
 PCTPA meeting agendas and staff reports, paper and online versions  Monthly 
 List of warrants  Monthly 
 Quarterly reports of PCTPA operating budget status  Quarterly 
 Updated Bylaws, Operating Procedures and Personnel Policies  As Needed 
 Employee performance reviews Annually  
 Actuarial analysis of benefit programs  As needed 
 Employee timesheets Bi-weekly 
 Reports and updates to Board and/or member agencies on Federal, State, and regional programs 

and policies  Ongoing 
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WORK ELEMENT 10A (continued) 
AGENCY ADMINISTRATION: INDIRECT 
 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF $304,033 PCTPA $ 304,033 
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WORK ELEMENT 10B   
AGENCY ADMINISTRATION: DIRECT 
 
PURPOSE:  To specify those elements of the overall Agency Administration that are billable as direct 
costs to Rural Planning Assistance (RPA) funds.   
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Prepare amendments to FY 2014/15 Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget  August 2014 - 

September 2014, February 2015, or as needed 
 Prepare FY 2015/16 Overall Work Program and Budget  January 2016 – May 2016 
 Maintain transportation planning files, correspondence and data  Ongoing 
 Review and monitor new and proposed programs and regulations applying to transportation 

planning, such as the Regional Planning Handbook, that may need to be addressed in the Overall 
Work Program Quarterly/as needed 

 
PRODUCTS: 
 Quarterly progress reports on FY 2014/15 Overall Work Program  Quarterly 
 FY 2014/15 Overall Work Program and Budget amendments   September 2014,  February 2015, 

or as needed 
 Preliminary Draft FY 2015/16 Overall Work Program and Budget  February 2015 
 Final FY 2015/16 Overall Work Program and Budget  May 2015 

 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF $ 21,094 PCTPA $ 56,094 
Rural Planning Assistance Funds 35,000  
 $ 56,094  
  
Percent of budget:    1.27%  
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WORK ELEMENT 11 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ADMINISTRATION 
 
PURPOSE: To effectively administer all aspects of the Transportation Development Act (TDA) in the 
jurisdiction of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency. 
 
BACKGROUND: As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency, the most basic responsibility of 
PCTPA is to administer TDA funds and related programs.  Currently, PCTPA administers TDA funds 
of over $18 million annually.  These funds operate public transit, maintain and construct local roads, 
and construct bicycle and pedestrian paths.  Under the TDA, PCTPA is also responsible for carrying 
out the annual unmet transit needs process, fiscal audits, performance audits, transit planning, and 
transit coordination. 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Solicit public comments on unmet transit needs throughout Placer County  October 2014 – 

December 2014  
 Review and summarize all comments received regarding unmet transit needs  December 2014 
 Evaluate current existing services and their effectiveness in meeting transit needs and demand  

December 2014 – January 2015 
 Prepare a report recommending a finding on unmet transit needs   January 2015 - February 2015 
 Provide for the management of the Local Transportation Fund (LTF) Ongoing 
 Prepare a final estimate of LTF and STA apportionments for FY 2014/15 August 2014 
 Prepare a preliminary estimate of LTF and STA apportionments for FY 2015/16 February 2015 
 Assist claimants with the preparation of project lists, annual claims, and local program 

administration Ongoing 
 Provide for the review, approval, and processing of all LTF and other TDA claims and financial 

transactions Ongoing 
 Update policies governing review, approval, and processing of all LTF and other TDA claims to 

ensure timely compliance with  TDA law  As needed 
 Maintain a financial status report of TDA and STA claims Ongoing 
 Provide for an annual financial and compliance audit of PCTPA and each claimant by an 

independent auditing firm  September 2014 – March 2015 
 Update and administer five year plan for Bicycle and Pedestrian Account funds  Ongoing 
 Monitor legislation pertinent to the Transportation Development Act Ongoing 
 Provide technical assistance to paratransit operators and monitor activities Ongoing 
 Facilitate and monitor activities of the Social Services Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) 

Ongoing 
 Facilitate and monitor activities of the Transit Operators Working Group Quarterly 
 Coordinate planning efforts for FTA funds to avoid duplication of services and maximize resources  

Ongoing 
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WORK ELEMENT 11 (continued) 
TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 Preliminary Annual Findings of Apportionment for FY 2015/16 February 2015 
 Financial and Compliance Audits of PCTPA and all TDA claimants March 2015 
 A report summarizing the unmet transit needs testimony, including analysis and recommendations 

for findings of unmet transit needs  February 2015 
 TDA and STA claims Ongoing 
 SSTAC meeting agendas Ongoing 
 Transit Operators Working Group meeting agendas Ongoing 
 Final Findings of Apportionment for FY 2014/15  August 2014 
 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF $ 120,091 PCTPA $98,561 
 Legal  1,000
 Notifications and outreach 750
 Fiscal Audit Consultant  19,780
  $  120,091 
Percent of budget:   2.72%  
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WORK ELEMENT 12 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION 
 
PURPOSE:  To share information and coordinate with outside agencies and jurisdictions on matters 
pertinent to the development of effective transportation plans and projects. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
PCTPA works very closely and continuously with numerous outside agencies as a way of coordinating 
our planning efforts.  In particular, we work with the Sacramento Area Council of Governments 
(SACOG), as the Metropolitan Transportation Organization (MPO) for our area, to implement Federal 
and State transportation programs. While many of our interactions are specified under our 
Memorandum of Understanding, regional interests and overlapping jurisdictions provide additional 
need for close coordination.  In addition, PCTPA works in close coordination with the Placer County 
Air Pollution Control District (APCD) in regards to transportation/air quality issues.  
 
Given PCTPA’s somewhat unique mix of rural and urban perspective, expertise in transportation 
planning and funding, and proximity to Sacramento, PCTPA staff is often asked to advise or 
participate on advisory committees and ad-hoc efforts on a variety of transportation planning issues.  
As many of these efforts spring up in response to current situations, it’s impossible to anticipate every 
instance that might occur throughout a given year.  These can range from providing input on multi-
jurisdiction corridor plans to strategic planning on improving mobility in a particular geographic area 
to participating on a task force to develop guidelines to implement the Governor’s latest transportation 
initiative.  
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Participate in ad hoc and standing Caltrans policy and technical advisory committees, such as the 

Regional-Caltrans Coordinating Group  Bi-monthly/as scheduled 
 Participate in ad hoc and standing SACOG policy and technical advisory committees, such as 

Regional Planning Partnership and Transportation Committee  Monthly/as scheduled 
 Participate at California Transportation Commission meetings and workshops Monthly/as 

scheduled 
 Participate in Statewide Regional Transportation Planning Agency Group meetings and 

subcommittees Monthly/as scheduled 
 Participate in Statewide Rural Counties Task Force meetings Bi-monthly/as scheduled 
 Participate in information sharing activities at California Council of Governments (CALCOG) 

meetings and conferences Bi-monthly/as scheduled   
(Note:  all advocacy activities of CALCOG are specifically excluded from this Work Element, 
and covered under Work Element 13: Intergovernmental Advocacy) 

 Participate in Tahoe-focused planning efforts, including the North Lake Tahoe Visioning effort 
Monthly/as scheduled  

 Participate in regional multi-jurisdictional planning efforts, such as Sutter County’s Traffic Impact 
Mitigation Plan  Monthly/as scheduled 
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WORK ELEMENT 12 (continued) 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL COORDINATION 
 
 
 Coordinate with the Placer County Air Pollution Control District, Sacramento Metropolitan Air 

Quality Management District, SACOG, and the California Air Resources Board to develop 
strategies to reduce air pollution  Ongoing  

 Attend city council and Board of Supervisors meetings As needed 
 Coordinate and consult with the United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria, 

including attending tribal meetings  As needed 
 Coordinate with and inform jurisdictions on potential changes in State or Federal planning policies  

As needed  
 Hold technical workshops for Placer County jurisdictions As needed 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 Staff reports to Board and jurisdictions on pertinent topics As needed/in accordance with above 

schedules 
 Commentary on white papers, draft plans and policies, and similar correspondence and 

communications to other governmental agencies As needed/in accordance with above schedules 
 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
FY 2014/15 LTF  $ 27,224 PCTPA $  42,224 
State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) Planning, 
Programming, and Monitoring (PPM) 

15,000  

 $ 42,224  
Percent of budget:   .96%  
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WORK ELEMENT 13 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL ADVOCACY 
 
PURPOSE: To represent Agency needs and priorities with outside agencies and jurisdictions on 
matters pertinent to transportation planning, programming, and funding. 
 
BACKGROUND:   The actions of State and Federal legislative bodies and regulatory agencies have a 
huge impact on the effectiveness of PCTPA’s efforts to plan, program, fund, and implement 
transportation improvements.  Legislative bodies and regulatory administrators often propose policies 
to improve one issue while creating major challenges elsewhere.  It is therefore critical to represent the 
Agency’s positions with these entities, make sure they understand the impacts, and do our best to 
ensure that their actions and activities reflect PCTPA needs.  Staff efforts are augmented by our 
Federal and State advocates, who advise and advocate on our behalf, as well as teaming with other 
entities with like interests, all with an eye to maximize the effectiveness of our efforts.  
 
 

WORK PROGRAM: 
 Participate in Sacramento Metro Chamber’s annual Cap-to-Cap and State legislative advocacy 

effort  January 2015 – June 2015 
 Participate in Statewide California Council of Governments (CALCOG) advocacy efforts  

Ongoing/as needed 
 Participate with ad-hoc coalitions and groups to advocate for shared priorities in transportation 

projects and funding, such as the Transportation Coalition for Livable Communities  As needed  
 Develop annual Federal legislative and advocacy platform  November 2014 – January 2015 
 Develop annual State legislative and advocacy platform  November 2014 – February 2015 
 Monitor and analyze pertinent legislation Ongoing 
 Monitor and analyze regulatory agency directives and policies Ongoing 
 Communicate Agency positions on pertinent legislation and regulatory directives As needed 
 Meet with State and Federal legislators and their staff to discuss Agency issues  As needed 
 Assist, facilitate, and advocate for jurisdiction transportation issues with State and Federal agencies  

As needed  
 
PRODUCTS: 
 2015 Federal Legislative Platform  January 2015 
 2015 State Legislative Platform  February 2015 
 Information packages or proposals for priority programs and projects  As needed 
 Information packages on high priority projects for Federal and State advocacy  March 2015 
 Analysis and recommendations on Federal and State legislative proposals  As needed 
 Letters supporting or opposing pertinent legislation As needed 
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WORK ELEMENT 13 (continued) 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL ADVOCACY 
 

 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
FY 2014/15 LTF $77,968 PCTPA $ 35,768
Interest 1,800 State Advocacy Consultant 5,000 
 $ 79,768 Federal Legislative Advocate 39,000  
  $ 79,768 
Percent of budget: 1.81%  
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WORK ELEMENT 14 
COMMUNICATIONS & OUTREACH 
 
PURPOSE:  To inform the public of the Agency’s activities and issues of interest, and to gather 
effective public input 
 
BACKGROUND:  As the transportation system in California and in Placer County faces more and 
greater challenges, it is even more critical that the public be aware and informed about transportation 
issues, the role of PCTPA, and the activities we are doing now and planning for the future.   This 
awareness translates to a higher level of public discussion and informed approaches to dealing with 
transportation issues. 
 
As the Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for Placer County, PCTPA serves as a 
clearinghouse of information about transportation issues as they may affect citizens, businesses, and 
travelers.  Many of those issues are in regards to future plans, while others may concern existing 
conditions.  This work element is intended to cover all of the day to day communications activities of 
the Agency and governing Board. 
 
This work element covers the more general outreach and input that is important to dealing with 
transportation issues.  Specific outreach for specific efforts, including transit and rail, Placer Parkway, 
Regional Transportation Funding Strategy, and the Regional Transportation Plan, are covered under 
those work elements.  Advocacy and lobbying, including policy advocacy outreach or requests for 
project funding, are covered under Work Element 13: Intergovernmental Advocacy. 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Develop and distribute informational pieces to the public, such as brochures, about Agency 

activities and responsibilities  Ongoing 
 Provide outreach and presentations to interested groups, such as Municipal Advisory Committees, 

Chambers of Commerce, neighborhood associations, and business groups, on Agency activities and 
responsibilities  Ongoing/as requested  

 Provide information about transportation options for the general public, including distribution of 
schedules and informational pieces about transit trip planning, at the Agency offices  Ongoing 

 Solicit and facilitate input of public on transportation issues by specifically including of Agency 
website address, e-mail address, phone number, fax number, and physical address in all outreach 
materials.  Ongoing 

 Seek opportunities for partnerships with jurisdictions, tribal governments, community groups, and 
others to provide greater breadth of outreach  Ongoing  

 Review local newspapers and news outlets’ coverage of issues that affect transportation and 
disseminate to Boardmembers, jurisdictions, the public, and other appropriate parties  Ongoing 

 Provide prompt responses to public inquiries and concerns, including raising them to Advisory 
Committee or Board attention as appropriate  Ongoing 

 Design, update, and keep current agency website - www.pctpa.net  Ongoing  
 Post agenda and minutes on agency web site  Monthly  
 



   

12 
 

WORK ELEMENT 14 (continued) 
COMMUNICATIONS AND OUTREACH 
 
 
 Provide recordings of Agency Board meetings to local media for broadcast on community 

television  Monthly 
 Provide outreach and respond to inquiries by the media to provide information and analysis of 

transportation issues that face Placer County and highlight agency activities and input 
opportunities, including television, radio, newspapers, and other media  Ongoing  

 Implement and update social media policy to guide staff and consultants in the parameters for 
social media postings on behalf of the Agency  Ongoing/As needed 

 Develop and implement social media program to highlight transportation programs, projects, 
issues, and other information pertinent to the traveling public Ongoing  

 Develop and distribute “e-newsletter” with updates on transportation projects and programs, 
spotlighting current and upcoming transportation issues  Bi-monthly 

 Hold meetings, workshops, and/or events to capture public attention, disseminate information, 
and/or solicit input about transportation issues  Ongoing 

 Bring attention to milestones on transportation projects and programs through signage, events, 
social media, websites, and other appropriate methods  Ongoing/As needed 
 

 PRODUCTS: 
 Information pieces, such as Power Point presentations and brochures, about Agency activities and 

responsibilities  Ongoing 
 PCTPA “e-newsletter”  Bi-monthly 
 Social media postings  Ongoing 
 Community television DVDs of Board meetings  Monthly   
 Agency web site updates  Ongoing 
 Board agenda postings on website Monthly 
 Project and event signage  As needed 
 Meeting notifications and advertising As needed 
 Project and event website construction and maintenance  As needed 
 Fact sheets, program and project summaries, and other printed materials  As needed  

 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
FY 2014/15 LTF $ 174,457 PCTPA   $ 121,657 
 Communications Consultant 43,600
 Event sponsorship  3,700 
 Meeting notifications/ 

advertising 
500

 Signage/graphics/website 
design 

5,000 

  $  174,457
Percent of budget:  3.95%  
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WORK ELEMENT 15 
BUILDING ADMINISTRATION 
 
PURPOSE:  To provide management and administration of the Agency's office property. 
 
BACKGROUND:  The Agency purchased the Nevada Station building, located adjacent to the 
Auburn Multimodal Station, to serve as the Agency’s permanent office space.  The office property 
totals 16,810 square feet, and includes several rental spaces in addition to the Agency's area.  
Management and operation of the facility is part of that ownership responsibility. 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Maintain accounting for revenue and expenses for the office property  Ongoing 
 Collect rents as scheduled, implementing collection procedures as necessary Monthly 
 Work with tenants and contractors to ensure all maintenance and repair issues are identified and 

resolved quickly and completely  Ongoing  
 Contract with qualified individuals and firms to provide maintenance and repairs on a timely and 

cost-effective basis  As needed 
 Work with leasing agent to secure tenants and negotiate leases  As needed 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 Accounts receivable, accounts payable, balance sheets, and other accounting records  Ongoing 
 Tenant leases  As needed 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
Building revenue funds $ 16,759 PCTPA $ 16,759 
  
Percent of budget:     .38%  
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WORK ELEMENT 20 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) 
 
PURPOSE:   To update the Placer County Regional Transportation Plan and coordinate with SACOG 
on the development of the Metropolitan Transportation Program (MTP). 
 
BACKGROUND:  Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs) are required to update their 
RTPs every five years.  The current Placer County Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) 2035 was 
adopted by the Board in September 2010.  It provides the long-range, comprehensive direction for 
transportation improvements within Placer County.  The RTP includes regional transportation goals, 
objectives, and policies that guide the development of a balanced, multi-modal transportation system.  
The RTP also includes a financial analysis that forecasts transportation funding available over the 
twenty-one year horizon of the plan.    
 
PCTPA actively participated with SACOG and our other regional partners in the update of the six-
county Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP), which was adopted in April 2012.  Technical reasons 
for this joint effort include reference to the PCTPA/SACOG Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
dated April 11, 2001, which states SACOG provides air quality conformity and other federal 
requirements for the RTP.   
 
The SACOG MTP also meets all the latest requirements of SB375 and AB32, which includes the 
consideration of the integration of land use, transportation, and air quality.  Moreover, the plan also 
includes the required Sustainable Communities Strategies to implement these plans.  The collaborative 
approach provided by the coalition of transportation partners throughout the six-county region means 
improved interregional coordination, as well as ensuring that Placer projects and priorities are 
integrated into a cohesive regional plan as provided in the MOU.   
 
With the next PCTPA RTP due in 2015, staff began work to update the current plan starting in 2013.  
The RTP update will incorporate the work of and coordination with SACOG’s MTP to ensure the most 
current information is included and meets the current RTP guidelines, with a focus on avoiding 
duplicative effort.  Because of the complexity of the MTP and the dynamic environment of the 
Sacramento region, SACOG has already begun the update of their document that would be due in 
2016.  This timing creates even more opportunity to coordinate the two efforts to maximize efficiency 
and effectiveness in addressing Placer’s needs and goals. 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Solicit new and update transportation projects already incorporated in the RTP from local 

jurisdictions July 2014 – August 2014 
 Coordinate with SACOG and update anticipated transportation funding through 2036 July 2014 
 Develop materials and co-host public workshop with SACOG July 2014 – September 2014 
 Release Notice of Preparation for environmental document – Fall /Winter 2014 
 Develop draft list of transportation projects – September 2014 
 Update RTP elements for each transportation mode – October to December 2014 
 Perform analysis for air quality conformity – February 2015 
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WORK ELEMENT 20 (continued) 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) 
 
 
 Building on existing data, develop performance measures that will assess the effectiveness of the 

implementation of the RTP  July 2014 – June 2015 
 Participate in statewide RTP Guidelines update efforts  As needed 
 Work with SACOG to incorporate pertinent portions of the adopted MTP 2035 and Sustainable 

Communities Strategy in PCTPA’s RTP update  July 2014 – June 2015 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 RTP progress reports and documents July 2014 – June 2015     
 PCTPA/SACOG RTP/MTP workshop agendas and peripheral materials Fall 2014/as needed 
 Draft RTP Transportation Projects List September 2014  
 Draft RTP and Environmental Document May 2015 

 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF $150,788 SACOG $ 165,788
RTP Reserve (2013/14 LTF) 15,000  

Subtotal $165,788  
2014/15 LTF 22,777  PCTPA   $ 154,777 
Rural Planning Assistance   187,000 Legal 5,000
 Environmental Consultant  50,000

Subtotal $ 209,777 Subtotal $  209,777
  
TOTAL $ 375,565  $ 375,565 
  
Percent of budget:    8.51%  
 
 
 
 



   

16 
 

WORK ELEMENT 23  
WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 
AGENCY (CTSA) ADMINISTRATION 

 
PURPOSE:  To provide staffing and administrative support for the Western Placer Consolidated 
Transportation Services Agency (CTSA) Joint Powers Authority (JPA). 
 
BACKGROUND:  The Consolidated Transportation Service Agency (CTSA) designation was created 
by California law as a means of strengthening and coordinating the social service transportation 
programs of nonprofit organizations and, where appropriate, to serve as the focus for consolidation of 
functional elements of these programs, including the provision of transportation services. For Placer 
County, the CTSA designation was held by Pride Industries from 1997 until they resigned effective 
December 31, 2007.   
 
When no other suitable candidate was found to undertake the role, the seven jurisdictions of Placer 
County formed a Joint Powers Authority to take on the role of the CTSA.  The result was the Western 
Placer CTSA JPA, which was created on October 13, 2008 by Placer County and the cities of Auburn, 
Colfax, Lincoln, Rocklin, and Roseville, and the Town of Loomis to provide CTSA services.  Under 
the terms of the JPA, PCTPA provides administrative services for the JPA. 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Provide administrative, accounting, and staff support for the CTSA JPA  Ongoing 
 Oversee the implementation of CTSA services, including Health Express, My Rides, and the South 

Placer Transportation Call Center, as delineated in the Joint Powers Agreement   Ongoing 
 Develop and maintain mobility training/transit ambassador program for Placer County residents 

Ongoing  
 Develop bus pass subsidy program as adopted in the Short Range Transit Plan  Ongoing 
 Develop agendas for CTSA Board and advisory committees  Monthly/as needed 
 Provide financial information to Board  Ongoing 
 Provide information and reports to interested groups, and citizens  Ongoing 
 Implement the CTSA dial-a-ride trip reimbursement program with local transit providers  Ongoing 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 Joint Powers Agreement amendments  As needed 
 CTSA FY 2014/15 Budget updates As needed 
 CTSA FY 2015/16 Budget  May 2015 
 Contracts for CTSA transit services  Annually/as needed 
 Updates/amendments to agreements and program guidelines  As needed  
 CTSA Board agendas and minutes  Quarterly/as needed 
 CTSA financial reports  Quarterly  
 Reports, audits, and other documentation required of CTSAs   July 2014 – June 2015/as needed 
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WORK ELEMENT 23 (continued) 
CTSA ADMINISTRATION 
 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF – Article 4.5 $ 123,908 PCTPA $ 123,908 
  
Percent of budget:  2.81%    
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WORK ELEMENT 27 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION/AVIATION PLANNING 
 
PURPOSE:  To administer the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC), Airport Land 
Use Comprehensive Plan (ALUCP), and related aviation activities. 
 
BACKGROUND:  PCTPA’s aviation planning activities include administration of the Airport Land 
Use Commission (ALUC), and providing technical assistance.  Placer County has two public-use 
airports at Auburn and Lincoln, and an emergency airstrip at Blue Canyon. 
 
PCTPA coordinates with the California Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics for 
ALUC planning activities and funding.  As the designated Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) for 
Placer County, PCTPA is responsible for defining planning boundaries and setting standards for 
compatible land uses surrounding airports.  ALUCs have two primary functions under State law.  The 
first is the adoption of land use standards that minimize the public’s exposure to safety hazards and 
excessive levels of noise.  The second is to prevent the encroachment of incompatible land uses around 
public-use airports. This involves review of land use proposals near airports as delineated in the 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.  This analysis, particularly for more complex reviews, may 
require the use of consultant services. 
 
While the Truckee- Tahoe Airport is predominantly in Nevada County, part of the runways and 
overflight zones are in Placer County.  Under agreement reached in 2010, the ALUC designation for 
the Truckee-Tahoe Airport lies with the Nevada County Transportation Commission (NCTC), 
augmented by a representative appointed by the Placer County Board of Supervisors so that Placer 
interests are represented appropriately.  
 
A key task for the ALUC is the implementation of the Airport Lane Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP).  
This adds a review of local land use proposals in the areas surrounding the airports to determine 
whether they are consistent with the currently adopted ALUCP.    In addition, staff will be working 
with the jurisdictions with land use authority surrounding the airports to update their land use plans, 
zoning codes, and/or other documents to incorporate the updated ALUCP adopted in early 2014.  
 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Participate in interagency aviation meetings  As Needed 
 Review development projects for consistency with ALUCP  As Needed 
 Provide staff support for aviation agencies, local jurisdictions and ALUC  Ongoing 
 Administer funds and programs for local jurisdictions  Ongoing/as needed 
 Participate in RTPA Aviation group  Quarterly 
 Work with SACOG to represent Placer interests in the ALUCP for the McClellan Airport  In 

accordance with SACOG schedule/as needed 
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WORK ELEMENT 27 (continued) 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION/AVIATION PLANNING 

 
 

PRODUCTS: 
 Determinations of land use proposal consistency with ALUCP, including public hearings  As 

needed 
 Updated jurisdiction land use plans/maps, zoning codes, or other planning documents to reflect the 

updated ALUCP   According to jurisdiction schedule  
 Grant proposals, funding plans, and interagency agreements  Ongoing/as needed 
 ALUC meeting agendas  As needed 
 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 32,689 PCTPA $ 29,989 
ALUC Fees 3,800 Legal 4,500
 $ 36,489 Airport Consultant 2,000
  $ 36,489
Percent of budget:  .83%  
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WORK ELEMENT 30 
CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
 
PURPOSE: To meet state Congestion Management Program requirements, including providing trip 
reduction programs and promoting transportation options to residents and employees in Placer County. 
 
BACKGROUND: Under SB 437, Congestion Management Agencies have had the option whether to 
continue their Congestion Management Program (CMP); PCTPA has opted to maintain this program.  
The purpose of the CMP is to coordinate the interrelationship of transportation, land use, and air 
quality, particularly across jurisdictional boundaries.  PCTPA maintains this program through a strong 
alternative transportation outreach effort.  These efforts are designed to improve air quality and make 
maximum use of existing transportation systems. 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Develop marketing and outreach materials for programs that provide transportation options in 

Placer County  Ongoing 
 Create, maintain and update agency websites that provide education and information regarding 

transportation options in Placer County  Ongoing 
 Provide rideshare matchlisting services for Placer County through the Sacramento Region 

Commuter Club website Ongoing 
 Provide emergency ride home services  Ongoing 
 Develop and implement employee and residential outreach programs  Ongoing 
 Develop articles for county, business, and alternative transportation publications/newsletters 

Ongoing 
 Participate in regional marketing efforts for alternative transportation Ongoing 
 Coordinate with SACOG, TMAs, tribal governments, and jurisdictions on regional ridesharing and 

alternative transportation efforts Ongoing 
 Actively participate in Roseville’s Transportation System Management Trainings Quarterly 
 Implement Spare the Air Bucks campaign for Placer County  July 2014 – October 2014 
 Coordinate with local and regional air districts on alternative transportation programs  Ongoing 
 Coordinate with school districts to implement alternative modes programs that include walking and 

biking to school July 2014 - October 2014 
 Update “Way to Go” brochures  July 2014 - September 2014 
 Actively participate as a member of the TNT/TMA and fund public education and outreach 

activities applicable to the Truckee-North Tahoe area consistent with PCTPA’s Congestion 
Management Program  Ongoing 

 Actively participate as member of SACOG’s TDM Task Force  Ongoing 
 Participate in the Steering Committee and regional marketing efforts of May is Bike Month which 

includes a locally sponsored bike subsidy program, Bucks for Bikes  February 2015 - May 2015 
 Coordinate Smart Cycling Clinics March 2015 – April 2015 
 Provide marketing and support for Placer County transit operators  Ongoing 
 Develop coordinated transit advertisements for various media outlets  Ongoing  
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WORK ELEMENT 30 (continued) 
CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
 
 Develop coordinated marketing campaigns for public transit systems in Placer County including 

the Summer Youth Bus Pass campaigns  Ongoing 
 Provide transit trip information materials for the general public Ongoing 
 Coordinate with local and regional air districts on transit marketing efforts  Ongoing 
 Promote and market intercity rail to the public  Ongoing 
 Provide rail education safety information to general public  Ongoing 
 Work with CCJPA to market intercity rail via major media outlets  Ongoing 
 
WORK PRODUCTS: 
 Updated “Way to Go” brochures  September 2014 
 Taxi rides and rent-a-car services for emergency ride home participants  As needed 
 Marketing materials for alternative transportation promotions  As needed 
 Information and educational materials promoting transportation options in Placer County  As 

needed 
 Employee transportation coordinator meeting agendas  Quarterly 
 Agency website updates specific to transportation options  Ongoing 
 Newsletter articles  As needed 
 Summary of outreach efforts and promotions  Monthly 
 Bucks for Bikes promotional material, applications, and subsidies  May 2015  
 Marketing materials for coordinated transit marketing campaigns including Summer Youth Bus 

Pass  As needed 
 Marketing materials for general awareness transit advertisements  As needed 
 Rail marketing materials  Ongoing 
 Public service announcements for public transit services  As needed 
 Newsletter articles  As needed 
 TNT-TMA progress reports and invoices  Quarterly 
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WORK ELEMENT 30 (continued) 
CONGESTION MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 

 
 

REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 27,847 PCTPA $ 120,272 
2013/14 CMAQ reserve 35,700 Marketing/emergency ride home 19,200
2014/15 CMAQ grant 170,000 Bucks for Bikes 7,000
CCJPA Marketing Match 7,500 CCJPA Rail Marketing 12,500
City of Roseville 3,500 Transit Marketing 10,000
 Transit Schedule Update 4,000 
 City of Roseville pass thru 35,875
 CMP Reserve for 2015/16 35,700

Sub total $244,547 Subtotal $ 244,547 
  
2014/15 LTF  $  6,400 Truckee/North Tahoe TMA $ 6,400

Sub total $ 6,400 Subtotal $ 6,400
Total $ 250,947  $ 250,947 
Percent of budget:   5.69%  
*Note:  For cash flow purposes, CMAQ funding for the first quarter of a fiscal year is carried over from the previous FY. 
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WORK ELEMENT 33 
BIKEWAY PLANNING 
 
PURPOSE:  To provide ongoing bicycle planning, safety education and coordination services. 
 
BACKGROUND:  During FY 2000/01 and 2001/02, staff developed Bikeway Master Plans for 
jurisdictions of Placer County.  In FY 2010/11, PCTPA worked to complete the North Tahoe-Truckee 
Resort Triangle Bicycle and Trail Plan with the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA), Nevada 
County Transportation Commission (NCTC), and the North Lake Tahoe Resort Association (NLTRA) 
in support of the NLTRA’s goal to become designated as a Bicycle Friendly Community, which has 
now been achieved.  PCTPA also updated, printed, and distributed the Countywide Bikeway Map 
annually since 2010.  Staff will monitor bicycle planning and implementation needs, and coordinate 
with SACOG, Caltrans, and jurisdictions on bicycle issues.   
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Coordinate efforts with PCTPA’s Bicycle Advisory Committee and other stakeholders, including 

SACOG and Caltrans  Ongoing 
 Coordinate with local jurisdictions on bicycle funding opportunities and grant programs  Ongoing 
 Using enhanced computer software capabilities, update countywide bikeway maps in-house 

Ongoing 
 Print and distribute updated countywide bicycle maps   March 2015/Ongoing 
 Coordinate efforts with Caltrans District 3 on their district-wide bicycle facilities mapping effort  

As needed 
 Explore opportunities for acquisition of abandoned railroad rights-of-way for bikeways  As needed 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 Bikeway funding applications  As needed 
 Updated Placer Countywide Bikeway Map  March 2015/As needed 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 18,536 PCTPA $ 14,536 
 Graphics/printing 4,000
  $ 18,536 
Percent of budget:       .42%  
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WORK ELEMENT 35 
RAIL PROGRAM 
 
PURPOSE:  To support and enhance the success of Capitol Corridor rail service in Placer County,  to 
administer the agency’s passenger rail, freight rail and rail grade crossing programs, and to maximize 
the rail funding available to local jurisdictions. 
 
BACKGROUND:  PCTPA’s rail program includes rail system planning, rail program administration 
and financing, and technical assistance.  PCTPA’s top rail priority is intercity rail and therefore is an 
active member of the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA) and its subcommittees.  
Intercity rail requires extensive work and coordination with Amtrak, Union Pacific, Caltrans and the 
CCJPA.  PCTPA also provides a critical network of support for the service, working with jurisdictions 
and CCJPA staff to provide stations, platforms, connector buses, and other amenities required for the 
ongoing success of the service.  The State provides operating funds to CCJPA under the provisions of 
interagency and fund transfer agreements. 
 
The long-standing focus of Placer’s rail program is to enhance rail service to Placer County.  One 
manifestation of that priority was the completion of the Regional Rail Conceptual Plan in 2005 with 
our regional partners at Sacramento Regional Transit, the Yolo County Transportation District, Solano 
Transportation Authority, and the Contra Costa Transportation Authority.   Another manifestation has 
been to extend passenger service to Reno.  A Reno Rail Conceptual Plan was completed in FY 
2004/05.  Both of these plans have been on hold pending ongoing discussions and negotiations with 
Union Pacific Railroad about the capacity improvements that would be needed to make partially or 
completely implement these plans.  An underlying recognition with these enhancements to passenger 
rail is that it would also support and enhance goods movement. 
 
More recently, the rail passenger capacity improvement discussion has focused on improvements to the 
UP rail “bottleneck” between Sacramento and Roseville.  In January 2011, the CCJPA was awarded 
funding for environmental and design for the Third Track capacity improvements, with the focus of 
providing the Capitol Corridor 10 round trips daily to Roseville.  This effort entails extensive 
coordination to build agreements with key parties, including CCJPA, PCTPA, UP, and the City of 
Roseville.  Because the funding source for this effort is through the State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP), this is covered under Work Element 55. 
 
While the footprint of the High Speed Rail line in California is not planned to extend to Placer County, 
the CCJPA will be acting as a key feeder line.  For that reason, PCTPA staff is also working closely 
with CCJPA to ensure that Placer interests are best served as the High Speed Rail line moves forward.      
 
Finally, PCTPA staff represents Placer County’s jurisdictions before state, federal and regional rail 
agencies, as well as the CTC.  PCTPA also assists jurisdictions coordinate with Caltrans, Union Pacific 
and the PUC to improve at-grade crossings. 
 
 
 



   

25 
 

 
WORK ELEMENT 35 (continued) 
RAIL PROGRAM 
 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Participate in CCJPA and other interagency rail committees and meetings  Monthly 
 Coordinate with state and federal agencies and legislators to ensure and enhance the long term 

viability of rail service in Placer County  Ongoing 
 Serve as information clearinghouse for jurisdictions, tribal governments, and the public regarding 

rail services and facilities in Placer County  Ongoing 
 Monitor and expedite improvements to rail facilities and services in Placer County  Ongoing 
 Work with the CCJPA and local transit to provide timely connections to rail service  Ongoing 
 Coordinate rail and transit programs with other agencies and jurisdictions  Ongoing 
 Work with jurisdictions, CCJPA, and Amtrak to increase train frequencies to Placer stations, 

including negotiations for agreements with Union Pacific   Ongoing 
 Work with CCJPA to ensure Placer interests are represented in High Speed Rail feeder route 

planning  Ongoing 
 Work with member agencies, elected officials, and others to pursue operational and funding 

strategies outlined in the Regional Rail Conceptual Plan and Reno Rail Conceptual Plan  Ongoing 
 Participate with Caltrans in their upcoming Statewide Rail Plan  Ongoing according to Caltrans’ 

schedule 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 CCJPA public hearings, meetings, presentations, Annual Business Plan, public service 

announcements and press releases  Per CCJPA schedule 
 Memorandum of Agreement with Union Pacific Railroad, CCJPA, and/or other appropriate parties 

on terms for provision of additional passenger rail service to Placer jurisdictions  As needed 
 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 30,846 PCTPA $ 30,346 
 Legal 500
  $ 30,846
Percent of budget:  .70%  
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WORK ELEMENT 40 
PLACER PARKWAY 
 
PURPOSE:  To support the completion of the federal and state environmental document that will 
provide construction level clearance for a future Placer Parkway – a new roadway linking State Route 
(SR) 70/99 in Sutter County and SR 65 in Placer County. 
 
BACKGROUND:  The Placer Parkway is cited in the Placer County General Plan, PCTPA’s 
Regional Transportation Plan, and the SACOG Metropolitan Transportation Plan.  The Placer Parkway 
would offer an alternative travel corridor for the fast growing areas in western Placer County and 
southern Sutter County. 
 
The Tier 1 environmental document, which identified a 500’ to 1000’ wide corridor for acquisition, 
was adopted by the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) in December 2009.  The 
subsequent Tier 2 environmental document effort is being led by Placer County and will analyze 
design and construction impacts of roadway alignments within the selected corridor.   
 
PCTPA, both as a planning agency and as staff for SPRTA, has led the development of this project 
since the Placer Parkway Conceptual Plan was started in 1998.  As the project moves into the Tier 2 or 
construction level environmental process, the institutional knowledge and background acquired in 
efforts to date will be needed to assist County staff in moving the project forward.  Staff will also be 
participating as development efforts begin to take shape in the Western Placer area to ensure that the 
ongoing viability of the Placer Parkway project and that adopted actions and agreements are 
incorporated into the planning process.  
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Assist Placer County and other partners in developing and obtaining a construction level 

environmental clearances  Ongoing 
 Participate with Placer County on Project Development Team (PDT) for Placer Parkway  Per 

County schedule 
 Work with SACOG, Caltrans, and jurisdictions to ensure inclusion of Placer Parkway in their 

planning efforts  Ongoing 
 

 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
SPRTA Mitigation Fees $ 6,845 PCTPA $ 6,845 
  
Percent of budget:  .16%  
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WORK ELEMENT 41 
I-80/SR 65 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS (Multi-year project) 
 
PURPOSE:  To develop a shelf-ready phased improvement program for the I-80/SR 65 Interchange, 
including environmental clearances, design, and right-of-way. 
 
BACKGROUND:  The I-80/SR 65 Interchange was constructed in the mid-1980’s as part of the 
Roseville Bypass project on SR 65 in the Roseville/Rocklin area of South Placer County.  The facility 
is now experiencing operational problems caused by high peak traffic volumes and less efficient 
geometry of the loop ramp, which cause downstream backups on I-80 and SR 65. 
  
A project initiation document (PID) for the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements was developed in 
2009 by Caltrans District 3.  This document provided a planning level alignment alternatives, as well 
as scope, schedule, and cost estimates.   Because the two projects are so closely related, PCTPA has 
reprogrammed a portion of the savings from a Federal earmark for the I-80 Bottleneck for 
preconstruction of the I-80/SR 65 Interchange.   After an extensive consultant selection process, the 
contract was signed with the CH2M Hill team in February 2011.   
 
Efforts thus far include public outreach and development of project alternatives, with extensive 
coordination with member jurisdictions.  The work for FY 2014/15 is expected to focus on the 
development and completion of the environmental document, including required data gathering and 
technical analysis.  Augmenting the development of the draft and final environmental documents is 
ongoing public and stakeholder outreach and member jurisdiction coordination.  
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Work closely with consultant team, jurisdictions, regulatory agencies, and other pertinent parties to 

continue implementation of environmental process in accordance with the adopted work program  
July 2014  – June 2015 

 With the consultant team, provide information and make presentations on the I-80/SR 65 
Interchange Improvement effort to elected officials, business groups, citizen groups, and other 
interested parties  July 2014 – June 2015/as needed 

 Maintain and update the project website, www.8065interchange.org  Ongoing 
 Work with SACOG, Caltrans, and jurisdictions to ensure inclusion of I-80/SR 65 Interchange 

Improvements in their planning efforts  Ongoing 
 
 
 

PRODUCTS: 
 Consultant work products  In accordance with project work program 
 Newsletters, press releases, website updates, advertisements/announcements, and outreach 

materials  Ongoing 
 
 
 

REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 13,329 PCTPA $ 77,829 
NCIIP Section 1302 earmark 765,000 Legal 500
 $ 778,329 Environmental/design consultant  700,000
Percent of budget:       17.64%  $ 778,329 
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WORK ELEMENT 42 
SR 65 CAPACITY AND OPERATIONAL IMPROVEMENTS (Multi-year project) 
 
PURPOSE:  To develop a shelf-ready improvement program for SR 65 improvements between I-80 
and Lincoln Boulevard, including environmental clearance, design, and right-of-way. 
 
BACKGROUND:  SR 65 between Roseville and Marysville was designated as part of the state’s 
highway system in the 1960’s.  The SR 65 Roseville Bypass, constructed in the late 1980’s, realigned 
the highway from downtown Roseville from Washington Boulevard to I-80.  The facility is now 
experiencing operational problems caused by high peak traffic volumes, which cause backups on both 
northbound and southbound SR 65 in South Placer County. 
  
A project initiation document (PID) for the SR 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements was 
completed by Caltrans District 3 in January 2013.  This document provides planning level alternatives, 
as well as scope, schedule, and cost estimates.  The PCTPA board has approved funding to complete 
the next phase of the project: Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED). The project 
was initiated in January 2014 and the PA&ED phase is expected to take approximately three years.   
 
The work for FY 2014/15 is expected to include public outreach, data gathering, and technical studies, 
with extensive coordination with member jurisdictions.  
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Work closely with consultant team, jurisdictions, regulatory agencies, and other pertinent parties to  

implement the environmental process in accordance with contract  July 2014  – June 2015 
 With the consultant team, provide information and make presentations on the SR 65 Capacity and 

Operational Improvements effort to elected officials, business groups, citizen groups, and other 
interested parties  July 2014 – June 2015/as needed 

 Work with SACOG, Caltrans, and jurisdictions to ensure inclusion of the SR 65 Capacity and 
Operational Improvements in their planning efforts  Ongoing 

 
PRODUCTS: 
 SR 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements consultant work products  In accordance with 

work program 
 Consultant contract amendments   As needed 
 Newsletters, press releases, and outreach materials  Ongoing 

 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
 2014/15 LTF $ 18,430  PCTPA $ 77,930 
CMAQ  610,000 Legal 500
 $ 628,430 Environmental/design consultant  550,000
Percent of budget:       14.24%  $ 628,430 
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WORK ELEMENT 43 
I-80 AND SR 65 IMPROVEMENT SEQUENCING (Multi-year project) 
 
PURPOSE: To determine when future phases of I-80 and SR 65 transportation infrastructure should 
be constructed to improve safety and relieve existing congestion using the limited funding available. 
 
BACKGROUND: PCTPA was awarded a Partnership Planning grant from Caltrans in August 
2013. The I-80 and SR 65 Transportation Improvement Sequencing Study objectives include: 

 Promote a better understanding of transportation improvement priorities along I-80 and SR 65 
at community and regional levels 

 Build a stronger partnership between federal, state, and local levels to efficiently  and 
effectively construct transportation improvement projects 

 Coordinate construction timing of projects between agencies 
 Provide the timely construction of projects to improve safety and relieve existing congestion 
 Identify transportation improvement project implementation prerequisites and responsibilities, 

including partner agencies consensus on criteria for sequencing projects  
 
The project study area includes I-80 from the Placer/Sacramento County Line to Sierra College 
Boulevard, and SR 65 from I-80 to Ferrari Ranch Road.  Partnership participation will include FHWA, 
Caltrans, PCTPA, City of Lincoln, City of Rocklin, City of Roseville, and County of Placer. 
 
The goal of this work element to identify a construction sequence of transportation infrastructure based 
on a consensus amongst federal, state, and local agencies. Currently identified projects include the I-
80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements, SR 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements, Westbound I-80 
Auxiliary Lanes, Eastbound I-80 Auxiliary Lanes, and other operational, safety, and maintenance 
projects. The current schedule anticipates the Final Report would be adopted in the fall of 2015. 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Administer Caltrans grant  July 2014 – June 2015 
 Coordinate and facilitate meetings with FHWA, Caltrans, and local agencies  Ongoing/Per 

schedule 
 Gather and analyze transportation improvement information July 2014 – January 2015 
 Identify potential phasing issues and solutions February 2015 – May 2015 
 Hold workshop(s) to present project phasing concepts  May 2015 
 Develop a strategy to implement project phasing FY 2015/16 
 Identify implementation issues and responsibilities. FY 2015/16 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 Project team meeting agendas  July 2014 – June 2015 
 Consultant work products  In accordance with project work program 
 Draft I-80 and SR 65 Improvement Sequencing Report FY 2015/16  
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WORK ELEMENT 43 (continued) 
I-80/SR 65 IMPROVEMENT SEQUENCING 
 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF $  8,428 PCTPA $  32,928
LTF match reserve 13/14 40,000 Legal 500
Partnership Planning Grant $  120,000 Consultants $  135,000
 $  168,428  $  168,428
Percent of budget:    3.82%  
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WORK ELEMENT 44 
I-80 AUXILIARY LANES (Multi-year project) 
 
PURPOSE: To develop a shelf-ready improvement program for I-80 auxiliary lanes, including 
environmental clearances, design, and right of way. 
 
BACKGROUND: The PCTPA Board in August 2013 re-allocated federal earmark savings from 
the I-80 Bottleneck project to the following two auxiliary lane projects: 
 

 I-80 Auxiliary Lane Eastbound between SR 65 and Rocklin Road 
 I-80 Auxiliary Lane Westbound between Douglas Blvd and Riverside Ave 

 
Construction of the auxiliary lanes will relieve existing traffic congestion and support future economic 
development in southern Placer County. A project initiation document (PID) has been completed by 
Caltrans for both projects in 2000 and 2012. The next phase of the auxiliary lanes will be completion 
of the Project Approval and Environmental Documents (PA&ED). The two auxiliary lane projects will 
be combined as one project to be the most cost effective in completing the environmental documents 
and project designs. A consultant selection process will being in 2014 and the PA&ED phase is 
expected to take approximately one year.   
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Work closely with consultant team, jurisdictions, regulatory agencies, and other pertinent parties to 

begin implementation of environmental process  July 2014  – June 2015 
 Work with SACOG, Caltrans, and jurisdictions to ensure inclusion of the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes in 

their planning efforts  Ongoing 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 I-80 Auxiliary Lane environmental process consultant work products  In accordance with work 

program 
 Amendments and updates to consultant contract, including work program, timelines, and budget   

As needed 
 

REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
PCTPA $ 16,925 PCTPA $ 40,425 
HPP Section 1702 earmark 175,000 Legal 500
NCIIP Section 1302 earmark 176,500 Environmental/design consultant  $ 327,500
 $ 368,425  $  368,425
  
Percent of budget:       8.35%  
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WORK ELEMENT 50 
PROJECT PROGRAMMING 
 
PURPOSE:   To maximize the funding available to priority transportation projects and programs 
through accurate and efficient programming of Federal and State transportation dollars.  
 
BACKGROUND:   PCTPA develops and programs transportation projects that are funded with State 
and Federal funds.  PCTPA staff coordinates with Caltrans, SACOG, and other agencies, as indicated, 
regarding the various funding programs.  Staff also coordinates with local jurisdictions to develop 
needed projects to meet specific program guidelines.   
 
The major transportation funding program that PCTPA programs, under the requirements of our 
designation as Placer’s Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA), is the Regional 
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP).   PCTPA determines how to program the RTIP funds 
allocated to the county, known as Regional Choice funds.  PCTPA also advocates for the allocation of 
Caltrans' ITIP funds for shared priorities on state highways, including SR 65 and I-80.   
 
State transportation funding has fluctuated wildly in the past several years.  Early in the decade, the 
State raided transportation funds to balance their budget, which resulted in project programming delays 
for STIP projects.  The passage of Propositions 1A and 1B in 2006 spurred a significant cash influx to 
transportation, most all of which has now been expended.  Because Placer advanced funding for the 
Lincoln Bypass when funds were still flowing back in 2002, we have been able to move forward on 
construction; however, this advance of Regional Choice funds has meant we have minimal ability to 
program new projects for many years. 
 
Federal funding is equally volatile.  Over the past decade, the shrinking cost effectiveness of the 
Federal gas tax has required more state funding to make ends meet.  In 2010, a Federal stimulus 
package required quick and intense action to program an influx of Federal dollars to shovel ready 
transportation projects.  Meanwhile, a two year Federal transportation bill MAP-21 was finally passed 
in 2012, allowing programs to move forward pending expiration of this bill in September 2015.  While 
MAP-21 did not provide new funds, it did provide opportunity to increase flexibility for some Federal 
funding programs.   
 
Whatever the financial climate, timelines, or requirements involved, PCTPA’s primary focus is to 
obtain and maintain the maximum amount of transportation funding for our local and regional 
transportation priorities, including transit improvements, SR 65 widening, the I-80/SR 65 Interchange, 
Placer Parkway, rail capacity improvements, and various I-80 improvements.  Not only do these 
projects enhance mobility for residents, they also enhance and expand efficient local, regional, and – in 
the case of I-80 and rail, national - goods movement. 
 
PCTPA also programs projects for Federal programs such as the Congestion Mitigation and Air 
Quality (CMAQ) and Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP), the Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) Section 5310, 5311, 5313, 5316, and 5317, as well as coordinating applications 
for State and regional programs like the Active Transportation Program (ATP). 
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WORK ELEMENT 50 (continued) 
PROJECT PROGRAMMING  
 
 
All regionally significant transportation projects, as well as any which receive federal funding, must be 
included in the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) to allow projects to move 
forward.  PCTPA works closely with SACOG and our jurisdictions to ensure data included in the 
MTIP is current and accurate.  In addition, SACOG provides air quality conformity determinations on 
the MTIP to comply with Federal clean air requirements.    
 
Continuous monitoring of all State and Federal programming documents is necessary to ensure that all 
projects can move smoothly towards implementation.  Staff will work with project sponsors, Caltrans, 
SACOG, or other appropriate agencies to make certain these documents to reflect the most current 
information and that no funding is lost.   
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Monitor and update information on regionally significant projects to SACOG for inclusion in the 

MTIP  Ongoing  
 Prepare and process Proposition 1B Public Transportation Modernization Improvement Service 

Efficient Account (PTMISEA) and Transit Security and Safety applications  Per State schedule 
 Prepare grant and funding applications, such as for Federal stimulus funds Ongoing/as needed 
 Serve as information clearinghouse for various grant programs Ongoing 
 Provide staff support and advice for local jurisdictions in developing grant applications Ongoing 
 Work with Placer County Air Pollution Control District and SACOG to integrate AB2766, 

SECAT, and/or CMAQ funding program for NOx reduction projects to enable the region to meet 
air quality conformity requirements for programming  Ongoing 

 Analyze CMAQ applications and recommend programming to SACOG per Memorandum of 
Understanding  As needed, per Federal reauthorization schedule 

 Coordinate with jurisdictions to develop and submit effective Active Transportation Program 
(ATP) applications July 2014 – November 2014 

 Participate with CTC and SACOG to analyze and recommend grant funding for ATP projects  Per 
State and SACOG schedules 

 Update CMAQ, RSTP, or other programming to meet timely use of funds rules  As needed 
 Coordinate with SACOG on federal funding program opportunities and requirements  As needed 
 Work with member jurisdictions to identify and obtain discretionary funding for key local 

transportation projects, such as I-80/Canyon Way STAA route, Washington Blvd UPRR 
Undercrossing, and preliminary studies for the I-80/SR 174/UPRR crossing project.  Ongoing 

 Work with Caltrans District 3 to reprogram Federal funding and obtain necessary agreements for 
additional  I-80 projects, such as construction of auxiliary lanes on I-80 between SR 65 and 
Rocklin Road and between Douglas Blvd and Riverside Ave  Ongoing   

 Closely coordinate with Caltrans as they develop the list of Placer projects for which Project 
Initiation Documents (PIDs) will be done, as part of Caltrans’ Three Year Strategic Plan  
According to Caltrans schedule 
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WORK ELEMENT 50 (continued) 
PROJECT PROGRAMMING  
 
 
 Prepare amendments to the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for Placer projects 

and programs As needed 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 SACOG MTIP Updates  Quarterly/as needed 
 SACOG Air Quality Conformity Determinations on MTIP  In accordance with MTIP updates 
 Amendments and applications to Proposition 1B program  As needed 
 FTA Section 5310 Priority List  May 2015, per Caltrans schedule 
 FTA Section 5311 Program of Projects and Application  January 2015 
 FTA Section 5313(b) Transit Technical Planning Grant application  March 2015 
 FHWA Planning Partnership Grant application  March 2015 
 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendments  As needed 
 CMAQ project programming recommendations Per funding availability 
 Other grant and fund program applications, including ATP As needed 
 Provision of grant applications and reports to local agencies and the general public Ongoing 
 Cooperative Agreements with Caltrans for the programming of funds  As needed 
 Project listings on Caltrans’ Three Year Strategic Plan for PIDs  Per Caltrans determination 

 
 

REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
FY 2014/15 LTF  $ 180,654 PCTPA $ 99,866 
STIP Programming (PPM) 85,000 SACOG 165,788
 $ 265,654  $ 265,654 
  
Percent of budget:    6.02%  
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WORK ELEMENT 55 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND DELIVERY 
 
PURPOSE:  To monitor, manage, and otherwise ensure timely delivery of transportation projects 
included in Federal and State funding programs. 
  
BACKGROUND:  As the statutorily designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) 
for Placer County, PCTPA is responsible for developing and amending the local portion of the State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), which is known as the Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program (RTIP).  This responsibility under SB 45 also requires RTPAs to monitor those 
projects included in the STIP for their counties.  
 
Under AB 1012, agencies are also held responsible for ensuring State and Federal funding is spent 
promptly and projects delivered within specified time limits. This requirement is backed up by “use it 
or lose it” timely use of funds deadlines.  Some of the major projects subject to these provisions are the 
Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
(CMAQ) programs.  Proposition 1B Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) funding carries 
additional provisions outlined in project agreements with the California Transportation Commission 
(CTC) that require PCTPA’s constant monitoring and reporting of funded projects; while work on the 
I-80 Bottleneck is now complete, the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a will continue to require close staff 
attention as construction moves forward to completion.  
 
Over and above these requirements, PCTPA has a long standing commitment to ensuring that every 
transportation dollar is used as quickly, efficiently, and effectively as is possible.  PCTPA staff will 
continuously monitor the progress of projects funded through State and Federal sources and ensure that 
they meet scope, schedule, and budget.    
 
The major projects included in or planned for current State and Federal programs include: 
 Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a and 2b 
 I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements (see Work Element 41) 
 I-80 Auxiliary Lane Improvements (see Work Element 44)  
 Improvements to Union Pacific track capacity between Sacramento and Roseville 
 Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) funded road rehabilitation projects 
 SR 65 Widening between I-80 and Lincoln Blvd (see Work Element 42) 
 Transit capital and operations 
 I-80 Overcrossing Project (sponsored by Caltrans through the State Highway Operations Protection 

Program/SHOPP) 
 
In addition to these major projects, there are hundreds of other regional and local projects that require 
constant monitoring to ensure timely use of funds, air quality conformity, and various other 
requirements are met. 
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WORK ELEMENT 55 (continued) 
PROJECT MANAGEMENT AND DELIVERY 
 
 
 WORK PROGRAM: 
 Organize and/or attend technical and management meetings for projects, such as Project 

Development Team (PDT), and Management Team meetings  Quarterly/as needed 
 With CCJPA, City of Roseville, Caltrans Division of Rail, and other partner agencies, work with 

Union Pacific to design the Third Track capacity improvements that increase the frequency and 
reliability of rail service to Roseville and Placer stations  Ongoing 

 Working with Caltrans and other project sponsors, obtain updated schedules, cost estimates, and 
other data needed to ensure timely delivery  Ongoing 

 Prepare and submit required progress reporting documents for grant programs, including 
Proposition 1B funding  Quarterly 

 Provide project sponsors with data regarding State and Federal policies that may impact 
implementation  Ongoing 

 Actively pursue innovative approaches to advancing project schedules and otherwise speed 
implementation  Ongoing 

 Actively pursue innovative approaches to project development processes to reduce costs  Ongoing 
 Provide ongoing review of project status to assure all timelines and requirements are met  Ongoing 
 Work with project sponsors to generate accurate and timely data for distribution to other agencies, 

community groups, and the general public  Ongoing 
 Work with local, State, and Federal officials to obtain additional funding when needed to construct 

needed transportation projects  Ongoing 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 PDT and Management Team agendas  In accordance with project schedules 
 Project and funding status reports, including SB 45 Quarterly 
 Progress reports for Proposition 1B grant programs including PTISMEA  Quarterly 
 Progress reports on grant funding programs  As required  
 Capacity and operational analyses, environmental assessments, and other technical documents on 

the Third Track capacity improvements between Sacramento and Roseville In accordance with 
CCJPA schedule 

 Caltrans Fund Transfer Agreements As needed 
 Project signage that highlights local agency participation  As needed 
 Cooperative Agreements, Memoranda of Understanding, and other agreements  As needed 
 Transportation facility improvements  In accordance with project schedules 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 37,086 PCTPA $ 79,086 
STIP Monitoring (PPM) Funds 42,000  
 $ 79,086  
Percent of budget:      1.79%  
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WORK ELEMENT 60 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDING STRATEGY  
 
PURPOSE: To develop a strategy to fund the critical regional transportation projects in Placer County 
based on current economic conditions.  
 
BACKGROUND:   For a number of years, the needs for large scale regional transportation projects 
far outstrip the county’s available transportation funding.  Concern has centered on not only the 
shortfalls, but the timing to fund major projects such as the Placer Parkway, SR 65 widening, the SR 
65/I-80 interchange, intercity rail, transit services, road rehabilitation and maintenance, grade 
separations along the UP line particularly in Colfax, Tahoe improvements, and SR 49. 
 
While the regional traffic impact fee has now been adopted, increasing travel demand juxtaposed with 
a massive State budget crisis and dwindling Federal funding have continued the gap between 
transportation needs and funding availability.  The most recent Regional Transportation Funding 
Strategy, which was completed in 2008, developed an Expenditure Plan that combined a transportation 
sales tax, additional developer impact fees, and infrastructure bond proceeds.   The Board elected to 
delay further pursuit of that strategy, and redirected staff efforts towards further research and outreach 
on the transportation funding issue. 
 
While PCTPA has been incredibly successful in obtaining and leveraging what little Federal, State, and 
local funding exist, it is clear that the opportunities for doing so in the future are nearly exhausted.  As 
the economic conditions start to bounce back, there is need to reassess the situation and update the 
alignment of transportation needs and funding availability. 
 
The disparity between transportation needs and funding opportunities, and the integral ties to the 
economic vitality of Placer County is an issue that requires enhanced outreach past the Funding 
Strategy Steering Committee.  It is clear that the public sees the successful efforts to provide 
transportation improvements, such as the I-80 Bottleneck, Lincoln Bypass, and enhancements to 
Health Express service, and think the problem is solved.  The reality of ongoing and coming needs and 
the lengthy timelines needed to provide those improvements, combined with lack of funds, needs to be 
on the public’s radar.  Enhanced and creative efforts to provide that kind of outreach and information is 
a key to the success of our Funding Strategy efforts.   
 
This information and outreach is particularly important to informing the update of the Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP) effort (see Work Element 20).  The policies, as well as action and financial 
elements are deeply affected by funding availability in the short and long term future.  The Regional 
Funding Transportation Strategy effort will ensure that the choices that the public makes on these 
issues, as provided in the RTP, will be informed and reflective. 
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WORK ELEMENT 60 (continued) 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION FUNDING STRATEGY  
 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Working with consultant, coordinate and facilitate outreach efforts  July 2014 - June 2015 
 Develop and provide informational materials and fact sheets on transportation needs and funding to 

interested parties, including community and business groups, and the general public.   July 2014 – 
June 2015 

 Obtain feedback from the public on the transportation needs, funding, and options through multiple 
sources, including web-based media and surveys Ongoing 

 Monitor and evaluate proposals to change and/or augment state transportation funding programs as 
they affect Placer County projects and local funding strategies  Ongoing 

 Continue to identify opportunities to leverage state and federal dollars to enhance local 
transportation funding efforts   Ongoing 

 Continue to refine the Regional Transportation Funding Strategy, including opportunities, needs, 
and constraints  July 2014 – June 2015  

 Work with the Funding Strategy Steering Committee to monitor the transportation funding 
situation and make recommendations to update the Regional Transportation Funding Strategy 
accordingly    July 2014 – June 2015 

 Investigate opportunities for a innovative funding, such as a public-private partnership, for 
specialized transit services, Placer Parkway,  I-80 improvements, and other potential candidate 
projects Ongoing  

 
PRODUCTS: 
 Informational materials, including fact sheets, maps, charts, and PowerPoint presentations, on 

transportation needs and funding  Ongoing 
 Agendas for meetings with stakeholders, community groups, and others  Ongoing 
 Funding Strategy Steering Committee agendas and supporting documents   As needed 
 Regional Transportation Funding Strategy update   June 2015 
 Public survey data results   July 2014, February 2015/as needed 

 
 

REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 78,835 PCTPA $ 103,335
Rural Planning Assistance  200,000 Funding Strategy  Facilitator 5,000
 $ 278,835 Legal 500
 Survey Consultant   55,000
 Funding Strategy Outreach 

Consultant 
115,000

  $ 278,835 
Percent of budget:  6.32%  
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WORK ELEMENT 71 
BAY TO BASIN TRAVEL STUDY 
(Multi-year program) 
 
PURPOSE: To provide the data and analysis necessary to incorporate the impact of tourism travel on 
the study corridors, including I-80, SR 49, 89, and 267 in Placer County, into rural transportation 
planning, policy, management, maintenance, and funding decisions on a statewide level. 
 
BACKGROUND:  In partnership with El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) as 
the lead agency as well as the Amador County Transportation Commission, Nevada County 
Transportation Commission, Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, and Caltrans, the Bay to Tahoe Basin 
Recreation and Tourism Rural Roadway Impact Study will identify the impacts of regional tourism 
travel on I-80, US 50, and State Routes 20, 49, 88, 89, and 267 within El Dorado, Placer, Amador, and 
Nevada Counties.  This rural highway infrastructure supports interregional connectivity between 
nationally significant recreation resources of these counties and urban population centers of the Bay 
Area, southern California, and Sacramento.  Just as the impact of goods movement on the operation 
and maintenance of regional roads has been included in urban and rural transportation planning, the 
study will provide the data and analysis necessary to incorporate the impact of tourism travel on the 
study corridors into rural transportation planning, policy, management, maintenance, and funding 
decisions, including the development of Caltrans’ Corridor Reports and Statewide Transportation 
Plans.   
 
Historically, these corridors have been studied, planned for, and funded based upon the resident 
population and existing lane miles.  This study will analyze the actual use of these corridors for 
tourism and recreation travel and the resulting impacts this travel has on this rural highway 
infrastructure.   
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 With EDCTC and partner agencies, implement the study scope, work program, budget, objectives 

and deliverables.  July 2014 – January 2015 
 Participate in Project Advisory Committee to review documentation and analysis developed by the 

consultant team  July 2014 – January 2015 
 

PRODUCTS: 
 Bay to Basin Partner Meeting agendas   July 2014 –  January 2015 
 Bay to Basin work products  According to EDCTC/consultant contract 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF $ 10,368 PCTPA $ 10,368 
  
Percent of budget:    .23%  
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WORK ELEMENT 72 
ROCKLIN COMMUNITY TRANSIT STUDY (Multi-year project) 
   
PURPOSE: The Rocklin Community Transit Planning Study will evaluate reallocating existing transit 
resources within the City of Rocklin to provide more direct bus route coverage to locations currently 
not served.  Upon completion, the Study will be incorporated into the Placer County Short Range 
Transit Plan (SRTP). The Study will also help facilitate PCTPA’s determination of unmet transit needs 
in the City of Rocklin. 
 
BACKGROUND: The Rocklin Community Transit Planning Study responds to current and prior year 
unmet transit needs comments about the lack of adequate bus service in many portions of the City. 
While there is presently dial-a-ride service covering the entire City, it continues to serve a low amount 
of ridership not on par with peer cities in California. Given the size and complexity of the City, the 
recently adopted Placer County SRTP recommended this focused community transit planning effort. 
  
WORK PROGRAM:  
 Project management/administration and team coordination. July 2014 – April 2015 
 Identify potential solutions and costs associated with service improvements. FY 2013/14 
 Identify potential funding. July 2014 – September 2014 
 Identify community support. November 2014 – March 2015 
 Include a recommended strategy reflecting a 3-7 year implementation horizon. December 2014 – 

April 2015 
 Identify implementation pre-requisites and responsibilities. December 2014 - April 2015 
 Prepare draft and final study. January 2015 – April 2015 
 
PRODUCTS:  

 Project Team Kick-off Meeting and Monthly Meetings Notes   July 2014 – April 2015 
 Primary Stakeholder Input Memo  FY 2013/14 
 PowerPoint Presentation and Community Meeting and Public Workshop Summaries  Ongoing 
 Draft and Final Study February 2015, April 2015 
 Invoice Package and Quarterly Reports  Ongoing 

 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 7,597 PCTPA $ 5,297 
FTA 5304 Planning Grant 
Carryover 

 15,000 Transit Consultant  17,300

 $ 22,597  $  22,597
Percent of budget:        .51%  
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WORK ELEMENT 79 
INTELLIGENT TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS (ITS)  
 
PURPOSE: To facilitate implementation of ITS technology in Placer, El Dorado, Nevada, and Sierra 
County areas.  
 
BACKGROUND:   Caltrans received federal grants to explore the application of ITS technology 
statewide.  Working with Caltrans District 3, this effort examined the application of ITS technology in 
the four rural counties.  PCTPA acted as grant administrator for the multi-county effort to develop an 
ITS Plan for Placer, El Dorado, Nevada, and Sierra Counties.  This effort was coordinated with the ITS 
effort begun by the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA) for the Tahoe basin.  The ITS Study was 
completed in FY 2001/02.  The FHWA acknowledged the Tahoe Gateway Counties Intelligent 
Transportation System Strategic Deployment Plan (ITS/SDP) in June 2004 and the ITS Maintenance 
Plan in April 2005. 
 
At the request of staff, SACOG will maintain the ongoing ITS Tahoe Gateway regional architecture.  
PCTPA will provide ongoing coordination and information sharing on ITS technologies among the 
four counties, and act as liaison with SACOG.  
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Coordinate with El Dorado, Nevada, and Sierra Counties, Caltrans New Technologies, Caltrans 

District 3, and SACOG to share information on ITS architecture  Ongoing 
 Act as liaison between the four Tahoe Gateway ITS counties and SACOG  Ongoing 
 Investigate funding opportunities for ITS projects  Ongoing 
 Provide information and reports to interested groups and citizens  Ongoing 
 
PRODUCTS: 

 Tahoe Gateway Counties ITS Coordination agendas  As needed 
 ITS funding grants  As opportunities arise 

 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 4,335 PCTPA $ 4,335 
  
Percent of budget:        .10%  
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WORK ELEMENT 80 
FREEWAY SERVICE PATROL (FSP)  
 
PURPOSE: To facilitate implementation of a Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) on I-80 and SR 65 in 
South Placer County.  
 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND:  The purpose of the program is to keep traffic moving by removing traffic 
impediments, such as cars with mechanical problems or that have been involved in accidents, as well 
as assisting the motoring public.  The program provides a tow truck with a qualified technician 
patrolling the target area.   In 2003, PCTPA requested and received grant funding from the Placer 
County Air Pollution Control District (APCD)'s AB 2766 funds to implement a Freeway Service Patrol 
in the congested areas of I-80 in the South Placer County area. In 2005 PCTPA became eligible to 
receive funding under the State’s FSP program. Since then, the program has been expanded with 
increased service hours to cover I-80 from Roseville to Auburn and SR 65 from I-80 to Twelve 
Bridges Dr. 
 
 
 
 

Juxtaposed with this need is funding availability.  FSP is subject to annual State budget allocations and 
formulas, as well as annual grants, and the available funding varies.  Staff works closely with the CHP 
and the contractor to tweak the program, including service hours, days, and costs, to balance with 
available funding.   
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Coordinating with California Highway Patrol, administer and monitor FSP program  Ongoing 
 Publicize FSP program and benefits Ongoing 
 Participate in regional and statewide FSP oversight committees  Ongoing 
 Participate in annual “ride-alongs” with California Highway Patrol and contractor  Annually 
 Participate in FSP Technical Advisory Committee meetings  Ongoing 
 Contract and coordinate with the Sacramento Transportation Authority in monitoring FSP operator 

activities and performance  Ongoing  
 
PRODUCTS: 
 Progress reports  Quarterly 
 Freeway Service Patrol brochures  Ongoing 
 Updated contract for FSP services July 2014 
 Freeway Service Patrol signage updates As needed 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
2014/15 LTF  $ 1,421  PCTPA $ 50,483  
FSP State Allocation 309,715 FSP contractor 239,465
UAIC Community Grant 15,000 Cash flow reserve - State 92,625
PCAPCD Clean Air Grant 30,000 Cash flow reserve 30,875  
FY 2014/15 CMAQ Grant 35,000  $ 413,447 
Local Match Reserve 22,311  
 $ 413,447 Percent of budget:      9.25% 
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WORK ELEMENT 100 
SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY (SPRTA) 
ADMINISTRATION 
 
PURPOSE: To provide staffing and administrative support for the South Placer Regional 
Transportation Authority. 
 
BACKGROUND:   PCTPA adopted a Regional Transportation Funding Strategy in August 2000 
which included the development of a regional transportation impact fee program.  PCTPA staff worked 
with the jurisdictions of South Placer County, as well as the development community, 
environmentalists, and community groups to develop a program and mechanism to implement this 
impact fee.  The SPRTA, formed in January 2002, is the result of those efforts. 
 
Under the Joint Powers Agreement that formed SPRTA, PCTPA is designated as the entity to provide 
administrative, accounting, and staffing support for the Authority.  PCTPA is to be reimbursed for 
those staffing costs, as well as repaid for previous expenditures used to form the JPA and develop the 
fee program. 
 
WORK PROGRAM: 
 Provide administrative, accounting, and staff support for the SPRTA  Ongoing 
 Oversee the implementation of the SPRTA’s traffic impact fee as delineated in the Implementation 

Program, providing updates as indicated  Ongoing 
 Develop agendas for Authority Board and advisory committees  Monthly/as needed 
 Provide financial information to Board  Ongoing 
 Provide information and reports to interested developers, groups, and citizens  Ongoing 
 
PRODUCTS: 
 SPRTA Implementation Plan updates  As needed 
 SPRTA Improvement Program updates  As needed 
 Joint Powers Agreement amendments  As needed 
 SPRTA FY 2014/15 Budget updates As needed 
 SPRTA FY 2015/16 Budget  May 2015 
 SPRTA Cash flow projections  As needed 
 Contracts for needed services, such as traffic modeling and attorney services  Annually/as needed 
 SPRTA Board agendas and minutes  Monthly/as needed 
 SPRTA Technical Advisory Committee agendas and minutes  Monthly/as needed 
 SPRTA financial reports  Quarterly 
 
REVENUES  EXPENDITURES  
SPRTA   $61,771 PCTPA $ 61,771 
  
Percent of budget      1.40%  
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Table 1
Budget Summary

FY 2014/15
Expenditures Adopted

Proposed FY 2013/14 Difference

Salary $583,054 $568,281 $14,773

Benefits $323,192 $326,067 ($2,875)

Direct (Table 2) $2,916,847 $2,739,978 $176,869

Indirect (Table 3) $589,142 $573,462 $15,680

Total $4,412,234 $4,207,788 $204,446

Revenues Adopted

Proposed FY 2013/14 Difference

LTF Administration $425,000 $425,000 $0

LTF Planning $663,153 $674,450 ($11,297)

Rural Planning Assistance - Formula $422,000 $315,000 $107,000

ALUC Fees $3,800 $1,700 $2,100

STIP Planning Funds $142,000 $142,000 $0

CMAQ Grant - CMP FY 2014/15 $170,000 $132,458 $37,542

CMAQ Grant - CMP FY 2013/14 Reserve $35,700 $57,522 ($21,822)

Placer APCD AB2766 Grant - FSP $30,000 $40,000 ($10,000)

Caltrans FSP Grant -FY 14/15 $218,412 $218,412 $0

Caltrans FSP Grant Reserve - FY 13/14 $91,303 $95,014 ($3,711)

FSP Local Match Reserve - FY 13/14 $22,311 $23,753 ($1,442)

CMAQ Grant - FSP FY 2014/15 $35,000 $0 $35,000

UAIC Community Benefit Grant $15,000 $16,500 ($1,500)

Building Administration $16,759 $13,316 $3,443

Capitol Corridor Marketing Match $7,500 $7,500 $0

Interest $1,800 $1,800 $0

SPRTA FY 14/15 Administration $61,771 $67,512 ($5,741)

SPRTA - Placer Parkway $6,845 $12,318 ($5,473)

Caltrans Aeronautics Grant $0 $71,647 ($71,647)

RTP Reserve (LTF) FY 13/14 $15,000 $30,000 ($15,000)

FTA Section 5304 - Rocklin Transit Grant Carryover $15,000 $17,706 ($2,706)

Partnership Planning Grant Carryover $120,000 $21,000 $99,000

NCIIP Section 1302 - I-80/SR 65 IC $765,000 $826,500 ($61,500)

NCIIP Section 1302 - I-80 Auxiliary Lanes PA&ED $176,500 $132,000 $44,500

HPP Section 1702 - I-80 Auxiliary Lanes PA&ED $175,000 $0 $175,000

Partnership Planning Grant Match Carryover $40,000 $0 $40,000

CMAQ Grant - SR 65 Widening $610,000 $558,200 $51,800

City of Roseville Bucks for Bikes Contribution $3,500 $3,500 $0

Western Placer CTSA JPA Administration $123,908 $128,090 ($4,182)

LTF Carryover $0 $28,224 ($28,224)

Total $4,412,262 $4,061,122 $351,140

Contingency Fund Balance Adopted

Proposed FY 2013/14 Difference

PCTPA $400,000 $400,000 $0

Nevada Station $80,000 $80,000 $0

Total $480,000 $480,000 $0

Revenue to Expenditure Comparison Adopted

Proposed FY 2013/14 Difference

Surplus/(Deficit) $28 $61

PCTPA Budget FY 2014/15 Final May 2014



Printed 4/28/2014 11:49 AM

Table 2
Direct Costs
FY 2014/15 Adopted

Proposed FY 2013/14 Difference Source

TDA Fiscal Audits (WE 11) Note 1 $19,780 $19,400 $380 LTF

TDM Marketing/Guaranteed Ride Home (WE 30) $19,200 $19,200 $0 CMAQ, LTF

Coordinated Transit Marketing (WE 30) $10,000 $10,000 $0 CMAQ, LTF

Coordinated Transit Schedule Guide Update (WE 30) $4,000 $4,000 $0 CMAQ. LTF

CMP Reserve (WE 30) $35,700 $35,700 $0 CMAQ

TNT/TMA Membership (WE 30) $6,400 $6,400 $0 LTF

Capitol Corridor Marketing (WE 30) $12,500 $12,500 $0
CMAQ, LTF, 

CCJPA

SACOG Payment (WE 20, 50) $331,577 $331,992 ($416) LTF

Website/Graphic Design (WE 14B, 33) $5,000 $5,000 $0 LTF

I-80/SR 65 Interchange Consultant Team (WE 41) $700,000 $825,000 ($125,000) NCIIP Section 1302

SR 65 Widening Consultant Team (WE 42) $550,000 $400,500 $149,500 CMAQ
Airport Land Use Plan Compatibility Plan Consultant 
(WE 28) $0 $67,700 ($67,700)

Caltrans 
Aeronautics

ALUC Consulting Services (WE 27) $2,000 $3,000 ($1,000) LTF

Outreach and Notification Expenses (WE 11, 14) $1,250 $10,900 ($9,650) RPA, LTF

Communications Consultant (WE 14) $43,600 $43,600 $0 LTF

Federal Advocacy Services (WE 13) $39,000 $39,000 $0 LTF

State Advocacy Services (WE 13) $5,000 $5,000 $0 LTF

Bucks for Bikes Program (WE 30) $7,000 $7,000 $0
CMAQ, City of 

Roseville

City of Roseville CMP Pass-through (WE 30) $35,875 $0 $35,875 CMAQ

Freeway Service Patrol Contractor (WE 80) $239,465 $239,465 $0
AB 2766, Caltrans, 

LTF

Freeway Service Patrol Reserve - State (WE 80) $92,625 $91,303 $1,322 Caltrans FSP

Freeway Service Patrol Reserve - Match (WE 80) $30,875 $22,311 $8,564 AB 2766

Educational Outreach/Events (WE 14) $3,700 $3,350 $350 LTF

Legal Services (WE 11, 20, 27, 30, 42, 60, 80) $13,500 $21,500 ($8,000)
LTF, RPA, CMAQ, 
NCIIP, ALUC fees

Bicycle Map Printing (WE 33) $4,000 $8,000 ($4,000) LTF

Transportation Funding Strategy Polling (WE 60) $50,000 $28,000 $22,000 LTF, RPA

Transportation Funding Strategy Consultant (WE 60) $125,000 $125,000 $0 LTF, RPA
Regional Transportation Plan Update Consultant (WE 
20) $50,000 $20,000 $30,000 LTF, RPA

Rocklin Comm Transit Planning Consultant (WE 72) $17,300 $34,800 ($17,500) FTA, LTF

I-80/SR-65 Sequencing Consultant (WE 43) $135,000 $150,000 ($15,000)
Partnership 

Planning, LTF

I-80/SR 65 Sequencing Match (WE 43) $0 $42,500 ($42,500) LTF

I-80 Auxiliary Lanes PA&ED Consultant (WE 44) $327,500 $125,000 $202,500 NCIIP

TOTAL $2,916,847 $2,757,121 $159,726

LTF = Local Transportation Fund RPA = Rural Planning Assistance Funds FTA = Federal Transit Adm

CMAQ = Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality STIP = State Transportation Improvement Program

Note 1 - Fiscal audits split between Table 2 - Direct Costs and Table 3 - Indirect Costs

PCTPA Budget FY 2014/15 Final May 2014
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Table 3

Indirect Cost Budget
FY 2014/15

Adopted

CALTRANS ICAP INDIRECT Proposed FY 2013/14 Variance Variance %

ACCOUNTING & ACTUARIAL $5,000 $5,000 $0 0.00%

FISCAL AUDIT  Note 1 $16,210 $15,880 $330 2.08%

ADVERTISING $2,200 $2,200 $0 0.00%

AUTO $11,500 $11,500 $0 0.00%

COMMUNICATION $10,000 $10,000 $0 0.00%

OFFICE/COMPUTER EQUIPMENT $7,000 $6,000 $1,000 16.67%

DUES/SUBSCRIPTIONS - NON ADVOCACY $550 $550 $0 0.00%

OFFICE/COMPUTER EQUIP MAINT $8,000 $8,000 $0 0.00%

FURNITURE $2,000 $2,000 $0 0.00%

INSURANCE $18,950 $18,950 $0 0.00%

LEGAL  Note 2 $7,500 $10,000 ($2,500) -25.00%

MEMBERSHIP/TRAINING  - NON ADVOCACY $4,000 $2,800 $1,200 42.86%

OFFICE SUPPLIES $4,550 $4,800 ($250) -5.21%

POSTAGE $3,700 $3,700 $0 0.00%

PRINTING $4,300 $4,300 $0 0.00%

TRAVEL - NON ADVOCACY $4,500 $3,500 $1,000 28.57%

UTILITIES/MAINT $17,800 $17,800 $0 0.00%

INDIRECT LABOR - Note 3 $304,033 $283,648 $20,385 7.19%

INDIRECT COST ADJUSTMENT FROM FY 13/14 ($15,585) $0 ($15,585) 0.00%

ICAP ALLOWABLE TOTAL $416,208 $410,628 $5,580 1.36%

TOTAL INDIRECT

BOARDMEMBER REIMBURSEMENT $8,800 $8,500 $300 3.53%
DUES/SUBSCRIPTIONS - ADVOCACY RELATED $1,000 $500 $500 100.00%
MEETING SUPPLIES $1,700 $1,200 $500 41.67%
MEMBERSHIP/TRAINING - ADVOCACY RELATED $6,200 $5,800 $400 6.90%
MISCELLANEOUS $250 $150 $100 66.67%

OFFICE SPACE $147,484 $143,188 $4,296 3.00%

TRAVEL - ADVOCACY RELATED $7,500 $6,500 $1,000 15.38%

SUBTOTAL $172,934 $165,838 $7,096 4.28%

INDIRECT COST BUDGET TOTAL $589,142 $576,466 $12,676 2.20%

Non-Cash Expenses (For Information Only)

DEPRECIATION EXPENSE $4,008 $4,008 $0 0.00%

Note 1 - Split between Table 2 - Direct Costs and Table 3 - Indirect Costs

Note 2 - Legal is now split between direct and indirect budgets

Note 3 - Indirect Labor recalculated based on Caltrans Indirect Cost Plan directives

PCTPA Budget FY 2014/15 Final May 2014
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Table 4
Revenue - 2014/15 OWP

Rural Plan FSP LTF/STA

LTF 14/15 Assist STIP Federal SPRTA CMAQ/ Grants Article Other TOTAL

Work Element Formula Earmark RSTP 4.5

10A Agency Admin - Indirect $0 304,033$     (1) $304,033

10B Agency Admin - OWP $21,094 $35,000 $56,094

11 TDA Implementation $120,091 $120,091

12 Intergovernmental Coordination $27,224 $15,000 $42,224

13 Intergovernmental Advocacy $77,968 $1,800 (2) $79,768

14 Communications/Outreach $174,457 $174,457

15 Building Administration ($0) $16,759 (4) $16,759

20 Regional Transportation Plan $173,565 $187,000 $15,000 (11) $375,565

23 CTSA Administration ($0) $123,908 $123,908

27 Airport Land Use Commission $32,689 $3,800 (7) $36,489

30 Congestion Mgmt Program $34,247 $205,700 $11,000 (3),(6) $250,947

33 Bikeway Planning $18,536 $18,536

35 Capitol Corridor/Regional Rail $30,846 $30,846

40 Placer Parkway EIR ($0) $6,845 $6,845

41 I-80/SR 65 Interchange $13,329 $765,000 $778,329

42 SR 65 Widening $18,430 $610,000 $628,430

43 I-80/SR 65 Sequencing $8,428 $160,000 (10),(11) $168,428

44 I-80 Auxiliary Lane PA&ED $16,925 $351,500 $368,425

50 Project Programming $180,654 $85,000 $265,654

55 Project Mgmt and Delivery $37,086 $42,000 $79,086

60 Transportation Funding Strategy $78,835 $200,000 $278,835

71 Bay to Basin Travel Study $10,368 $10,368

72 Rocklin Comm Transit Study $7,597 $15,000 (9) $22,597

79 ITS Program $4,335 $4,335

80 Freeway Service Patrol $1,421 $35,000 $309,715 $67,311 (5),(8), (12) $413,447

100 SPRTA Administration $0 $61,771 $61,771

Unallocated Revenue/Reserve $29 $29

Total $1,088,153 $422,000 $142,000 $1,116,500 $68,616 $850,700 $309,715 $123,908 $290,670 $4,412,262

Notes: (1) Work Element 10a is indirect and spread over all other work elements; (2)  Estimated interest; (3) Capitol Corridor Marketing Match; 

(4) Building Admin Reimbursement; (5)AB2766 Grant; (6) City of Roseville; (7) ALUC fees; (8) FSP Reserve;

(9) FTA Grant; (10) Partnership Planning Grant; (11) LTF Match Carryover; (12) UAIC Community Benefit Grant

PCTPA Budget FY 2014/15 Final May 2014
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Table 5
Expenditures - 2014/15 OWP 65.009% Website/ % of 

PY Staff Indirect SACOG Consulting Graphics Legal Other Total Budget

10A Agency Admin - Indirect 1.78 (1) $304,033 see Table 3

10B Overall Work Program 0.16 $33,994 $22,099 $56,094 1.27%

11 TDA Implementation 0.40 $59,731 $38,830 $19,780 $1,000 $750 (9) $120,091 2.72%

12 Intergovernmental Coordination 0.12 $25,589 $16,635 $42,224 0.96%

13 Intergovernmental Advocacy 0.08 $21,677 $14,092 $44,000 $79,768 1.81%

14 Communications/Outreach 0.40 $73,727 $47,929 $43,600 $5,000 $4,200 (7), (9) $174,457 3.95%

15 Building Administration 0.06 $10,156 $6,602 $16,759 0.38%

20 Regional Transportation Plan* 0.57 $93,799 $60,978 $165,788 $50,000 $5,000 $375,565 8.51%

23 CTSA Administration 0.44 $75,091 $48,816 $123,908 2.81%

27 ALUC/Aviation Planning* 0.10 $18,174 $11,815 $2,000 $4,500 $36,489 0.83%

30 Congestion Mgmt Program* 0.49 $72,888 $47,384 $4,000 $126,675  (2,3,4,6 8,11) $250,947 5.69%

33 Bikeway Planning 0.06 $8,809 $5,727 $4,000 $18,536 0.42%

35 Capitol Corridor/Regional Rail 0.10 $18,391 $11,956 $500 $30,846 0.70%

40 Placer Parkway EIR 0.02 $4,148 $2,697 $6,845 0.16%

41 I-80/SR 65 Interchange* 0.26 $47,167 $30,663 $700,000 $500 $778,329 17.64%

42 SR 65 Widening* 0.26 $47,228 $30,702 $550,000 $500 $628,430 14.24%

43 I-80/SR 65 Sequencing 0.12 $19,955 $12,973 $135,000 $500 $0 $168,428 3.82%

44 I-80 Auxiliary Lane PA&ED 0.14 $24,499 $15,926 $327,500 $500 $368,425 8.35%

50 Project Programming 0.34 $60,521 $39,344 $165,788 $265,654 6.02%

55 Project Mgmt and Delivery 0.25 $47,928 $31,158 $79,086 1.79%

60 Transportation Funding Strategy* 0.29 $62,624 $40,711 $175,000 $500 $278,835 6.32%

71 Bay to Basin Travel Study 0.04 $6,283 $4,085 $10,368 0.23%

72 Rocklin Comm Transit Study 0.02 $3,210 $2,087 $17,300 $22,597 0.51%

79 ITS Program 0.02 $2,627 $1,708 $4,335 0.10%

80 Freeway Service Patrol 0.18 $30,594 $19,889 $362,965 (5)(10) $413,447 9.37%

100 SPRTA Administration 0.18 $37,435 $24,336 $61,771 1.40%

Total 6.90 $906,245 $589,142 $331,577 $2,064,180 $13,000 $13,500 $494,590 $4,412,234 100.00%

Notes: (1) WE 10a is indirect and proportionally spread over all other work elements

(2)Includes $6,400 payment to TNT/TMA for TDM program in Tahoe area;

(3) includes Guaranteed Ride Home Program; and (4) includes marketing and advertising;

(5) FSP Reserve; (6) Bucks for Bikes; (7) transportation event sponsorship; (8) CMP Reserve

(9) notifications and outreach, (10) FSP contract; (11) City of Roseville CMAQ pass thru

$304,033

PCTPA Budget FY 2014/15 Final May 2014



Table 6

Summary of Staff Hours and Costs
FY 2014/15

Staff Staff Person Staff Staff

Hours Hour % Years Costs Cost %
10A Agency Admin - Indirect 3705 25.82% 1.78 $304,033 25.12%
10B Agency Admin - OWP 330 2.30% 0.16 $33,994 2.81%
11 TDA Implementation 840 5.85% 0.40 $59,731 4.94%
12 Intergovernmental Coordination 240 1.67% 0.12 $25,589 2.11%
13 Intergovernmental Advocacy 170 1.18% 0.08 $21,677 1.79%
14 Comm/Outreach 840 5.85% 0.40 $73,727 6.09%
15 Building Administration 125 0.87% 0.06 $10,156 0.84%
20 Regional Transportation Plan 1185 8.26% 0.57 $93,799 7.75%
23 CTSA Administration 925 6.45% 0.44 $75,091 6.20%
27 ALUC/Aviation Planning 215 1.50% 0.10 $18,174 1.50%
30 Congestion Mgmt Program 1012 7.05% 0.49 $72,888 6.02%
33 Bikeway Planning 130 0.91% 0.06 $8,809 0.73%
35 Capitol Corridor/Regional Rail 215 1.50% 0.10 $18,391 1.52%
40 Placer Parkway EIR 45 0.31% 0.02 $4,148 0.34%
41 I-80/SR 65 Interchange 540 3.76% 0.26 $47,167 3.90%
42 SR 65 Widening 540 3.76% 0.26 $47,228 3.90%
43 I-80/SR 65 Sequencing 245 1.71% 0.12 $19,955 1.65%
44 I-80 Auxiliary Lane PA&ED 295 2.06% 0.14 $24,499 2.02%
50 Project Programming 710 4.95% 0.34 $60,521 5.00%
55 Project Mgmt and Delivery 530 3.69% 0.25 $47,928 3.96%
60 Regional Transp Funding Strategy 605 4.22% 0.29 $62,624 5.17%
71 Bay to Basin Travel Study 85 0.59% 0.04 $6,283 0.52%
72 Rocklin Comm Transit Study 40 0.28% 0.02 $3,210 0.27%
79 ITS 35 0.24% 0.02 $2,627 0.22%
80 Freeway Service Patrol 370 2.58% 0.18 $30,594 2.53%

100 SPRTA Administration 380 2.65% 0.18 $37,435 3.09%
Total 14352 100.0% 6.90 $1,210,278 100.0%

PCTPA Budget FY 2014/15 Final May 2014



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  April 30, 2014
  
FROM: Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer  
  
SUBJECT: I-80 AUXILIARY LANES PROJECT CONTRACT AWARD 
 

 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and sign a consultant contract with Dokken 
Engineering for services to complete the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes Project Approval and 
Environmental Document (PA&ED) services. 
 
BACKGROUND 
At the October 2013 meeting, the Board directed staff to begin the process to solicit Request for 
Proposals (RFP) for the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes PA&ED services. The proposed project includes 
two auxiliary lanes: 

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

 
The PA&ED work will provide federal and state environmental clearances and Caltrans’ 
approval for the overall project. As approved at the August 2013 Board meeting, the 
environmental and preliminary engineering phase of the project is being funded by federal 
earmark savings from the I-80 Capacity and Operational Improvements in Roseville also known 
as “the bottleneck”. 
 
DISCUSSION 
The RFP was mailed to over 70 consulting firms in January 2014. Nine consultant teams 
submitted proposals, which were reviewed by an evaluation committee consisting of 
representatives from Rocklin, Roseville, and PCTPA. As a result, three teams were invited for 
interviews. 
 
After detailed interviews with the three top teams, the evaluation committee ranked the team led 
by Dokken Engineering in first place based on: 

 Project Understanding – solid understanding of the project, including Caltrans and 
FHWA coordination 

 Environmental Expertise – strong environmental staff, excellent experience with 
regulatory agencies 

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

 
Staff is currently in negotiation with Dokken Engineering on budget and contract details and is 
optimistic that we will come to terms. However, if a contract cannot be successfully completed 
with the Dokken Engineering team, staff would then begin negotiations with the second-ranked 
team lead by T.Y. Lin International. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  April 30, 2014
  
FROM: Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer  
  
SUBJECT: I-80 AND SR 65 TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENTS 

SEQUENCING STUDY 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to negotiate and sign a consultant contract for the I-80 and SR 
65 Transportation Improvements Sequencing Study. 
 
BACKGROUND 
PCTPA, along with our partners at Caltrans, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and 
local agencies, have been proactive in building transportation infrastructure to support Placer 
County existing residents, businesses, and visitors, and planned future growth. Key recent 
projects include the six-mile I-80 Bottleneck freeway improvements in Roseville opened in 2011 
and the 11.7 mile SR 65 Lincoln Bypass which opened to the traveling public in 2012. 
 
In spite of our successes in infrastructure improvements, further transportation improvements are 
needed to accommodate existing and future growth.  Those project needs include the I-80/SR 65 
Interchange Improvements, SR 65 Widening, I-80 Auxiliary Lanes, and others.  With all of these 
projects in the works, and severe limits on funding availability, it is certain these projects will be 
phased, and it is critical that this be done in a careful and strategic way.   
 
It is for this purpose that PCTPA applied for and was awarded a Caltrans Transportation 
Partnership Planning Grant for the I-80 and SR 65 Transportation Improvements Sequencing 
Study.   The study will determine when phases of transportation infrastructure projects should be 
constructed to improve safety and relieve existing congestion using limited funding, with the 
final report adopted by the PCTPA Board.   
 
The project study area includes I-80 from the Placer/Sacramento County Line to Sierra College 
Boulevard, and SR 65 from I-80 to Ferrari Ranch Road. The study will focus on state and locally 
funded projects that are planned to be constructed in the next ten years. Study participation will 
include Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Caltrans, PCTPA, City of Lincoln, Town of 
Loomis, City of Rocklin, City of Roseville, and County of Placer. 
 
DISCUSSION 
A Request for Proposals (RFP) was mailed to qualified firms on April 16, 2014, with proposals 
due by May 15, 2014.  These will be reviewed by an evaluation committee consisting of 
representatives from SPRTA, PCTPA, and Caltrans.  Because of the short timeframes and 
relatively modest dollar amount involved, staff is requesting Board authorization to negotiate and 
sign a consultant contract with the first place team. If a contract cannot be successfully 
completed with the first place team, staff would then begin negotiations with the second-ranked 
team. 



 
PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  

 
 

IN THE MATTER OF:  DECLARING MAY 2014   RESOLUTION NO. 14-20 
AS MAY IS BIKE MONTH 
 
The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held May 14, 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, Placer County Transportation Planning Agency participates as an outreach 
partner in the Sacramento Area Council of Government’s Transportation Demand Management 
(TDM) Task Force consisting of organizations throughout the region who collectively promote 
alternative transportation modes to employers, employees, and residents; and 
 

WHEREAS, May Is Bike Month is a mode-specific campaign, developed by the TDM Task 
Force, that promotes bicycling in the region; and 

 
WHEREAS, Placer County Transportation Planning Agency supports efforts that reduce 

traffic congestion and improve air quality in the region; and  
 
WHEREAS, Placer County Transportation Planning Agency is participating in several 

events to promote bicycling in the region and encouraging people to participate in May Is Bike 
Month activities; 
 

WHEREAS, Placer County Transportation Planning Agency recognizes that bicycling as an 
alternative mode of travel positively benefits the citizens of Placer County and the environment in 
which they live and work; and 

 
THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that Placer County Transportation Agency is part of the 

collaborative effort to promote bicycling in the region and hereby declares May 2014 as May Is 
Bike Month. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  April 29, 2014
  
FROM: Scott Aaron, Associate Planner  
  
SUBJECT: MAY IS BIKE MONTH DECLARATION 
 
ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt Resolution #14-20 declaring May 2014 as Placer County’s May is Bike Month. 
 
BACKGROUND 
PCTPA is an outreach partner with the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) 
through its Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Task Force. The TDM Task Force’s 
charge is to work collaboratively in promoting alternative transportation in the region to reduce 
traffic congestion and improve air quality. The annual May is Bike Month campaign was 
developed by this Task Force to target and highlight bicycling as an alternative transportation 
mode.  This is the tenth year that volunteers, public agencies, businesses, and bicycling 
enthusiasts throughout the region will partner to promote bicycling. 
 
DISCUSSION 
The May Is Bike Month campaign is designed to encourage bicycling in the region, support 
those who are currently bicycling, and elevate awareness about the positive effects that bicycling 
has on traffic congestion and air quality. The campaign is managed through an interactive 
website, Mayisbikemonth.com, where participants register, pledge, and log their cycling miles 
throughout the month of May. Additionally, registrants can find out about local bicycle events in 
the region and participate in employer, team, or personal challenges.  
 
Last year, over 7,600 bicyclists throughout the region logged almost 1.75 million miles during 
the month of May, falling shy of the two million mile goal. Over 1,100 residents of Placer 
County contributed to that total, riding approximately 230,000 miles collectively. Of note is that 
those from Auburn accounted for more miles ridden per capita than any city in the region.  
 
According to the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District, the 616,000 miles 
ridden to work throughout the region in May 2013 saved 487,782 pounds of global-warming 
CO2 and saved at least 31,500 gallons of gasoline purchased, equaling an estimated $141,750 in 
savings to participating cyclists. 

 
This year, May is Bike Month has been promoted by staff at various Earth Day events 
throughout the County, four cycling clinics co-hosted with the City of Roseville, and the second 
annual Auburn Bike Festival of which PCTPA was a sponsor. As part of May is Bike Month 
festivities, PCTPA will host a Bike to Work day event at County offices in Auburn on May 15. 
 
May Is Bike Month is a campaign that supports and encourages bicycling in the region, helping 
to improve air quality and traffic congestion; and therefore, staff recommends adoption of 
Resolution #14-20 declaring May 2014 as Placer County’s May Is Bike Month.  
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299 Nevada Street · Auburn, CA 95603 · (530) 823-4030 · FAX 823-4036 
www.pctpa.net 

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  April 30, 2014
  
FROM: Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Engineer  
  
SUBJECT: SR 65 WIDENING PROJECT – PRELIMINARY CONCEPTS 
 

ACTION REQUESTED 
None. For information and discussion only. 
 
BACKGROUND 
As authorized by the Board in October 2013, a consultant contract was signed with Mark 
Thomas & Company for the SR 65 Widening Project Approval and Environmental Document 
(PA&ED). The proposed project would result in widening six miles of the existing four-lane SR 
65 freeway from north of Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road to Lincoln Boulevard.  Using 
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding, the PA&ED work will provide federal 
and state environmental clearances and Caltrans approval for the overall project.  
 
DISCUSSION 
A kickoff meeting with the Project Development Team (PDT) was held on February 5, 2014, 
including participation from the City of Lincoln, City of Rocklin, City of Roseville, County of 
Placer, Caltrans, PCTPA, and the consultant team. 
 
Five project concepts have been developed by the PDT based on preliminary traffic analysis, 
potential environmental and right-of-way impacts, and information from the Project Study 
Report-Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) completed for the project in January 2013 by 
Caltrans.  
 
PCTPA staff will provide an overview of the SR 65 Widening project, including the project 
schedule and the five preliminary concepts. 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

April 29, 2014 
 

ATTENDANCE: Megan Siren, City of Auburn 
   Mark Miller, City of Colfax 
   Amber Conboy, Placer County 

Angel Green, Placer County Air Pollution Control District 
   Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
   Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
   Mike Wixon, City of Roseville 

Jeff Morneau, Caltrans District 3 
 
Aaron Hoyt, PCTPA 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Solvi Sabol, PCTPA 

 
I-80 Auxiliary Lanes Project Contract Award 
Luke McNeel-Caird provided a handout detailing the areas on I-80 and SR 65 that are being discussed 
in this and the next agenda item.   
 
McNeel-Caird explained the process for the contract bid and award for the I-80 Auxiliary Lanes 
Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED) services. The review committee, which 
included staff from Roseville, Rocklin, and PCTPA, ranked the proposal from Dokken Engineering the 
highest.  Celia McAdam stated noted that Dokken was also the low bidder.  Rhon Herndon inquired 
about the timeline for the work, which McNeel-Caird stated would conclude late 2015/early 2016.  
Construction is anticipated to occur in 2017 and open for traffic in 2020 if funding is available.  
McAdam added that the project was not included in the current Interregional Transportation 
Improvement Program (ITIP) however there may be another opportunity in 2015/16. The TAC 
concurred with staff recommendation to the Board for authorization to negotiate and sign a contract 
with Dokken Engineering. 
 
SR 65 Widening Project – Preliminary Concepts  
Luke McNeel-Caird explained that we have had three Project Development Team (PDT) meetings to 
date on the SR 65 Widening project, with representation from the City of Lincoln, City of Rocklin, 
City of Roseville, County of Placer, Caltrans, PCTPA, and the consultant team.  McNeel-Caird stated 
that five project concepts have been developed, and these concepts and an overview of the project will 
be presented to the PCTPA Board in May.  Mark Miller asked about the project construction timeline 
with McNeel-Caird stating that if the funding were available, construction could begin in 2020.  
 
Sequencing I-80 and SR 65 Transportation Improvements Study  
Luke McNeel-Caird said that we received a $150,000 grant from Caltrans to study the timing and 
interaction of the various improvements being planned on I-80 and SR 65.  Among these 
improvements are the I-80/SR 65 interchange, I-80 auxiliary lanes, SR 65 widening, as well as a 
Caltrans repaving project.  With local, federal, and state agencies involved in these varied projects, 
McNeel-Caird explained the need to develop and prioritize those projects that are currently planned 
and funded over the next 10 years. A Request for Proposal (RFP) was sent out mid-April with 
proposals due May 15.  Celia McAdam explained that the proposal reviewers, which will include 
representatives from SPRTA, PCTPA and Caltrans, will be looking for an objective program manager 
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with an understanding of how to phase and coordinate projects.  The TAC concurred with staff’s 
recommendation that the Board for authorize staff to negotiate and sign a consultant contract.  
 
FY 2014/15 Overall Work Program – Final  
Celia McAdam stated that we are bringing the final FY 2014/15 Overall Work Program (OWP) to the 
Board for adoption in May.  With no comments received from jurisdictions, and only minor comments 
and clarifications from others, the net result is there are no notable changes from preliminary FY 
2014/15 OWP, adding that the budget does balance. The TAC concurred with the staff 
recommendation that the Board adopt the final FY 2014/15 OWP and Budget. 
 
South Placer County Transportation Call Center  
David Melko explained that the City of Roseville submitted a budget for FY 2014/15 for the South 
Placer County Transportation Call Center which is consistent with the $300,000 of Local 
Transportation Funds (LTF) determined by the Transit Operators Working Group (TOWG).  Melko 
stated that the current contract for the Call Center operations with the City of Roseville will expire 
June 30, 2014.  With TOWG concurrence, a three year extension of this contract is being 
recommended for WPCTSA Board approval, including provision that an automatic renewal takes place 
each year unless otherwise terminated by WPCTSA or the City of Roseville.   
 
Proposed Amendment to Unmet Transit Needs Definition and Reasonable to Meet Criteria 
David Melko explained that the Unmet Transit Needs Definition and Reasonable to Meet Criteria was 
being brought to the Board under consent to take action on a minor change as directed by the Board in 
February.  This change is to add the phrase “as amended” to reflect that the definition be based on the 
most current Short Range Transit Plans.  The TAC concurred with the recommended change.   
 
Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
City of Lincoln Proposed General Plan Amendment:  David Melko said that we will be conducting 
a public hearing to receive input on the City of Lincoln’s proposed General Plan Amendment.  
Specifically that the amendment is consistent with the Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility 
Plan (ALUCP).  The TAC agreed with staff’s recommendation to ask the Commission to find that the 
City of Lincoln’s amendment is consistent with the ALUCP. 
 
Rocklin Community Transit Study:  Melko let the TAC know that as part of the Rocklin Community 
Transit Study, a community workshop is being conducted on April 30th. 
 
Active Transportation Program: Aaron Hoyt explained that Active Transportation Program (ATP) 
applications can be submitted to Caltrans by way of SACOG or with a scheduled appointment with 
Caltrans.  The TAC concurred that it would be prudent to have PCTPA schedule an appointment with 
Caltrans to deliver local jurisdictions’ ATP applications personally.  Hoyt will coordinate with 
jurisdictions in this effort.  Additionally, Hoyt noted that the proposed scoring criteria presented by 
SACOG was accepted by the committee, and that letters of support should be a part of the applications.   
 
Groundbreakings/Events:  Celia McAdam said the Whitney Ranch Interchange is moving forward, 
but staff is assisting in resolving remaining issues with regulatory agencies before breaking ground in 
June.  McAdam added we are working with AIM Consultants to plan groundbreaking/ribbon cutting 
efforts to highlight the Whitney Ranch Interchange Project and completion of Lincoln Bypass Phase 
2a.  These events provide opportunities to keep the public engaged and aware of the ongoing successes 
and future needs of our transportation infrastructure. 
 
Adjourn 
Meeting adjourned at 3:37. p.m. 



MEMORANDUM
 

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

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors DATE:  April 24, 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 3rd Quarter statistical summary for Placer FSP service, including motorist survey 
responses, is attached to this monthly status report. For the 3rd quarter, there were 962 
total assists combined for SR 65 and I-80 freeways. The majority of motorists rated the 
service as “excellent.” Average motorists wait time was less than four minutes per assist. 
 

2. TDM Report 
The 2014 Bucks for Bikes program recently concluded with 28 of 56 applicants being 
granted eligibility for a bicycle subsidy. The successful applicants represent 22 different 
employment sites/schools in Placer County.  Assuming that each successful applicant 
commutes to work/school by bicycle as frequently as their stated intent (on the 
application), Placer County can expect to see a reduction of nearly 1,060 car miles per 
week as a result of this year’s Bucks for Bikes program.  This equates to almost 200,000 
pounds of pollutants per year that will not be emitted into our region’s air.      
 
Summer Youth Bus Passes are currently on sale in Placer County as part of the annual 
Summer Youth Bus Pass campaign.  For $10, students in elementary through high school 
can use the pass for unlimited fixed-route transit rides in Placer County on Auburn 
Transit, Lincoln Transit, Placer County Transit, and Roseville Transit from June 1 
through August 31.  All schools in Placer County have been provided information on the 
Summer Youth Bus Pass program including an article for their school newsletters and 
websites.  Additionally, ads have been placed in the Gold Country Media newspapers and 
the appropriate links have been created on the PCTPA website. 
 
May is Bike Month is currently underway.  This regional campaign challenges people in 
the SACOG six-county region to choose bicycling for all types of trips including those 
related to work, school, errands, and recreation.  Cyclists are encouraged to register and 
log their cycling miles throughout the month of May on the mayisbikemonth.com 
website.  Last year, over 1,100 Placer County residents registered for May is Bike Month 
and rode their bikes approximately 230,000 miles collectively. Those from Auburn 
accounted for more miles ridden per capita than any city in the region.  
 
May is Bike Month has recently been promoted by PCTPA staff at Earth Day events 
throughout the County, the four cycling clinics hosted by PCTPA and the City of 
Roseville, and the second annual Auburn Bike Festival of which PCTPA was a sponsor. 
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As part of May is Bike Month festivities, PCTPA will host a Bike to Work day event at 
County offices in Auburn on May 15, 2014.  

 
3. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 

A focused design meeting was held with Caltrans and FHWA on March 25, 2014, which 
resulted in updates to the High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane direct connectors 
between I-80 and SR 65. The project website (http://8065interchange.org/) was updated 
to reflect the proposed five project alternatives and an announcement was sent out on 
April 2, 2014. A Project Development Team (PDT) meeting was held on April 8, which 
included a recap of the meetings since the December 2013 PCTPA Board meeting and a 
status update on the environmental studies. The draft traffic report is currently being 
updated based on the five project alternatives and a focused traffic meeting is planned on 
May 13. 
 

4. State Route 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements Project – PA&ED Phase 
The Project Development Team (PDT) met on April 2. Project partners include PCTPA, 
Roseville, Rocklin, Lincoln, Placer County, and Caltrans. The project limits extend from 
0.5 miles north of Galleria Boulevard to Lincoln Boulevard (Lincoln Bypass). The PDT 
meeting focused on defining five project concepts. Staff will be presenting the 
preliminary project concepts to the Board, along with a project overview, at the May 
2014 meeting. 
 

5. Placer Parkway Segment 1 – PA&ED Phase 
On March 12, 2014, 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. Environmental technical studies are in process and the draft 
environmental document is anticipated in August 2014. An outreach meeting with the 
Sunset Industrial Area Business Organization is planned for May 7. The latest project 
schedule anticipates completion of the Placer Parkway Phase 1 environmental document 
(PA&ED) by the end of 2014.  

 



Beat Summary Percent Count
About how long did you wait before 
Freeway Service Patrol arrived?

Percent Count

265 26.8% 258 Less than 5 33.7% 60

281 54.3% 522 5 - 10 minutes 34.8% 62

281A 18.9% 182 10 - 15 minutes 14.6% 26

15 - 20 minutes 6.7% 12

Vehicle Action Percent Count 20 - 30 minutes 6.2% 11

Quick Fix / Repair 19.5% 189 30 - 45 minutes 2.8% 5

Traffic Control 18.3% 178 45 - 60 minutes 0.6% 1

Escort Off Freeway 16.3% 158 Over an hour 0.6% 1

Towed to Drop Zone 11.1% 108

None - Not Needed 8.8% 85

Tagged Vehicle 6.0% 58 Was the driver courteous and helpful? Percent Count

Other 4.6% 45 Yes, very 100.0% 178

Called - Private Assistance 4.5% 44 Yes, somewhat 0.0% 0

Debris Removal 4.3% 42 No 0.0% 0

Towed Off Freeway 4.0% 39

None - Motorist Refused 1.3% 13
How did the FSP know you needed 
help?

Percent Count

Provided Transportation 1.2% 12 Driver saw me 85.4% 152

Others 14.6% 26

Vehicle Origin Percent Count

Found by You 69.8% 677 How would you rate this FSP service? Percent Count

Partner Assist 16.1% 156 Excellent 98.9% 176

Dispatched by CHP 13.6% 132 Good 1.1% 2

Directed by CHP Officer 0.5% 5 Fair 0.0% 0

Poor 0.0% 0

Vehicle Problem Percent Count

Accident 28.9% 281 How did you hear about the FSP? Percent Count

Mechanical 16.9% 165 Hadn't heard about it until today 74.2% 132

Flat Tire 13.1% 128 Have seen the trucks driving around 12.4% 22

Out of Gas 10.4% 101 Was helped by FSP Previously 10.1% 18

Locked Out 7.3% 71 Other 3.4% 6

None - Not Needed 6.6% 64
Abandoned 6.0% 58 Vehicle Type Percent Count

Other 5.2% 51 Car/Minivan/Wagon 54.0% 518
Debris 3.6% 35 Pickup Truck 19.3% 185
Overheated 1.9% 18 Sport Utility Vehicle/Crossover 16.5% 158
Electrical 0.2% 2 Other 6.5% 62

Big Rig 1.6% 15
Vehicle Location Percent Count Motorcycle 0.7% 7
Right Shoulder 69.4% 668 Truck - Under 1 Ton 0.6% 6
Ramp/Connector 13.4% 129 Truck - Over 1 Ton 0.6% 6
In Freeway Lane(s) 8.6% 83 RV/Motorhome 0.3% 3
Left Shoulder 8.4% 81
Unable to Locate 0.1% 1

PCTPA FSP 3rd Quarter Statistical Summary 
Total Assists = 962

Average Duration (Minutes) = 3.8 minutes



 
 

 

MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Celia McAdam 

  

FROM: AIM Consulting   

 

DATE:  April 30, 2014  

 

RE:  April 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 April.   

 

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

for alternative transportation programs.  

 

AIM drafted and distributed PCTPA’s April e-newsletter. 

 

Following is a capsule summary of activities:  

 

Strategy 

 

AIM attended strategy meetings and worked with McAdam on the Regional Transportation 

Funding initiative.  In addition, AIM provided current PCTPA media coverage to FSB Core 

Strategies.           

 

PCTPA.net 

 



 
 

 

MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Celia McAdam 

  

FROM: AIM Consulting   

 

DATE:  April 21, 2014  

 

RE:  March 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 

March.   

 

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

for alternative transportation programs.  

 

Following is a capsule summary of activities:  

 

Strategy 

 

AIM attended strategy meetings and worked with McAdam on the Regional Transportation 

Funding initiative.  In addition, AIM provided current PCTPA media coverage to FSB Core 

Strategies.           

 

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 



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

effectiveness of the website and modify content if necessary.   

 

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

including updating website software and working on the navigation structure.   

 

AIM continued working on a Social Media presence for PCTPA including a Facebook and 

Twitter page.        

 

PCTPA E-news 

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to develop content for the next edition of the PCTPA 

newsletter.  AIM drafted articles and content for review by PCTPA.  The newsletter will be 

distributed at the end of April.  

 

ALUC 

 

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

 

Media Relations 

 

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

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

transit issues.  

 

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

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

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

effectiveness of the website and modify content if necessary.   

 

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

including updating website software and working on the navigation structure.   

 

AIM continued working on a Social Media presence for PCTPA including a Facebook and 

Twitter page.        

 

PCTPA E-news 

 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to develop content for the April edition of the PCTPA 

newsletter.  AIM drafted articles and content for review by PCTPA.  The newsletter was 

distributed at the end of April.  

 

ALUC 

 

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

 

Media Relations 

 

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

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

transit issues.  
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Phone: (202) 351-6855 
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April 30, 2014 

 

To: Celia McAdam 

From: Sante and Michael Esposito 

Subject: April Monthly Report 

 

NOTE: Congress was in recess from April 11- 28. 

 

MAP-21 Reauthorization: The Congress 

 

MAP-21 expires on September 30, 2014.  Congress and the transportation industry have gotten 

used to the fact that surface transportation authorization bills are rarely passed on time and a 

series of short-term policy extensions are usually required.  However, this time, simply extending 

the authorizing language will not be enough because the Highway Trust Fund will not have 

sufficient funds to pay for the extensions.  As early as August, the Trust Fund, particularly the 

Highway account, is expected to be insolvent.  Therefore, Congress must decide not only what 

policy provisions to include in the next reauthorization bill, they must decide how to find new 

revenue to fund the bill.  There is strong support from industry for a gas tax increase (the easiest 

and quickest revenue raiser), including from a number of stakeholders who might be expected to 

oppose a increase, such as the American Trucking Associations and the US Chamber of 

Commerce.  However, Congress does not appear to have the will to take on such a politically 

charged issue prior to the November mid-term elections, if ever.  As a result, Congress will have 

to pass some sort of short-term funding bill, most likely before it leaves for the August recess.  

While there are a number of possible revenue sources other than raising the gas tax, such as the 

currently popular option of amending the tax code to encourage repatriating corporate overseas 

profits, it is unlikely that they could be approved and implemented in time.  Therefore, yet 

another General Fund transfer is likely.  Estimates are that approximately $10B would be needed 

to be transferred from the General Fund just to provide sufficient revenue through the end of the 

calendar year - on top of $53B previously transferred over the past few years.  The most likely 

opportunity for Congress to possibly consider a gas tax increase or other long-term revenue 

options may be the post-election Lame Duck session of Congress when Members no longer feel 

as politically vulnerable. 

 

The latest estimate is that the highway account of the Trust Fund will reach its minimum balance 
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by August 29 and the transit account by September 26.  In anticipation, a number of state DOTs 

have already announced that they are starting to slow down procurements.  

 

This situation presents a serious problem for the House and Senate transportation authorizing 

committees.  While they have jurisdiction over drafting a multi-year MAP-21 reauthorization bill 

and any required short-term policy and program extensions, they do not have authority over 

increasing or finding new Trust Fund revenues.  That falls to the Senate Finance Committee and 

the House Ways & Means Committee, neither of which have indicated how or when they intend 

to deal with the looming funding crisis.  

 

Despite not knowing how much money they have to spend on existing, much less, new 

programs, the House and Senate authorizing committees are moving forward with drafting multi-

year reauthorization bills.  The Senate appears to be leaning towards writing a bill with few 

major policy changes or additions, other than perhaps a more expansive freight title.  They feel 

that although MAP-21 only authorized two years of funding, it essentially made six-years' worth 

of policy changes and reforms, many of which have not yet been implemented or tested.  Last 

week, the "Big 4" bipartisan leadership of the Senate Environment & Public Works (EPW) 

Committee, chaired by Senator Barbara Boxer (D-CA), which has jurisdiction over the highway 

program, held a press conference to announce their joint reauthorization principles: 

 

 Passing a long-term bill, as opposed to a short-term patch; 

 Maintaining the formulas for existing core programs; 

 Promoting fiscal responsibility by keeping current FY'14 levels of funding, plus inflation; 

 Focusing on policies that expand opportunities for rural areas; 

 Continuing efforts to leverage local resources to accelerate the construction of 

transportation projects, create jobs, and spur economic growth; and, 

 Requiring better information sharing regarding federal grants 

  

The EPW leaders stated that they hope to act on their bill in early May.  They also indicated that 

they will encourage the Banking Committee (which has jurisdiction over transit programs) and 

the Commerce Committee (which has jurisdiction over highway safety programs) to act on their 

portions of the overall bill as soon as possible so that action can move to the Senate Finance 

Committee.  

 

In the House, Transportation &Infrastructure (T&I) Committee Chairman Bill Shuster (R-PA) 

has indicated he wants to write a more expansive reauthorization bill, including a variety of new 

policy initiatives especially in the freight area.  He continues to state that the House will pass a 

reauthorization bill on time, but has not outlined a specific schedule. 

 

On April 8, the Panel on Public-Private Partnerships of the House Committee on Transportation 

and Infrastructure, chaired by Congressman Duncan (R-TN) held a hearing on “The International 

Experience with Public-Private Partnerships.”  Witnesses were Congressman John Delaney (D-

MD); Dr. Larry Blain, Chairman of the Board of Directors, Partnerships British Columbia; David 

Morley, Vice President, Business and Government Strategy, Infrastructure Ontario; Cherian 

George, Managing Director – Americas, Global Infrastructure & Project Finance, Fitch Ratings; 

and, Dr. Matti Siemiatycki, Associate Professor, Geography and Program in Planning, University 



of Toronto. 

 

Across the world there have been thousands of public-private partnerships (P3s) in public 

infrastructure. There are many models that can be classified as P3s. The simplest form includes 

contracting with the private sector to complete a single aspect of an infrastructure project; on the 

other end of the continuum, the private sector designs, builds, finances, operates, and maintains 

the infrastructure project. P3s have been a tool used by governments to deliver needed public 

infrastructure for centuries. Canals, ferries, rail, water systems, and roads have been built 

privately in exchange for tariff or toll-raising authority or government paid capacity-based 

revenue streams to private entities. Between 2008 and 2013, governments around the world 

signed approximately 158 P3 agreements, with a total project value of $160 billion. Most of 

these agreements represent the design, build, finance, and operate model, which has been limited 

in the United States compared to other countries. Only 15 of the 158 P3s were in the United 

States.    

 

 

President’s Proposed MAP-21 Reauthorization Bill 

 

U.S. Transportation Secretary Foxx yesterday unveiled a long-term transportation bill the 

Administration is sending to Congress for consideration as the House and Senate face looming 

deadlines to avoid the economic uncertainty and job loss that would ensue if the Highway Trust 

Fund runs out of money this summer. The GROW AMERICA Act reflects President Obama’s 

vision for a four-year surface transportation reauthorization bill that would create millions of 

jobs and lay the foundation for long-term competitiveness, rebuilding crumbling roads and 

bridges while providing much-needed certainty for local and state governments and addressing 

the country’s future needs.  The following is an overview of the proposal as prepared by the 

Department of Transportation.                                                                 

 

Specifically, the GROW AMERICA Act will provide -- 

 $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 GROW 

AMERICA Act 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.  

 Tools and resources to encourage regional coordination and local decisionmaking. The 

proposal includes policy reforms to incentivize improved regional coordination by 

Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs), which are local communities’ main voice 

in transportation planning. The GROW AMERICA Act also strengthens local decision 

making in allocating Federal funding so that local communities can better realize their 

vision for improved mobility. High-performing large MPOs will be granted control of a 

larger portion of funds under two federal transportation programs – the Surface 

Transportation Program (STP) and the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) – and 

these MPOs will also receive funds through a set aside under the new Fixing and 

Accelerating Surface Transportation (FAST) program. 

The GROW AMERICA Act will expand economic growth, and create jobs and new 

opportunities for Americans. The President is dedicated to enhancing opportunity for all 

Americans and US businesses by investing in transportation projects that better connect 

communities to centers of employment, education, and other critical services. The GROW 

AMERICA Act will -   

 Support ladders of opportunity to the middle class. Today, 45 percent of Americans lack 

access to public transportation, limiting the options of many Americans to jobs, education 

and other necessities.  The GROW AMERICA Act will provide improved access to safer 

and less expensive transportation options for millions of Americans in part by investing 

$72 billion in public transportation and expanding transportation options for millions of 

Americans. This proposal includes $2 billion for an innovative Rapid Growth Area 

Transit Program to provide new bus rapid transit and other multimodal solutions for 

rapidly growing regions.  The GROW AMERICA Act includes $245 million for 

workforce development to enhance the size, diversity, and skills of our Nation’s 

construction and transportation workforce through collaborative partnerships with the 

U.S. Department of Labor, States, and non-governmental organizations.    

 Provide $10 billion for a multi-modal freight program that strengthens America’s exports 

and trade. The U.S. transportation system moves more than 52 million tons worth nearly 

$46 billion each day, or almost 40 tons of freight per person per year, and freight tonnage 

is expected to increase 62 percent by 2040.  The GROW AMERICA Act will help 

improve the operation of our transportation system to move freight while making critical 

investments to accommodate this future growth in part through providing $10 billion over 

four year to establish a new multimodal freight grant program to fund innovative rail, 

highway, and port projects that will improve the efficient movement of goods across the 

country.  The GROW AMERICA Act will also give shippers and transportation providers 

a real seat at the table for making investment decisions and incentivizes States to 

collaborate and establish longterm freight strategic plans.  

 Provide $19 billion in dedicated funding for rail programs. The proposal also includes 

nearly $5 of billion annually for high performance and passenger rail programs with a 



focus on improving the connections between key regional city pairs and high traffic 

corridors throughout the country. 

The GROW AMERICA Act will provide more bang-for-the-buck through innovative project 

finance and delivery improvements. In a time of tight fiscal and budgetary constraints, the 

President’s proposal includes a number of measures to ensure that the American public is getting 

most out of Federal transportation infrastructure investments that lead to better outcomes for all 

Americans. 

 

The GROW AMERICA Act will -- 

 Utilize competitive funding to spur innovation. The proposal will provide $5 billion over 

four years - an increase of more than 100 percent - for the highly successfully TIGER 

competitive grant program and $4 billion embedded in the highway and transit requests 

for a competitive grant program called Fixing and Accelerating Surface Transportation 

(or "FAST").  Modeled after the Department of Education’s Race to the Top program, 

FAST will award States, Tribes, and MPOs that adopt bold, innovative strategies and best 

practices in transportation that would have long-term impact on all projects across the 

transportation programs.    

 Improve project delivery and the Federal permitting and regulatory review process. The 

GROW AMERICA Act will build on recent efforts to expedite project approval timelines 

while delivering better outcomes for communities and the environment.  The proposal 

expands on a series of successful efforts by the Administration to expedite high priority 

projects and identify best practices to guide future efforts without undermining bedrock 

environmental laws or public engagement.  Not only will important projects break ground 

faster, but the increased level of transparency and accountability will lead to delivering 

better environmental outcomes, as the proposal will improve interagency coordination by 

advancing concurrent, rather than sequential, project reviews and will improve 

transparency of project reviews and timelines through online “dashboards.”  It will also 

increase flexibility for recipients to use Federal transportation funds to support 

environmental reviews, and help to integrate overlapping requirements.  

 Incentivize cost effective investments. The proposal will strengthen the performance 

incentives to maintain safety and conditions of good repair, and expand research and 

technology activities in order to improve the productivity of our transportation systems, 

thereby increasing taxpayer return on investment.  

 Provide $4 billion to attract private investment in transportation infrastructure. The 

Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA) program leverages 

Federal dollars by facilitating private participation in transportation projects and 

encouraging innovative financing mechanisms that help advance projects more quickly. 

 The GROW AMERICA Act calls for $4 billion in funding over four years, which is 

estimated to support $40 billion in loans.   The GROW America Act will strengthen the 

Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing (RRIF) financing Program by 

reducing the cost of obtaining a loan, making RRIF more accessible to short line and 

regional railroads. The proposal will raise the cap of Private Activity Bonds (PABs) to 

$19 billion, making room for more projects considering a public-private partnership 

approach to be able to take advantage of this cost-saving tool. 



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 

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 our 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. The Administration is putting forward this pro-growth financing plan to 

encourage bipartisan efforts to support a visionary infrastructure plan, but is open to all ideas for 

how to achieve this important objective, and will work closely with Members of Congress of 

both parties on a solution that will invest in more job creating transportation projects.  

  

 

President’s Proposed FY15 Transportation Budget 

 

To review, the following is a breakdown of the President’s $302B* proposed “transportation 

plan.” The numbers below are rounded which explains why the total is slightly higher than 

$302B. Note: this is a proposal. It needs the enactment of a law to effectuate it. As you may 

recall, the President has proposed in the past a number of major infrastructure bills. None have 

been enacted into law. Also, the Congress will be addressing all of the following issues within 

the context of the reauthorization of MAP-21 that will expire Sept. 30, 2014: 

  

$206 billion to invest in the highway system and road safety. The proposal will increase the 

amount of highway funds by 22 percent annually, for a total of about $199 billion over the four 

years. The proposal would also provide more than $7 billion to improve safety for all users of 

highways and roads; 

 

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

average transit spending by nearly 70 percent annually, for a total program of $72 billion over 

four years, which will enable the expansion of new projects (e.g., light rail, street cars, bus rapid 

transit, etc.) in suburbs, fast-growing cities, small towns, and aging rural communities, while still 

maintaining existing transit systems;  

 

$19 billion in dedicated funding for rail programs. The proposal also includes nearly $5 of billion 

annually for high performance and passenger rail programs with a focus on improving the 

connections between key regional city pairs and high traffic corridors throughout the country;  

 

$9 billion in competitive funding to spur innovation. The proposal will make permanent and 

provide $5 billion over four years, an increase of more than 100 percent, for the TIGER 

competitive grant program and propose $4 billion of competitively awarded funding over four 

years to incentivize innovation and local policy reforms to encourage better performance, 



productivity, and cost-effectiveness in transportation systems; 

 

Encouraging coordination and local decision making. The proposal includes policy reforms to 

incentivize improved regional coordination and strengthen local decision making in allocating 

Federal funding so that local communities can better realize their vision for improved mobility;  

 

More than $2.6 billion and policy reforms to support the creation of ladders of opportunity. The 

proposal will include policy reforms to enhance existing highway and transit programs that help 

to create ladders of opportunity. Within the overall transit spending, the proposal provides $2.2 

billion for a new bus rapid transit program for rapidly growing regions. It also includes $400 

million to enhance the size, diversity, and skills of our nation’s construction workforce, while 

providing support for local hiring efforts and encouraging States to use their On-the-Job training 

funds more effectively; 

 

$10 billion for a new freight program to strengthening America’s exports and trade. The 

President’s proposal will also create a new multimodal freight grant program – in partnership 

with State and local officials and private sector and labor representatives – for rail, highway, and 

port projects that address the greatest needs for the efficient movement of goods across the 

country and abroad;   

 

Improving project delivery and the Federal permitting and regulatory review process. The 

proposal will further advance and introduce new reforms to the project delivery system through a 

range of activities that institutionalize best practices and insights from the President’s previous 

Executive Orders and Presidential Memorandums to cut project timelines in half for major 

infrastructure projects by modernizing the Federal government’s infrastructure permitting and 

regulatory review process; 

 

Building more resilient communities. Building on the Sandy Task Force recommendations, the 

proposal will also encourage more resilient designs for highway, transit, and rail infrastructure, 

and smarter transportation planning to reduce fuel use and conserve energy; 

 

Encouraging and incentivizing cost effective investments. The proposal will strengthen the 

performance incentives to maintain safety and conditions of good repair, and expand research 

and technology activities in order to improve the productivity of our transportation systems, 

thereby increasing taxpayer return on investment; and, 

 

$4 billion to attract private investment in transportation infrastructure. The proposal calls for 

continued funding of $1 billion in annual credit subsidy for the  TIFIA loan program that, similar 

to other Administration proposals such as capitalizing a National Infrastructure Bank, creating 

American Fast Forward bonds, or enacting Foreign Investment in Real Property Tax Act 

(FIRPTA) reforms, will facilitate increased private investment in transportation infrastructure 

while protecting taxpayer interests. 

 

* The President’s plan is funded by dedicating $150 billion in one-time transition revenue from 

pro-growth business tax reform to address the funding crisis facing the surface transportation 

programs and increase infrastructure investment. According to CBO, this amount is sufficient to 



not only fill the current funding gap in the Highway Trust Fund, but also increase surface 

transportation investment over current projected levels by nearly $90 billion over the next four 

years. 

 

In addition to the above, the President announced that the U.S. Department of Transportation is 

making available $600 million in TIGER competitive grants to fund transportation projects. The 

TIGER grant program, which was initially funded as part of the American Recovery and 

Reinvestment Act, was recently funded in the bipartisan Consolidated Appropriations Act, 

signed by the President on January 17, 2014. According to the Department, the 2014 TIGER 

program will place an emphasis on projects that support reliable, safe, and affordable 

transportation options that improve connections for urban, suburban, and rural communities with 

priority placed on projects that make it easier  to get to jobs, school, and other opportunities, 

promote neighborhood revitalization and business expansion, and reconnect neighborhoods that 

are unnaturally divided by physical barriers such as highways and railroads. Successful projects 

will be those with the potential to improve economic competitiveness and create jobs, improve 

the condition of existing transportation systems, improve quality of life by increasing 

transportation options, improve energy efficiency, reduce fuel consumption and encourage 

resiliency, and/or improve the safety of our transportation systems. In addition to supporting 

capital grants, Congress provided the Transportation Department with the flexibility to use up to 

$35 million of the 2014 TIGER funds for planning grants for the first time since 2010. These 

funds can be used to support the planning of innovative transportation solutions, as well as 

regional transportation planning, freight and port planning, housing and land use development, 

and resiliency efforts that improve efficiency and sustainable community development. 

 

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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March 28, 2014 

 

To: Celia McAdam 

From: Sante and Michael Esposito 

Subject: March Monthly Report 

 

MAP-21 Reauthorization: House of Representatives 

 

Chairman Shuster announced previously that he wants a bill passed by the House by the August 

recess in order to allow sufficient time to conference with the Senate by the September 31 

expiration date. He anticipates making substantive changes to the current stricture of the Federal-

aid highway program.  

 

On March 5, the Panel on Public-Private Partnerships of the House Committee on Transportation 

and Infrastructure met to receive testimony on the role public-private partnerships play in the 

delivery of highway and transit projects. The Panel heard testimony from Joseph Kile, Assistant 

Director for Microeconomic Studies, Congressional Budget Office; James M. Bass, Interim 

Director and Chief Financial Officer, Texas Department of Transportation; Phillip Washington, 

General Manager, Regional Transportation District; and Richard Fierce, Senior Vice President, 

Flour, on behalf of the Associated General Contractors of America. Public-Private Partnerships 

(P3s) are contractual agreements between public- and private sector entities that allow for the 

procurement and delivery of a facility or service for public use. P3s vary widely in their 

structure, resulting in a range of involvement, scope of responsibility, and degree of risk assumed 

by the private sector in the project.  

 

The surface transportation system provides the physical platform to move people and goods, 

which facilitates economic growth and job creation, ensures global competitiveness, and 

supports national security. In addition, it affords Americans a good quality of life by enabling 

them to get to work, conduct business, and visit family and friends. The vast majority of this 

system has been built via traditional delivery methods, whereby public entities, such as state 

departments of transportation, local governments, and public transit agencies are responsible for 

designing, engineering, constructing, maintaining, and operating surface transportation assets. 

The funding for highway and transit projects has been derived from various sources, including, 

but not limited to, federal funding, state funding, local funding, and proceeds from municipal 
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bond markets. However, public entities have begun to utilize public-private partnerships to 

address their highway and transit needs. 

 

 On March 12, The Subcommittee on Highways and Transit of the House Committee on 

Transportation and Infrastructure met to receive testimony related to implementing MAP-21 and 

the FY15  Budget Request for Surface Transportation. At the hearing  the Subcommittee 

reviewed the progress of the U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) toward implementing 

MAP-21 and the DOT’s surface transportation priorities for FY15 as contained in the President’s 

Budget. The Subcommittee heard from Acting Under Secretary for Policy Peter Rogoff;  Acting 

Administrator Greg Nadeau of the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA);  Acting 

Administrator Therese McMillan of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA);  Administrator 

Anne Ferro of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (FMCSA); and,  Acting 

Administrator David Friedman of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 

(NHTSA). On March 5th, the President released his fiscal year 2015 budget request for the 

Department.  The request also included the Administration’s vision for a four-year, $302 billion 

surface transportation reauthorization bill.   

 

On March 13,Transportation and Infrastructure Committee Chairman Shuster and Committee 

leaders convened a bipartisan roundtable meeting to discuss the perspective of non-federal 

partners and their policy priorities for the next surface transportation reauthorization bill. Federal 

surface transportation programs were most recently reauthorized in the Moving Ahead for 

Progress in the 21st Century Act, which was enacted on July 6, 2012.  MAP-21 expires in 

September, and this roundtable is part of the Committee’s ongoing process for developing the 

next bill. In addition to Members of the Committee, roundtable participants included: Frederick 

G. “Bud” Wright, Executive Director, American Association of State Highway and 

Transportation Officials (AASHTO);  Michael Melaniphy, President and CEO, American Public 

Transportation Association (APTA);  DeLania Hardy, Executive Director, Association of 

Metropolitan Planning Organizations (AMPO); and, Matthew Chase, Executive Director, 

National Association of Counties (NACo). 

 

MAP-21 Reauthorization: The Senate 

 

Chairman Boxer announced previously that she wants a draft bill by next month. All indications 

are that the Committee is on target for doing so. While Boxer’s preference is basically to extend 

the current MAP-21 for the next five to six years with some technical changes, her deliberations 

with Ranking Member Vitter might result in a different outcome. 

 

On March 6,, the U.S. Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation’s 

Subcommittee on Surface Transportation and Merchant Marine Infrastructure, Safety, and 

Security held a hearing titled, “Enhancing Our Rail Safety: Current Challenges for Passenger and 

Freight Rail.” The hearing examined the current state of safety on the nation’s passenger and 

freight rail networks, including a discussion of recent high-profile rail accidents, positive train 

control implementation, and other key safety challenges. Witnesses were: Joseph Szabo, 

Administrator, Federal Railroad Administration; Cynthia Quarterman, Administrator, Pipeline 

and Hazardous Materials Safety Administration; Christopher Hart, Vice Chairman, National 

Transportation Safety Board; Geoffrey Blackwell, Chief, Office of Native Affairs and Policy, 



Federal Communications Commission; Prentiss Searles, Group Director, Downstream and 

Industry Operations,  American Petroleum Institute; and,  Ed Hamberger, President and Chief 

Executive Officer, Association of American Railroads. 

 

Also on March 6, the Senate Committee on Banking, Housing and Urban Affairs held a hearing 

on “MAP-21 Reauthorization: The Federal Role and Current Challenges to Public 

Transportation.” The witnesses will be: The Honorable Gregory H. Hughes, Chairman, Board of 

Trustees, Utah Transit Authority and Majority Whip, Utah House of Representatives; Mr. 

Michael P. Melaniphy, President, American Public Transportation Association; Ms. Barbara K. 

Cline, President, Board of Directors, Community Transportation Association of America, and 

Executive Director, Prairie Hills Transit; and Mr. Larry Hanley, International President, 

Amalgamated Transit Union. 

 

On March 27, the Senate Environment and Public Works Committee held a hearing on “State 

and Local Perspectives on Transportation Priorities and Funding. The Committee heard from 

state and local officials and transportation stakeholders about the importance of Federal 

transportation funding and their priorities for the reauthorization of MAP-21. The witnesses were 

Michael Lewis, Director, Rhode Island Department of Transportation; Sue Minter, Deputy 

Secretary, Vermont Agency of Transportation; Greg Ballard, Mayor, City of Indianapolis, 

Indiana; Mick Cornett, Mayor, Oklahoma City; Bill Fontenot, President, St. Landry’s Parish, 

Louisiana; John Wilcox, Chairman, Converse County Commission, Wyoming; and, Dave Gula, 

Principal Partner, Wilmington Area Planning Council, Delaware. 

 

 

 

Highway Trust Fund; Pending Shortfall 

 

According to the US Department of Transportation, and the Congressional Budget Office it is 

likely that the Highway Trust Fund’s Highway Account will run out of money in late July, just 

over a month before FY14 ends. The Highway Trust Fund is the principal mechanism for 

funding Federal highway and transit programs through revenue generated by user fees like the 

Federal gas tax. The Highway Account is projected to end the fiscal year in September 2014 

$700 million in the hole. DOT and CBO note that the shortfall is two weeks earlier than last 

month’s figures, which showed the anticipated red ink in the second or third week of August. 

The transportation funding crisis is of particular concern for transportation projects throughout 

the nation. 

 

President’s Proposed FY15 Transportation Budget 

 

The following is a breakdown of the President’s $302B* proposed “transportation plan.” The 

numbers below are rounded which explains why the total is slightly higher than $302B. Note: 

this is a proposal. It needs the enactment of a law to effectuate it. As you may recall, the 

President has proposed in the past a number of major infrastructure bills. None have been 

enacted into law. Also, the Congress will be addressing all of the following issues within the 

context of the reauthorization of MAP-21 which will expire Sept. 30, 2014. 

  



$206 billion to invest in the highway system and road safety. The proposal will increase the 

amount of highway funds by 22 percent annually, for a total of about $199 billion over the four 

years. The proposal would also provide more than $7 billion to improve safety for all users of 

 highways and roads. 

 

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

average transit spending by nearly 70 percent annually, for a total program of $72 billion over 

four years, which will enable the expansion of new projects (e.g., light rail, street cars, bus rapid 

transit, etc.) in suburbs, fast-growing cities, small towns, and aging rural communities, while still 

maintaining existing transit systems.  

 

$19 billion in dedicated funding for rail programs. The proposal also includes nearly $5 of billion 

annually for high performance and passenger rail programs with a focus on improving the 

connections between key regional city pairs and high traffic corridors throughout the country.  

 

$9 billion in competitive funding to spur innovation. The proposal will make permanent and 

provide $5 billion over four years, an increase of more than 100 percent, for the TIGER 

competitive grant program and propose $4 billion of competitively awarded funding over four 

years to incentivize innovation and local policy reforms to encourage better performance, 

productivity, and cost-effectiveness in transportation systems. 

 

Encouraging coordination and local decision making. The proposal includes policy reforms to 

incentivize improved regional coordination and strengthen local decision making in allocating 

Federal funding so that local communities can better realize their vision for improved mobility.  

 

More than $2.6 billion and policy reforms to support the creation of ladders of opportunity. The 

proposal will include policy reforms to enhance existing highway and transit programs that help 

to create ladders of opportunity. Within the overall transit spending, the proposal provides $2.2 

billion for a new bus rapid transit program for rapidly growing regions. It also includes $400 

million to enhance the size, diversity, and skills of our nation’s construction workforce, while 

providing support for local hiring efforts and encouraging States to use their On-the-Job training 

funds more effectively. 

 

$10 billion for a new freight program to strengthening America’s exports and trade. The 

President’s proposal will also create a new  multimodal freight grant program – in partnership 

with State and local officials and private sector and labor representatives – for rail, highway, and 

port projects that address the greatest needs for the efficient movement of goods across the 

country and abroad.   

 

Improving project delivery and the Federal permitting and regulatory review process. The 

proposal will further advance and introduce new reforms to the project delivery system through a 

range of activities that institutionalize best practices and insights from the President’s previous 

Executive Orders and Presidential Memorandums to cut project timelines in half for major 

infrastructure projects by modernizing the Federal government’s infrastructure permitting and 

regulatory review process. 

 



Building more resilient communities. Building on the Sandy Task Force recommendations, the 

proposal will also encourage more resilient designs for highway, transit, and rail infrastructure, 

and smarter transportation planning to reduce fuel use and conserve energy. 

 

Encouraging and incentivizing cost effective investments. The proposal will strengthen the 

performance incentives to maintain safety and conditions of good repair, and expand research 

and technology activities in order to improve the productivity of our transportation systems, 

thereby increasing taxpayer return on investment. 

 

$4 billion to attract private investment in transportation infrastructure. The proposal calls for 

continued funding of $1 billion in annual credit subsidy for the  TIFIA loan program that, similar 

to other Administration proposals such as capitalizing a National Infrastructure Bank, creating 

American Fast Forward bonds, or enacting Foreign Investment in Real Property Tax Act 

(FIRPTA) reforms, will facilitate increased private investment in transportation infrastructure 

while protecting taxpayer interests. 

 

* The President’s plan is funded by dedicating $150 billion in one-time transition revenue from 

pro-growth business tax reform to address the funding crisis facing the surface transportation 

programs and increase infrastructure investment. According to CBO, this amount is sufficient to 

not only fill the current funding gap in the Highway Trust Fund, but increase surface 

transportation investment over current projected levels by nearly $90 billion over the next four 

years. 

 

In addition to the above, the President announced that the U.S. Department of Transportation is 

making available $600 million in TIGER competitive grants to fund transportation projects. The 

TIGER grant program, which was initially funded as part of the American Recovery and 

Reinvestment Act, was recently funded in the bipartisan Consolidated Appropriations Act, 

signed by the President on January 17, 2014. According to the Department, the 2014 TIGER 

program will place an emphasis on projects that support reliable, safe, and affordable 

transportation options that improve connections for urban, suburban, and rural communities with 

priority  placed  on projects that make it easier  to get to jobs, school, and other opportunities, 

promote neighborhood revitalization and business expansion, and reconnect neighborhoods that 

are unnaturally divided by physical barriers such as highways and railroads. Successful projects 

 will be those with the potential to improve economic competitiveness and create jobs, improve 

the condition of existing transportation systems, improve quality of life by increasing 

transportation options, improve energy efficiency, reduce fuel consumption and encourage 

resiliency, and/or improve the safety of our transportation systems. In addition  to supporting 

capital grants, Congress provided the Transportation Department  with the flexibility to use up to 

$35 million of the 2014 TIGER funds for planning grants for the first time since 2010. These 

funds can be used to support the planning of innovative transportation solutions, as well as 

regional transportation planning, freight and port planning, housing and land use development, 

and resiliency efforts that improve efficiency and sustainable community development.  

 

DC Meetings 

 



On March 19, Chairman Holmes and Executive Director McAdam held a series of meetings in 

DC with congressional delegation, Senate Committee staff and staff of the U.S. Department of 

Transportation (see attached itinerary). Federal Advocates accompanied them at the meetings. 

The purposes of the meeting were to introduce the Agency; address its  2014 Legislative 

Program; inquire as to the direction and t8ming of MAP-21 reauthorization; and, to garner 

various information on the TIGER and TIFIA programs. 

    

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.  



Capitol Corridor Service Performance ‐ March 2014 

Service Performance Overview 
In March 2014, both ridership and revenue for the Capitol Corridor were below last year’s March‐ 
results by 1.7% and 3.5% respectively.  A total of 118,518 passengers rode Capitol Corridor trains in 
March 2014. The ridership decrease was primarily due to the fact that Easter fell at the end of March in 
2013 (compared to mid‐April this year) and because of residual night‐time track work performed by 
Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) between Richmond and Martinez.  This track work required substituting 
the two last weekday trains (#548 and #551) with buses between Oakland and Sacramento and was 
completed in mid‐March instead of February as originally planned. 
 
Despite the track upgrade program, On‐Time Performance (OTP) was an admirable 95%, resulting in a 
year‐to‐date (YTD) OTP of 95%, which keeps the Capitol Corridor on top of the leader board in the 
Amtrak system.  The Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA) extends our appreciation to UPRR 
for performing this much needed state‐of‐good repair work at night instead of midday, which would 
have meant running fewer trains, potentially resulting in larger ridership losses. 
 
The operating ratio was 57% in March 2014; however, the YTD ratio is at 51%, below the expected 53% 
due to YTD revenues being below projection. 
 

 
 
The CCJPA continues to address ridership losses at specific stations and trains in the following ways: 
 
   ∙            Trains serving Placer County stations (one in each direction): In meetings with local transit bus 
agencies in Placer County, we’ve identified challenges in coordinating schedules and fares with the 
one Capitol Corridor train to/from Sacramento. Staff is currently working with Amtrak on various fare 
plans to address these challenges. 
 
   ∙            Sacramento station: At a second meeting at the site in late March, we identified potential near‐
term parking locations that are closer to the station than the existing ones.  The group will be sure to 
develop such plans in conjunction with Sacramento Regional Transit's efforts to relocate the current 
light‐rail platform closer to the tunnel entrance. 
 
   ∙            Weekend trains: The February 17, 2014 timetable change included later start times for the late‐
night train (weekday and weekend) out of the Bay Area to Sacramento in order to provide return travel 
options for Capitol Corridor passengers attending weekday Oakland A’s and Raiders night games, as well 
as weekend evening events in San Francisco, San Jose, and Oakland. Despite this schedule change, 
March 2014 weekend ridership was 4% below March 2013 weekend counts.  This was, however, only 
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the first full month with this new schedule. We will continue to review how the weekend trains perform 
throughout the summer and possibly make adjustments in July/August 2014 in conjunction with the 
opening of the new Levi's/49ers Stadium near the Santa Clara/Great America station. 
 
FY2015 Amtrak Operating Forecast Budget 
On March 31, 2014, the CCJPA received the forecast from Amtrak for the FY2015 Capitol Corridor 
operating budget.  The total budget (which includes an equipment capital charge for the use of Amtrak 
locomotives used on the corridor) is $32.264 million versus $29.331 million in the FY2014 operating 
contract, an increase of $2.933 million primarily due to $2.745 million in lower forecast revenues and 
$0.275 million for the Amtrak locomotive usage fee.  Operating expenses remain relatively flat for 
FY2015 versus FY2014 budgeted expenses.  Over the next couple of months, the CCJPA will be working 
with Amtrak to make operational changes (e.g. consist sizing, revised train schedules) to increase 
revenues and/or reduce operating costs.  These efforts will also involve Caltrans, which manages the 
other two California Intercity Passenger Rail (CIPR) services, as well as the California State 
Transportation Agency (CalSTA), which will be allocating the state funds to the CCJPA for the operation, 
marketing, and administration of the Capitol Corridor IPR service. 
 
Cap and Trade Revenue Proposals: Investment in the CIPR Services ‐ The Governor’s Draft FY2014‐15 
budget includes $300 million in revenues from Cap and Trade auction proceeds for the Rail 
Modernization Program. The $300 million would be split – $250 million for the California High Speed Rail 
Authority to start construction of a high speed train system in the Central Valley, and $50 million for 
Caltrans’ allocation of competitive grants for existing rail transit agencies to integrate rail systems and 
provide connectivity to high speed rail. 
 
CCJPA sent a letter, based on input provided by the CCJPA Board at its February 19, 2014 meeting, to 
Assembly Member Bloom (Chair of the Budget Subcommittee #3) and Senator Beall (Chair of the Budget 
Subcommittee #2) stating that the $50 million available to over 13 eligible rail transit services/agencies 
is unlikely to provide significant tangible benefits, and that the FY2014‐15 Rail Modernization Program 
account should be increased tenfold, to $500 million from Cap and Trade revenues. The increased 
account could be distributed using a programmatic formula that is fair and equitable and would provide 
enough funds to allow the state’s passenger rail network and rail transit services to expand rail service 
levels to meet growing passenger demand, reduce greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation 
sector, and support sustainability programs in our communities. 
 
Select Committee on Passenger Rail (Senate and Assembly) The Select Committee had its first hearing 
on March 19, 2014. Positive feedback was received from those in attendance, as well as those who 
participated.  Speakers included CalSTA Secretary Brian Kelly; Caltrans Director Malcolm Dougherty; the 
leadership/chairs and vice chairs of the CIPR agencies; Metrolink and ACE executives; members of the 
RailPAC advocacy group;, and members of the public, including riders from the CIPR trains.  A key theme 
throughout the hearing was the need for  a steady, reliable, and sustained capital/operating funding 
source to support the continued success of the three existing CIPR services, which represent three of 
five busiest Amtrak routes, and to allow for the implementation of emerging IPR corridor services in the 
Central Coast and Inland Empire.  A second hearing is planned later in the spring (perhaps May). 
 
Customer Service Program Upgrades 
 
   ∙            CCJPA Bicycle Access Program: A key element of CCJPA’s Bicycle Access Plan, the retrofitting of 
cab cars to increase bike storage in the Northern California fleet, has been completed. Before the Bicycle 
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Access Program can be fully launched however, each of these cab cars must be installed with Positive 
Train Control hardware, which is scheduled for completion in June 2014. This will allow each Capitol 
Corridor train to have a cab/bike car (the 8300‐series or 6400‐series) and a coach/bike car (the 8200 
series) in the first (and last?) position of each weekday train consist, nearly doubling the storage capacity 
(from 15 to 29 spaces) for bikes on each train. For at‐station bicycle amenities, which are also part of the 
Bicycle Access Plan, the CCJPA is completing the funding request materials, specifically the 
environmental documentation, to obtain $556,000 from the California Transportation Commission (CTC) 
to install the eLockers and folding bicycle rental systems. CTC action is anticipated no later than May 
2014. 
 
   ∙            Bike to Work Activities: Capitol Corridor is supporting a variety of Bike to Work Day activities 
this year. Our participation reinforces Capitol Corridor’s larger efforts to improve the connectivity 
between bicycling and ridership on Capitol Corridor trains and encourage weekend and midweek 
ridership among bicyclists who might otherwise need to drive to their bicycling destinations. Our plans 
for participation include: Sponsorship of 2013‐14 Chinook Book coupon book and mobile app being 
distributed at downtown Oakland’s Energizer Station all day on May 8;  cross‐promotion of Bay Area 
Bike Month events via social media, the website, and CC Rail Mail; participation in downtown 
Sacramento’s Bike Fest the morning of May 8; partnership with Yolo County Convention & Visitors 
Bureau – Capitol Corridor will sponsor an expected 50 to 100 one‐way train trips from Davis to 
Sacramento in partnership with the Yolo County Convention & Visitors Bureau; Tour de Cluck – Capitol 
Corridor will help promote (via social media primarily) this unique Sacramento biking event that 
involves biking to local chicken coops; update of bike page and more prominent positioning of the page 
on the Capitol Corridor website; and creation of a  Spoke n’ Word blog post focusing on Bike Month 
events within Capitol Corridor’s service area. 
 
Safety Initiatives 
 
∙            Safety Fences: With the approval of Phase 2 of the 2013 Fencing and Security Enhancements 
project, a total of 15,802 feet of fencing will be constructed along the Capitol Corridor in 2014. 
 
   ∙            Positive Train Control. Installation of the PTC equipment on the state‐owned equipment is 
currently proceeding with all locomotives equipped and installation on cab cars underway (~85% 
complete). The completion date has slipped from April to early June 2014.  
 
   ∙            Station Access Safety Improvements. A station‐by‐station site analysis has been performed to 
identify a suite of upgrades to lighting, signage, and access at all 17 stations. A program of work is 
scheduled to begin in early May at the Davis station. This work was originally planned to start a few 
weeks earlier, but was delayed due to early April rainstorms and the need to secure railroad safety  
workers to protect workers within the railroad right‐of‐way and at the station platforms. 
 
Project Updates 
 
   ∙            Sacramento to Roseville Third Track Environmental Review/Preliminary Engineering:  The 
project team reached agreement on the alignment of the planned third track and the selection of the 
location of the Roseville station and the layover facility at its current location. They are now proceeding 
with the release of a Notice of Preparation (NOP), which launches the environmental documentation, in 
May 2014.  Extensive public participation will be included in the NOP, with meetings in the Roseville and 
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Sacramento areas, plus an extensive online presence with public tools and participation opportunities 
for people to provide feedback on the project. 
 
   ∙            Oakland‐San Jose Phase 2 Track Project. CCJPA staff is set to begin pre‐development work with 
the selected consultant team. Initial efforts include review of prior proposed projects, ridership and 
revenue analysis based on planned service increases to/from San Jose, and environmental screening of 
the proposed projects. 
 
Outlook 
 
Closing: Ridership for the Capitol Corridor in the first half of FY2014 (October 2013‐March 2014) is 
slightly below [‐0.8%] FY2013 ridership during the same period, and revenue trails by 3% . While fuel 
expenses and other costs are slightly under budget, the ridership decline has resulted in greater losses in 
revenues, contributing to a system operating ratio of 51% rather than the forecasted 53%. Other key 
service performance metrics — on‐time performance and customer satisfaction — are #1 and #5 in the 
Amtrak system. UPRR has been able to meet its goal for OTP on the Capitol Corridor and are rightly 
receiving their OTP incentive payments. Staff continues to work with Amtrak to develop scheduling 
options that will improve system performance for the Capitol Corridor (increased ridership/revenues, 
reduced operating costs), while keeping the operation of the trains safe, reliable, and customer‐focused. 
 
CIPR leaders will continue to work with Senator Jackson and other legislators, as well as the Governor's 
agencies to ensure that the Capitol Corridor and other successful CIPR services receive their fair share of 
the proposed Cap and Trade revenues for investment in projects to enhance and improve the efficiency 
and operation of services, while also helping to meet the state's clean air goals and implement 
sustainable community strategies. 
 
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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Grab your bike and 
head out to the 
Auburn 'Bike Festival 
BY MATIHEW WHITLEY 
SPECIAL TO THE AUBURN JOURNAL 

M
ay is National Bike 
Month, and to kick off the 
celebration, the Sierra 

Foothills Cycling Club is putting 
on the family-friendly Auburn 
Bike Festival. now in its second 
year. 

The club's mission is to share 
their passion for bicycle riding, 
and whether you're a novice or 
an experienced rider, they want 
to show everyone how much 
fun it is to ride in the Sierra 
foothills, be it to work or just for 
enjoyment. 

The Sierra Foothill Cycling 
Club, now in its fourth year, 
with around 300 members, is 
hosting the event from 10 a.m. 
to 2 p.m. Saturday at the 
Auburn Recreation Park picnic 
area, at 123 Recreation Drive in 
Auburn. The free event will 
include a 1.5-mile family ride 
(ages 6 and up) through Old 
Town Auburn, led by Police 
Chief John Ruffcorn at 10:30 
a.m., and another 0.7-mile ride 
for kids at 11:30 a.m. on the 
park trail. 

Maki Heating and Air will be 
donating medals to kids that 
complete the course. Addition
ally, there will be free barbecue 
for everyone who registers and 
participates; the Sierra Foothills 
Cycling Club is donating the 
food, though donations are 
always welcome. Local bike 
shops will also be on hand, 
demonstrating and selling bike
related merchandise, as well as 
providing minor bike repairs 
and providing information on 

Celebrate the cycle 

COURTESY PHOTOS 

The 2.5-mile family bike round rolls through Old Town Auburn last year. 

Cyclists take on one of the more challenging rides. 

maintaining your bicycle. 
The Sierra Foothills Cycling 

Club will also be hosting three 

different rides led by club mem
bers: 20, 35 and 50 miles, in dif
ferent areas of the foothills, 

What: Bike riges;and bc;u:be
cue, demos imtJiliifo> ··.· • 
When; 10 q;rn. t(il'2 p:m.· sat~· 
urC:Jay;ApriJ26 .• .... · . ...... . 
Where: Auburn Recreation · 
Park,,:l23 Recreati;on Drive 
Info: dbennett_3.3@ 
yahoo.com,· sfcydists.or'g, 
mayisbikemcinth.com .. 

from Loomis to Meadow Vista. 
The club asks that you pre-reg
ister so they can better arrange 

Dennis Bennett, 
of the Sierra 

Foothills Cycling 

Club 

the tour and 
food accord
ingly; howev
er, no one will 
be turned 
away that day. 
All the races 
will begin at 
Auburn 
Recreation 
Park. 

For those 
who join in on 

the long rides, vehicles will be 
available to pick up anyone 
who is 
unable to finish or has any bike 
problems. A representative 
from the Placer County Trans
portation and Planning Agency 
will be on hand to sign up peo
ple who want to register and log 
their miles. 

In conjunction with the May
isBikeMonth.com website, resi
dents and many area business
es are competing to log the 
most miles biked in the month 
of May. 

You can track your mileage 
and others on the website. 
Challenge your family or your 
co-workers to see who can 
complete the most miles. 

In addition to the Auburn 
Bike Festival, the Amgen bicycle 
tour will be coming through 
Auburn in May. Bike season is 
here. The weather is fantastic
now is the time to hop on a 
bike, make some new friends 
and find some new places to 
ride. 

To register for one of the rides 
and see the bike tour routes, go 
to sfcyclists.org or email Dennis 
Bennett at dbennett_33@ 
yahoo. com. Include number of 
people attending, number of 
people riding, and which ride 
you're interested in participat
ing. To log your miles, go to 
mayisbikemonth.com. 

~ 

0 
00 
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March 27, 2014 

Interstate 80 overpass clearnace project on· track 

continued from A 1 
Caltrans spokeswoman 

Rochelle Jenkins s~d currently 
the overpasses in question arch 
between 14 feet, 5 inches and 15 
feet, 6 inches above the highway, 
and construction would broad-

BY ANDREW WESTROPE 
GOLD COUNTRY NLWS S£RVIC£ 

If they haven't already, north
ern Placer County drivers who 
frequent Interstate 80 or its 
overpasses would do well to 
learn alternate routes on city 
and county roads. 

Caltrans announced March 
20 a $36 million state-funded 
project to raise the overhead 
clearance for nine overpasses 
along a 30.8-mile stretch of 
Interstate 80, from the Brace 
Road crossing in Loomis to the 
Magra Road crossing east of 

Colfax. Cal trans has yd to name 
an official start date for the proj
ect, but it has contracted RGW 
Construction, Inc. out of Liver
more for two construction sea
sons spanning spring 2014 
through fall2015. 

en this distance to 16 feet, 6 inch-
es for all of them. 

She said the state will save .. 
. money by reusing the existing load permits it issues annually 

structures instead of building for this stretch of the highway, 
new bridges in the case of six of but guessed the number is "at 
these overpasses, including least" in the dozens, as a conser
those for Brace Road, Horseshoe vative estimate. 
Bar, Penryn Road, King Road, "'The bulk of ¢«::m are com
Gilardi Road and Magra Road. mertial in nature. The example I 
For the other three, the highway give is a modular home being 
underneath will be dug out to transported to anew resident or 
achieve the same effect - at a new piece of property. That 
Weimar Cross Road because a modular home now has to be 
simulation showed the bridge detoured onto county roads to 
might snap in two if lifted; the get around structures because it 
Newcastle Union Pacific because won't meet the clearance. We fre
the state doesn't own it and can't quently see modular school 
touch it and Newcastle Road rooms, classrqgms CJUd tl)ings of 
because diggin . . ea::\1} the that Ilature, ahd we don't th~ 
Union Pacific b .· alfcr not about the per-
Newcastle Road could c~~llte a ' 
pool of standing' ~&tJ~r·~n · 
highway. '"' 
· Interstate 80 will be closed 

near each overpass for. two that's 
nights, from 11 p~trt t~ 5 a.m., . ... with." 
while recon:struction of the over- Day, owner .of DTS-Pilot 
pass js W1derway; the overpass.es Car S¢l'Vice out O'f-Iteno,:smcdhe 
themselVes Willbeclost<gfor 17 iiadPitheard of th~ pr.oj~ct b1,1t 
to 2'5 da.ys.ea.ch, depending on ~¢l,qioWledgeditw6U:ldaffordhis 
the struc:tttte. · ·. · e load e~cor~~ an.d pilot 

Jenk:ih.s said tl;J.e;p);oject is sup- . es mu¢h ¢.l~~er passage 
posed to benefit int~f.sta.te coJ.t~.i ) · e~n, ~e\Taq~·~dSacramen-
merce and natio.tif ·securi~'~'} · ' :it· · · 

both of Which Q;¢i)asionaJly ..... · 1'1 actually S.U 'ed a report 
require oversized lmids. On Fri~. to Caltrans a e years ago 
day she was still waitingfor t:lle . st!ltingwhatthe ; ass heights 
state to say how many oversme were, based on a route slirvey 

that was performed in 2012. Cal- ·1 
trans accepted the report, but at 
the time they werei)!Hnterested 1 

in in<;reaslng the heights of the 
overpasses because there were 
alternate routes available," he 
said. "Currently, Caltrans allows 
loads up to 14 feet, 9 inches to be 
transported over Intel'state 80 
over the Nevada/Callforriia line 
into Sacramento. (Lal:~er) loads 
are not allowed on that Stretch of 
road because of low overpasses 
... If they increase helght to 16 
feet, yes, that will Increase our 
abilityto " 

As of. 

contractor 
aiming for a start . 
:Ma,y or early June; · said the 
Magra Road project would go 
fu:st,req\Jiring a deto'ur into the 
Nevada Citf/.Gmss Valley area for 
two ~guts. Beyond· that the 
sequence,of the project is flexi
ble, W.thpughJenkins said project 
ql@a~~f$ would be sure not to 
clo~e ·.~~ two cons.e~utive 
e>;v:er,p~~~~!and the state will pay 
t!'> Ji!,ave' f the Loomis fire 
si~tl;Q.tis . . · of the freeway 
m~jl.ed Pt during any clo
sures in. 'Loomis Fite Protec
tion Dis .. f's area. 

"The impacts to Interstate 80 

• SEE CLEARANCE PAGE A6 

itself are going to be minimal. 
The impacts to local communi
ties, that's where it's going to be 
felt," she said. "I already walked 
the b\!I.Sinesses and handed out 
flyers to businesses in the area, 
because with Horseshoe Bar, that 
is going to be the most difficult of 
our structures. However, the off
ramps and on-ramps will still be 
open, so there will be access to it, 

(drivers) just can't cross over." 
Jenkins said locals will be free 

to use their own preferred 
routes to get around construc
tion, but detours will be marked · · 
for passers-by. Businesses can 1 

also apply to post on the Cal
trans project's website for free, , 
advertising that they're open · 
or offering special discounts 
during the work. 
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1-80 work to change clearances. 
at. nine overpasses in Placer County 
· The state Department of 'll;ansportation 

plans to begin ·a lengthy project this spring 
to ratlle th~vertical clearance of nin~ In, 
t~Mate.~ooyercrossings infi~f,; epuj}ty. 

· · the proJ~.Gf~ PtirP.ose is to ID.ee:i,:Cl#rient 
standards for interstate commerce 'and 
national security. 

Eightwlhicle blidges and one railroad 
trestle between LoomiS and Colfax Will be 
affected by the wqrk; whicP. W;ill continue 
through fall 2015, involving fiwway clo
sures and detours .. 

Six of the structures Will be raised With 
jacks, then reconstructed. The roadway 
1lnder the other three will be lowered to 
provide more ciearance for trucks: 
' Work on each raiSed structure Will in

volve closing I-SO completely for two ruihts, 
and tl1e 'ove~crossillg$ Will be closed for two 
nionths, Structures requiring the highway 
to be dug lower w}II require long-term lane 
and ramp closures. . . . 

Detours will. be in effect during the con
struction work in Loomis, Penryri., New
Cas'tl~, Weimar and Colfax. 

According· to Caltrans DiStrict 3 Director 
Jody Jones, the work will benefit the com
munities because higher-proffie trucks Will 
no longer have to be routed around the 
overcrossings onto local streets. 

Th keep the public informed about the 
projects and road closures, Caltrans has 
laUnched a public outreach C4mi>aign . 
called "Raiseso;' wlilcb inclti<les a website,' 
Www.Raise80.coni. J?etails will b~ apded as 
specific;!1,ates for each section ofthe:project 
are confirmed by the construCtion cbntritc
tor. · · 

-Barbara Barte Osborn 
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