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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
299 Nevada Street ∙ Auburn, CA 95603 ∙ (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 

www.pctpa.net 

AMENDED AGENDA 

Wednesday, May 27, 2015 - 9:00 AM 

Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue, Auburn, CA  95603 
 

A. Flag Salute  

   

B. Roll Call  

   

C. Approval of Minutes:  March 25, 2015 Action 

Pg.  1 

D. Agenda Review  

   

E. Public Comment  

   

F. Consent Calendar Action 

 These items are expected to be routine and noncontroversial.  They will 

be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion.  Any Board 

member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 

removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 

Pg. 5 

 1. Town of Loomis Funding Agreement for Projects Using 

Proposition 1B – Public Transit Modernization Improvement 

Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) Funds - $51,366 

Pg. 7 

 2. FY 2014/15 City of Colfax Funding Agreement for Projects  

Using Proposition 1B – Transit System Safety, Security, and 

Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds - $1,175 

Pg. 34 

 3. FY 2014/15 Placer County Claim for State Transit Assistance  

(STA) Funds - $624,129 

Pg. 38 

 4. TDA Financial Audits (under separate cover)  

 5. PCTPA Title VI Program  Pg. 44 

 6. Reprogram Roseville Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality 

(CMAQ) Funds from Sierra Gardens Transfer Point to 

Pedestrian Facilities Improvement Project 

 

 7. Exchange and Reprogram Colfax Congestion Mitigation & 

Air Quality (CMAQ) Funds from Grass Valley Street 

Railroad Crossing Pedestrian and Bike Improvements for 

Placer County Regional Surface Transportation Program 

(RSTP) Funds from Auburn Folsom Road Class II Bike 

Lane 

 

 8. Reprogram Rocklin Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality 

(CMAQ) Funds from Pacific Street Bikeway/Neighborhood 

Electric Vehicle Expansion Project to Granite Drive at 

Rocklin Road Roundabout 
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ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY  

   

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

 

G. Request for Reconsideration of Consistency Determination for 

O’Brien Child Development Center  

Action 

Pg. 66 

   

 

ADJOURN AS PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

 

CONVENE AS THE WESTERN CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

AGENCY 

 

H. Consent Calendar Action 

 These items are expected to be routine and noncontroversial.  They will 

be acted upon by the Board at one time without discussion.  Any Board 

member, staff member, or interested citizen may request an item be 

removed from the consent calendar for discussion. 

Pg. 92 

 1. Contractor Services Agreement for Health Express Addendum 

#1 

Pg. 93 

 

ADJOURN AS THE WESTERN CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES 

AGENCY 

   

CONVENE AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

   

I. Final FY 2015/16 Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget Action 

Pg. 96 

   

J. Placer County Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) Service Changes Action 

Pg. 98 

   

K. May is Bike Month Declaration Action 

  Pg. 101 

   

L. State Legislative Proposals for Transportation Funding  Action 

  Pg. 104 

   

M. Executive Director’s Report  

 1. Polling Update  

 2. Washington, DC (Cap to Cap) Recap  

 3. CALCOG Regional Issues Forum  

  a) Uber/Lyft  

     

N. Board Direction to Staff  

  



 
Board of Directors Meeting Amended Agenda 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

May 27, 2015  

Page 3 

 

   

O. Informational Items Info 

 1. Revenues and Expenditures for March & April 2015  

(Under separate cover) 

 

 3. WPCTSA Quarterly Financial Statements for March 2015 

(Under separate cover) 

 

 4. TAC Minutes Pg. 106   

 

 

 

5. 

 

Status Reports 

 

  a. PCTPA Pg. 108 

  b. AIM Consulting: March & April Pg. 127 

  c. Federal Advocates, Inc: March & April Pg. 129  

  d. Capitol Corridor  Pg. 157 

 6. Newspaper Articles Pg. 162 

    

Next Regularly Scheduled PCTPA Board Meeting  
 

June 24, 2015 
 



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 
MINUTES 

March 25, 2015 

A regular meeting of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency met on Wednesday, 
March 25, 2015 at 9:00a.m. at the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler Avenue, 
Auburn, California. 

ROLLCALL: 

AGENDA REVIEW 

Brian Baker 
Tony Hesch 
Jim Holmes 
Stan Nader 
Keith Nesbitt 
Susan Rohan 
Diana Ruslin 
Ron Treabess 
Kirk Uhler 

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

The Board was provided an Amended Agenda which added an Item on the State Legislative 
Proposal for Transportation Funding - staff memo provided. 

APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Uhler and second by Treabess, the minutes of February 25, 2015 were 
unanimously approved. 

CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Nesbitt and second by Treabess, the Consent Calendar was unanimously 
approved. 

ADJOURNED AS PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

CONVENED AS THE AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

PUBLIC HEARING: APPEAL OF THE CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION FOR THE 
O'BRIEN CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
David Melko reported that the O'Brien Child Care Development Center project was referred to 
the Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) by the Placer County Planning Department to 
determine its consistency with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). Melko said 
that the ALUC is being asked to conduct a Public Hearing due to an appeal by the project 
applicant based on ALUC staffs determination that the project was not consistent with the 
ALUCP. An ALUCP Map was presented with Melko explaining that the applicant's proposed 
project is located in the C1 Zone. Stctffs determination was based on the ALUCP criteria which 
finds day care facilities to be incompatible within the C 1 zone. Melko then introduced the 
applicant, Don Koenig, who bases his appeal on special conditions. 
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Don Koenig explained that he understood the finding to be based on safety, specifically how to 
get the children out should a plane crash into the building. Koenig stated that the proposed site 
would not create a safety hazard to those occupying the space due to the location of the child 
care facility site relative to the building. Additionally, Koenig outlined the evacuation plans in 
place and the training of his personnel. He also explained that he has been looking for a site for 
a child care facility for a year and a half, and was not made aware of the ALUC process until 
mid-January. 

Tidas Gall introduced himself to the Board stating he was a retired traffic controller with the 
FAA and a tenant at the Auburn Airport. Gall explained that given the traffic pattern of planes 
and the number of planes departing the Auburn Airport relative to the proposed site, there would 
be little safety concern to anyone occupying the site. 

With questions as to when the applicant was notified of the ALUC review, Gerry Haas, Placer 
County Planning, explained that the project was started as an application for a building permit 
which would not have initiated an overflight review. Haas stated that once he was made aware of 
the project, he notified the applicant that an ALUC consistency determination would need to be 
made. Brian Frost, owner of Black Forest Plaza, the proposed site of applicant's child care 
facility, testified that he had no knowledge that the building was in the airport's overflight zone. 
David Melko explained the criteria that is used to define the zones within the overflight area. 

With the Public Hearing opened, input was taken on the proposed child care center from: 
1. Randi Greco, parent of a child currently attending 0 'Brien Child Care Center 
2. Tink Miller, speaking as member of the public 

Gerry Haas explained the current County processes for applicants. Haas stated that once their 
general plan is updated this would be a planning services consistency determination and the 
applicant would be notified sooner in the process. 

With a motion by Holmes to grant the appeal, and second by Nader the ALUC voted to find the 
project consistent with the ALUCP subject to the condition that the O'Brien Child Development Center 
inform its clients that the facility is located within an airport overflight zone by the following roll call 
vote: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 

Baker, Holmes, Nader, Treabess, Uhler 
Hesch, Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin 
None 

The ALUC based its finding considering the: 
• Applicant's due diligence in looking for alternative sites, with no suitable alternatives meeting their 

needs; 
• Aircraft traffic patterns over the existing versus proposed location (which the ALUC considered to be 

safer); 
• Proposed location of the day care facility within the Black Forest Plaza shopping center; 
• Applicant's inclusion of safety measures to minimize hazards to the day care facility and its 

occupants; and 
• Proposed evacuation plans and qualifications and training of daycare personnel. 
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ADJOURNED AS AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

CONVENED AS THE WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION 
SERVICES AGENCY 

PUBLIC HEARING: PROPOSED HEALTH EXPRESS FARE CHANGES AND 
SERVICE POLICY UPDATES 
David Melko reported that the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 
(CTSA) is proposing a fare structure update to the Health Express service as provided to the 
Board in Attachment 1. The recommendation being proposed would approximate fares to those 
of Placer County Dial-a-Ride. Additionally, service policy changes are being recommended 
which shifts nonemergency intra-city medical trip rides to the respective transit operators' Dial
a-Ride service, and requires that all Health Express riders be registered. Melko explained the 
various ways in which riders were notified. 

Chair Ruslin opened up hearing for public comment with the testimony provided by: 
1. Tink Miller, Placer Independent Resource Services Agency (PIRS) who supported the 

update of the Health Express service policies 
2. Sheila Hayes, Health Express Rider (email accepted for public record) 

With a motion by Holmes and second by Nesbitt, the update to the Health Express service 
policies were approved as provided by the following roll call vote: 

AYES: 
NOES: 
ABSTAIN: 

Baker, Hesch, Holmes, Nader, Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin, Treabess, Uhler 
None 
None 

AIR QUALITY CONFORMITY FOR PROJECTS IN THE REGIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION PLAN (RTP) 
Luke McNeel-Caird explained the coordinated efforts that have taken place with the SACOG's 
2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plans/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) and 
PCTPA's 2036 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). We work together to ensure that priority 
projects have been identified in each of our respective plans, and that they meet state and federal 
air quality conformity standards. Projects along the I-80 and SR 65 corridors are key among 
these priorities. 

McNeel-Caird then provided an overview of the proposed projects in the RTP/MTP, including 
the I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements, I-80 Auxiliary Lanes, Placer Parkway Phase 1, and 
SR 65 Widening Phases 1 through 3, noting that all fall within the air quality conformity 
guidelines. McNeel-Caird highlighted that, due to air quality conformity issues, Phase 4 of the 
SR 65 Widening will need to be delayed to the next update of the RTP in 2020; however, we 
don't anticipate the need for Phase 4 improvements until after 2040 which is outside the timeline 
oftheRTP. 
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With a motion by Nesbitt and a second by Holmes the Board unanimously Meet air quality 
conformity requirements of the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) by: 
1. Directing staffto continue with environmental documents for I-80/SR 65 Interchange 

Improvements, I -80 Auxiliary Lanes, Placer Parkway Phase 1, and SR 65 Widening Phases 1 
through 3. 

2. Directing staff to defer environmental document for SR 65 Widening Phase 4 until after the 
next RTP update in 2020. 

I-80/SR 65 INTERCHANGE PHASE lA 
Luke McNeel-Caird reported on the opportunity to combine Phase 1A of the I-80/SR 65 
Interchange Improvements with improvements to the SR 65/Stanford Ranch Ramps, which will 
not only more comprehensively improve the area traffic and safety, but provide a savings. 
McNeel-Caird noted that Caltrans District 3 Director, Amarjeet Benipal, suggested that by doing 
both projects together, we could have a better project, fewer disruptions to the traveling public, 
and save money. 

To make this happen, the Board approved a contract amendment with CH2M HILL to add the SR 
65/Stanford Ranch Ramps to the scope of work for the environmental clearances at a cost not to 
exceed $402,500, paid by the Highway 65 Joint Powers Authority funds. The environmental 
phase for the Stanford Ranch Ramps will be accelerated to catch up with the I-80/SR 65 
Interchange environmental document, anticipated to be approved in spring 2016. McNeel-Caird 
noted that we are working diligently to find construction dollars, and if we're successful, 
construction on Phase 1A will begin in 2017. 

STATE LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS FOR TRANSPORTATION FUNDING 
Celia McAdam briefed the Board on recent state legislative proposals regarding transportation 
and funding. These include a proposal by Senate Transportation and Housing Committee Chair 
Beall to enhance funding for state and local road maintenance, a proposal by Assembly 
Transportation Chair Frazier to require a 55% majority vote for the passage of a local option 
transportation sales tax, and a proposal by Speaker Atkins to extend AB 32, the California 
Global Warming Solutions Act of2006, also known as Cap and Trade. 

Board discussion centered on support for more funds for fixing roads, particularly those that 
would be under local control, while the idea of extending AB 32 and the Cap and Trade program 
was not well received. 

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported that the Placer County Air Pollution Control District is recommending 
funding for PCTPA's grant application for Freeway Service Patrol. McAdam reminded the 
Board the April 22 meeting is cancelled and our next meeting is May 27. 

Celia McAdam 
Executive Director 

Diana Ruslin, Chair 
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TO: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

PCTP A Board of Directors 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: May 12,2015 

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

Below are the Consent Calendar items for the May 27, 2015 agenda for your review and action. 

1. Town of Loomis Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B- Public Transit 
Modernization Improvement Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) Funds $51,366 
On October 22, 2014 the PCTP A Board approved a revised jurisdiction allocation plan 
for $3,036,097 in PTMISEA regional funds for FY 2014115. PCTPA is the grant recipient 
for the Town of Loomis share of$51,366. A Funding Agreement is needed with the 
Town of Loomis to pass through the PTMISEA funds. PCTPA will work closely with 
the Town to ensure the smooth flow of the funds, completion of the project, and funding 
requirements are met. A copy ofthe Funding Agreement between PCTPA and the Town 
of Loomis is attached. Staff recommends approval. 

2. FY 2014/15 City of Colfax Funding Agreement for Projects Using Proposition 1B
Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) Funds
$1,175 
On October 22, 2014 the PCTP A Board approved a jurisdiction allocation plan for 
$229,743 in TSSSDRA regional funds for FY 2014115. PCTPA is the grant recipient for 
these State Prop 1 B bond funds. The City of Colfax Transit Center Security Lighting and 
Improvements application is for $1,175. A Funding Agreement is needed with the City of 
Colfax to pass through the TSSSDRA funds. PCTP A will work closely with the City to 
ensure the smooth flow of the funds, completion of the project, and funding requirements 
are met. A copy of the Funding Agreement between PCTP A and the City of Colfax is 
attached. Staff recommends Board approval. 

3. FY 2014/15 Placer County Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA) Funds- $624,129 
Placer County submitted a claim for $624,129 in STA funds for FY 2014/15 for transit 
purposes. The County's claim is in compliance with the approved STA apportionment 
and with all applicable STA requirements. Staff recommends approval. 

4. TDA Financial Audits 
Staff recommends acceptance of the TDA Financial Audits for fiscal year 2013114 for the 
Cities of Auburn, Colfax, Lincoln, Rocklin, Roseville, Placer County, and the Town of 
Loomis. 

299 Nevada Street • Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
www.pctpa.net 
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Board of Directors 
Amended Consent Calendar 
May2015 
Page2 

5. PCTPA Title VI Program 
Title VI is a Federal statute that provides that no person shall, on grounds of race, color, 
or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be 
subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal financial 
assistance. Title VI allows persons alleging discrimination by recipients of federal funds 
to file administrative complaints with the Federal departments and agencies that provide 
financial assistance. 

As a direct recipient of federal grant funds, Caltrans must comply with Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) Circular 4702.1B which sets new guidelines for compliance with 
Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964. As a subrecipient of federal Consolidated 
Planning Grant funds, PCTP A is required to submit a Title VI Plan to Cal trans every 
three years to ensure compliance with these requirements. Staff requests approval of the 
Title VI Program and accompanying resolution for submittal to Caltrans. 

6. Renrogram Roseville Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality (CMAQ) Funds from 
Sierra Gardens Transfer Point to Pedestrian Facilities Imnrovement Project 
On February 27,2008, the PCTPA Board approved CMAQ project funding 
recommendations for FY 2009/10 through FY 2010/11. The City of Roseville is 
requesting PCTPA approval to reprogram $342,151 CMAQ funds approved for 
construction of the Sierra Gardens Transfer Point to construction funding for the 
Pedestrian Facilities Improvements Project (ADA improvements on various 
roadways). Staff recommends Board approval. 

7. Exchange and Renrogram Colfax Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality (CMAQ) 
Funds from Grass Valley Street Railroad Crossing Pedestrian and Bike 
Imnroyements for Placer County Regional Surface Transportation Program 
<RSTP) Funds from Auburn Folsom Road Class II Bike Lane 
On May 26,2010, November 28,2012, and January 28,2015, the PCTPA Board 
approved CMAQ project funding recommendations for FY 2011/12 through FY 
2018/19. The City of Colfax is requesting PCTP A approval to reprogram $300,000 
CMAQ funds approved for construction of the Grass Valley Street Railroad 
Crossing Pedestrian and Bike Improvements to exchange with Placer County RSTP 
funds from the Auburn Folsom Road Class II Bike Lane project. The request will 
allow the City of Colfax to move forward with construction in 2014/2015. Staff 
recommends Board approval. 

8. Reprogram Rocklin Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality <CMAQ) Funds from 
Pacific Street Bikeway/Neighborhood Electric Vehicle Expansion Project to Granite 
Drive at Rocklin Road Roundabout 
On November 28, 2012, the PCTP A Board approved CMAQ project funding 
recommendations for FY 2014/15 through FY 2015/16. The City of Rocklin is 
requesting PCTPA approval to reprogram $767,920 CMAQ funds approved for 
construction of the Pacific Street Bikeway/Neighborhood Electric Vehicle Expansion 
Project to construction of the Granite Drive at Rocklin Road Roundabout. Staff 
recommends Board approval. 

6 



PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

May 27,2015 

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

KEITH NESBITT 
City of Auburn 

TONY HESCH 
City of Colfax 

STAN NADER 
City of Lincoln 

BRIAN BAKER 
Town of Loomis 

DIANA RUSLIN 
City of Rocklin 

SUSAN ROHAN 
City of Roseville 

JIM HOLMES 
KIRK UHLER 
Placer County 

RON TREABESS 
Citizen Representative 

CELIA McADAM 
Executive Director 

SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 15-01 BETWEEN THE TOWN OF LOOMIS 
AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
AGENCY FOR THE TOWN OF LOOMIS COMMUNITY TRANSIT 
ENHANCEMENT- MULTI-MODAL EV CHARGING STATION 
PROJECT 

Dear Mr. Angelocci: 

This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) for work to be performed by the Town of Loomis for the Loomis 
Community Transit Enhancement- Multi-Modal EV Charging Station Project. 

1. Funding Agreement: This Funding Agreement is the statement of contract specific 
requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by the Town of Loomis for 
the Loomis Community Transit Enhancement- Multi-Modal EV Charging Station 
Project. The Town of Loomis Community Transit Enhancement- Multi-Modal EV 
Charging Station 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 Town of Loomis Community Transit 
Enhancement·- Multi-Modal EV Charging Station Project PTMISEA grant application 
for FY 2014115 is incorporated in this Funding Agreement. 

2. Term: Town is to commence work immediately and shall be completed no later than 
December 30, 2016, according to the Project schedule I milestones provided in the 
PTMISEA grant application for FY 2014115. 

3. Scope of Services: Town will perform the tasks I milestones to manage and install the 
Town of Loomis Community Transit Enhancement- Multi-Modal EV Charging Station 
Project provided in the PTMISEA grant application for FY 2014115. 

299 Nevada Street • Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
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Town of Loomis Funding Agreement #15-01 
May27, 2015 
Page2 

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

5. Compensation: For services rendered, the Town of Loomis will receive a sum not to 
exceed the amount of$51,366 (plus accrued interest) identified in the Town ofLoomis 
Community Transit Enhancement- Multi-Modal EV Charging Station Project PTMISEA 
grant application for FY 2014/15. Upon completion ofthe Project, the Town shall submit 
one invoice for reimbursement. The invoice for payment shall reference the work 
completed and the hours and cost associated with each task I milestone. 

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

Celia McAdam, Executive Director Date 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Rick Angelocci, Town Manager 
Town of Loomis 

Date 

Attachment: Town of Loomis Community Transit Enhancement- Multi-Modal EV Charging 
Station Project PTMISEA FY 2014115 Grant Application 

C: Brian Fragiao, Director of Public Works, Town of Loomis 
Will Garner, Transit Manager, Placer County 
David Melko, PCTP A 
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Public Transportation Modernization Improvements and Service Enhancement Account 
(PTMISEA) 

Project Lead Checklist 
Town of Loomis Commun Transit Enhancements- Multi-Modal Transit Station EV Charging Station 

Sponsor: Placer County Transportation Planning 
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PTMISEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 5/14 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement and 
Service Enhancement Program (PTMISEA) 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND ALLOCATION REQUEST 

Regional Entity: PCTPA 

Project Lead*: PCTPA County: Placer 
Project Title: Town of Loomis Community Transit Enhancements - Multi-Modal Transit Station EV 
Charging Station 

I certify the scope, cost, schedule, and benefits as identified in the attached Project 
Description and Allocation Request (Request) and attachments are true and accurate and 
demonstrate a fully funded operable project. I understand the Request is subject to any 
additional restrictions, limitations or conditions that may be enacted by the State Legislature, 
including the State's budgetary process, which may effect the amount of bond proceeds 
received by the project sponsor now and in the future. Project sponsors may need to 
consider alternative funding sources if bond proceeds are not available. In the event the 
project cannot be completed as originally scoped, scheduled and estimated, or the project is 
terminated prior to completion, project sponsor shall, at its own expense, ensure that the 
project is in a safe and operable condition for the public. I understand this project will be 
monitored by the California Department of Transportation -- Division of Mass Transportation. 

Name: 

Signature: 

Title: 

Agency: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 

Date: 3-Dec-14 

*If this project includes funding from more than one project sponsor, the project sponsor 
above becomes the "recipient agency" and the additional contributing project sponsor(s) 
must also sign and state the amount and type of PTMISEA funds (GC Section 8879.55(a)(2) 
and/or Section 8879.55(a)(3)) contribution. Sign below or attach a separate officially 
signed letter providing that information. 

Name: 

Signature: 

Title: 

Agenc: 

Date: Amount:_$0 ____ _ 
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PTMISEA PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

AND ALLOCATION REQUEST 

08/09 09/10 

PTMISEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 5/14 

10/11 14/15 

11 

Request Amount per GC 8879.55(a)(2)/PUC 99313: _$_o ____ $_o _____ $_o _______ $_5_1_,3_66 _____ _ 

Request Amount per GC 8879.55(a)(3)/PUC 99314: $0 $0 $0 $0 

Total Project Allocation Request: _$_o _____ $_o _____ $_o _______ $_51_,_36_6 _____ _ 

Project Title: Town of Loomis Community Transit Enhancements - Multi-Modal Transit 
Station EV Charging Station 

Project Location/Address: Town of Loomis Multi-Modal Transit Station, Taylor Road, Loomis CA 

Table 1: Project Lead/Recipient Agency Information 

Project Lead/ 

Recipient Agency: Placer County Transportation Planning 
~gency_(PCT_P_A-'-) _______ ---·-·-·-··--·-·-

Contact: David Melko 
------ ··---~·-------.. ------·-·--·--

Contact Phone #: (530l823:_4,~.!!Q___ .. ____ _ 

Email Address: dmelko@pctpa.net 

Address: 299 Nevada Street 

Auburn, CA 95603 

Amount: 

$51.366 

$0 

Legislative District Numbers 

Assembly: ___ 1.:..:s:.:.t .::.Do:::ist.::.;ri:.:.ct:........_-1 

Senate: ___ 4.:..:t:..:..h .::.D.;.;:;is.:.:.;tri:.:.ct:........_-1 

Congressional: _______ _, 

Fund Type: 

99313 

Table 2: Contributing PTMISEA-Eiigible Project Sponsor Information 

PTMISEA Contributors: Amount: Fund Type: 
-·-----------------------·-

Contact: $ -

Contact Phone #: $ -----· -------

Email Address: 
·-------~--

Address: 
-·--

-·· 

Other PTMISEA Contributors (Attach sheet with contact info) Amount: Fund Type: 

$ 

$ 

$ 

TOTAL $51,366 

*Contributing project sponsors attach signed letters of verification as to amount and eligibility or sign cover page) 

Table 3: Project Category 
Check only 1 box that best fits the description of the project being funded. 

CJ Rehabilitation, Safety or Modernization Improvement 

CJ Capital Service Enhancement or Expansion 

CKJ New Capital Project 

D Bus Rapid Transit 

D Rolling Stock Procurement: 
_Expansion 

Rehabilitation 
-Replacement 
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Table 4: Project Summary 

PTMJSEA Allocation Request 
Rev. 5/14 

a) Describe the project (or minimum operable segment) for which you are applying for funds. Attach additional sheets if necessary. If the 
application is for the purchase of vehicles or rolling stock, please include information on number of vehicles, size, passenger count, accessibility, 
and fuel type: 

Write here: This project will continue the Town of Loomis' efforts to prov-ide corllmunity transit enhancem-e-nts at the-rViUiti~-Modai.Trans.it Statiorl. 
This project dedicate two park-n-ride stalls at the Multi-Modal Transit Station for installation of an Electric Vehicle (EV) charging station. 

-· ·-----··------ ---- ·- .. --- --· --- ------
b) Useful Life of the Project: 1 0-15 years 

Table 5: Description of Major Benefits/Outcomes 
a) Please check appropriate Benefit/Outcome: 

__ Increase Ridership by % 
__ Reduce Operating/Maintenance Cost by % 

~ Reduce Emissions by_<_1 _ % 
__ Increase System Reliability by % 

b) Please summarize and describe any other benefits: Installing the EV charging station demonstrates the Town of Loomis' support for 
cleaner transportation, and affords the public a convenient and accessible way to 
park-and-ride, charge their EV, and use Placer County Transit. Project is consistent 
with PCTPA 2035 RTP policies & actions- refer to pages 6.7-11, 6.11-9,7-24 & 7-
25 (attached to allocation request). 

I Table 6: Project Schedule 

Begin Project Approval & Environmental Docl!ment Phase . 
---· 

~QAI Environmental Compliance ____________ 
End Project Approval & Environmental Document Phase ---------
Begin Plans, Specifications & Estimates Phase 
~~ns, Specifications & Estimates Phase -------
Beqin Riqht of Way Phase _ 
End Right of Way_ Phase 
Begin Construction Phase (Contract Award) 

·----
End Construction Phase (Contract Acceptance) 
Begin Vehicle/Equipment Order (Contract Award) 

--------

End Vehicle/Equipment Order (Contract Acceptance) 
-------· 

Begin Closeout Phase 
End Closeout Phase 

Table 7: Tax Compliance Information 

Is it reasonably anticipated that any money will be derived at any point in 
the future as a result of the project that will be paid to the State? 

If yes, please describe the source of the money and provide an estimate of the amount: 

-·-

YES 

NO 

Estimate: $0 

Date 

N/A 
Jan-15 
Jan-15 
Feb-15 
Feb-15 
Mar-15 
Apr-15 

N/A 
N/A 

Jul-15 
Aug-15 
Sep-15 
Oct-15 

I 
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Total Project Cost and Funding Plan 

Shaded fields are automatically calculated. Please do not fill these fields. 



PS&E 

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Program (PTMISEA) 
Projected Cash Flow Schedule 

Project TiUe: Project 
Sponsor Agency: Agency 
Sponsor Contact: Contact 

Town of Loomis Community Transit Enhancements - Multi-Modal Transit Station EV Charging Station 
PCTPA . 
David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner, PCTPA- (530) 823-4090 

~ 

~ 
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CT 4000 Family 
ChargePoint· Charging Stat1ons 

The CT 4000 is the latest generation of ChargePoint" charging 
stations. These easy·to·use stations provide corporations, 
municipalities and utilities industry leading EV charging 
solutions. Integrating design and functionality with superior 
reliability and durability, the CT 4000 family of charging stations 
is Ideal for workplace, commercial. or outdoor public charging. 

The CT4000 is available in ballard and wall mount configurations 
for easy installation anywhere. The innovative power sharing 
feature of the CT 4000 enables two charging ports to share 
a single circuit, allowing for sites with single port EV stations 
to upgrade to dual port stations without requiring additional 
electrical services. For new installations, the CT 4000 requires 
half the electrical capacity and installation complexity of 
comparable dual port stations. 

All CT 4000 models offer one or two standard SAE J1772'" 
Level2 charging ports, each supplying up to 7.2kW 
(208/240VAC @ 30A). The need for drivers to coil up the cord 
is eliminated with the self-retracting cord management system, 
ensuring that the cord Is always off the ground when not in use. 

ChargePoint Software Service Plans' let you control access. set 
pricing, display advertising, monitor status, and generate usage 
reports while ChargePolnt provides 24/7/365 call center support 
to drivers so you don't have to. 

LCD Display Allows for Customizable Video 

+ Daylight readable, with auto brightness control 

+ 640X480 resolution active matrix 

+ Fult motion 30fps video support 

+ Download up to 60 seconds of ful!·motion, full-color videQ to 
any arbitrary group of stations as often as you like2 

+ Brand your charging stations and communicate with drivers 

• Multiple language support allows drivers to select English, 
French or Spanish 

Energy M.easurement and Management 

+ Real-time energy measurement 

+ 15 minute interval recording 

+ Time of day (TOO) pricing 

+ Load shed by % of running average or to liKed power output 

Hassle-Free Cord Management 

+ Keep charging cords off the ground and out of drivers hands 

+ Uitra·reliable second-generation gravity operated mechanls~ 

' Sold sepa~iltely 
'Video service plan required 
1 Dual port models only 

-chargepoin+-

Power Sharing1 (patent pending) 

+ Share one 40A 208/240 circuit between two parking spaces 

+ Single vehicle charges ~t full 6.2/7.2kW (30A @208/240V) 
and two vehicles simultaneously charge at 3.3/3.8kW (16A 
@ 208/240V) each 

Multi-format RFID Card Reader 

+ ISO 15693 , ISO 14443 and NFC 

+ Accepts ChargePoint cards as well as Visa PayWave, 
MasterCard PayPass, American Express ExpressPay, and 
Discover Zip contactless credit cards 

The 5 7" LCD d1sp/ay 
prov1des full motton 
charging Instructions 
m a clear and stmple 
format It also allows 
station owne~ to 
de/rver adverttsrng 
messagmg. 

Driver interactton 
IS supported in any 
weather by five 
rugged, back·ltt 
buttons wtth audto 
feedback 

16 



ChargePoint CT 4000 Family 

CT 4000 Mechanical Drawings 

CT 4021 Bollard 

11.r 
· •· (347mm) ~~ 

9.2" 
:Zllmm) 

2 chargepointcom 

1.s· 
(B8mm) 

~.,. 

0186mm) 

CT 4023 Wall Mount 

. .,... t3.r ,~·· 
(347mm); 

9.2" i ,.. •j : ... 
(233mm): : 

11.o· 
080Smm) 

. ' 

. 46.7" 
cna&mml 

.. 
17Y 

(440mm) 
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-chargepoirH-

CT 4000 Family Specifications 

Electrical Input 
AC Power Input Rating • Standard 

AC Power Input Rating- Power Sharing 

Input Power Connections ·Standard 

· Input Power Connections • Power Sharing 

Single Port 
208/240VAC 60Hz single phase@ 32A 

n/a 
One 40A branch circuit. 

n/a 

Dual Port 
208/240VAC 60Hz single phase@ 32A x 2 

208/240 VAC 60Hz single phase@ 32A 

Two indeoendent 40A branch circuits. 

One 40A branch circuit 

Required Service Panel Breaker • Standard 40A dual pale (non·GFCI type) 40A dual pole (non-GFCI type) x 2 

40A dual pole (non·GFCI type) Required Service Panel Breaker • Power Sharing n/a 
Service Panel GFCI 

Wiring • Standard 

Wiring • Power Sharing 

Standby Power 

Electrical Output 
AC • Standard 

AC • Power Sharing 

Functional Interfaces 
Connector(s) Type 

Charging Cable Length 

Overhead Cable Management System 

Card Reader 

locking Holster 

Safety and Connectivity Features 
Ground Fault Detection 

Open safety Ground Detection 

Plug-Out Detection 

Power Measurement Accuracy 

Power Report/Store Interval 

local Area Network 

W•de Area Network 

Safety and Operational Ratings 
Enclosure Ratmg 

Safety Compliance 

Surge Protection 

EMC Compliance 

Operating Temperature 

Operating Humidity 

Non-operating Humidity 

Terminal Block Temperature Rating 

Maximum Charging Stations per 802.11 Radio 
Group 

Do not provide external GFCI as it may conflict with Internal GFCI (CCID) 

3·wlre (L1, 1.2. Earth) S·wire (Ll, L1, L2, L2, Earth) 

n/a 3·wire (Ll, L2, Earth) 

lSW typical (standby), 20W maximum (operation) 

7.2kW (240VAC@ 30A) 

n/a 

SAEJ1772'" 

18' (55 meters) 

Yes 

ISO 15693, 14443, NFC 

Yes 

20mA CCID with auto retry 

7.2kW (240VAC@ 30A) X 2 

7.2kW (240VAC@ 30A) X 1 OR 
3.8kW (240VAC@ 16A) X 2 

SAE Jln2.'" x 2 
18' (5.5 meters) x 2 

Yes 

Yesx2 

Continuously monitors presence of safety (green wire) ground connection 

Power t11rminated per SAE J1772'" specifications 

+I· 2" from 2% to full scale (32A) 

IS mmute, aligned to hour 

2.4 GHz Wi·Fl (802.11 b/g/n) 

3G GSM, 3G COMA 

Type 3R per UL SOE 

Ulilsted for USA and cUL certified for Canada; Complies with UL 2594, UL 2231-1. 
UL 2231·2. and NEC Article 625 

6kV @ 3000A. In geographiC areas subject to frequent thunder storms. supplemental 
surge protection at the service panel is recommended. 

FCC Part 15 Class A 

·22"F to 122"F (·30•c to +50"C) 

up to 85'1G @ +50'C (122"F) non-condensing 

up to 95'1G@ +SO•C (122"F) non-condensing 

221"F (105"C) 

10. Each station must be located within 150 feet "line of sight" of a gateway station. 

ChargePoin~ Inc. reserves the right to alter product offerings and specificllt10ns at any time WithoUt notice, and is not respOnSible lor typogrilj:lhocal (I( graptucal errors !hat rnay 
appear in tillS documenL 

chargepoint com 3 
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ChargePo nt CT 4000 Family 

-chargepoin+ 
ChargePoint.lnc 
1692 Dell Avenue 
Campbell, CA 95008·6901 USA 

• (877) 370·3802 
chargepornt.com 

CT 4021 Bollard 
charging station 

CT 4023 Wall Mount 
charging station 

Ordering Information 
Specify model number followed by the applicable code(s). 
The order code sequence is: 

Model-Options-Warranty 

Model Single Port Bollard Mount cr4on 
Dual Port Bollard Mount CT4021 
Single Port Wall Mount CT4013 
Dual Port Wall Mount CT4023 

Optiom Integral Gateway Modem - USA ·GWl 
Integral Gateway Modem - Canada ·GW2 

Warranty Parts Only Extended Warranty - CT4000·EWn• 
2, 3. 4, or 5 year 

• Sub;lilute n for I~ d!mlt~<m of the warranty (2, 3, 4, or 5 yeilf) 

Order Code Examples 

Dual Port Bollard Mount USA Gateway Station CT4021·GW1 

Single Port Wall Mount Station wrth CT 4013 
5 Year Warranty CT4000·EWS 

Dual Port Wall Mount Canada Gateway Station CT4023·GW2 
with 2 Year Warranty CT4000·EW2 

For More Information 
Visit chargepolntcom 
Follow us on Twitter @chargepolntnet 
Like us on Facebook @chargepolnt 

ChargePolnt Access anywhere. Go everywhere. 

Ccpynghl C 20U Chargi!Po nt. nc All "!!hi> reserved. CHARGE POINT "a U.S. r"'llr.ter<dlrademarl</setiiiCe mark. and an Ell reg~sterod logo ma1k ol 
ChaluePoinl.fnc A·l other Product> or serviCes mentH>Ood are tile trademarks. serv~e marks. registered rroclemorks or reg~tered 5ef\'1Ce 1114rk5 ol then 
1espectrve OWnet'$. 

PN 73•001020·01 Rev 2 L1>t«l Dy tJndefwnte-s ~®Ill 
labor atones Inc. uau 
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CT4021-CMK 

9.2 
[233] 

71.1 
[1806] 

13.7 
[347] 

46.7 
[1186] 

SCALE 1:15 
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Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 2035 Regional Transportation Plan 

4. Promote alternative modes of transportation to help meet the transportation needs of 
rural agricultural workers in Placer County. (PCTP A, transit operators, agricultural 
industry, Placer County Farm Bureau, Placer County Agricultural Commissioner, 
Placer County Agriculture Department, Caltrans, SA COG) 

5. Implement traffic flow improvements on regionally significant roadways. (PCTPA, 
jurisdictions, Caltrans) 

6. Improve and expand pub.lic transportation systems (bus and rail) as feasible, to 
maintain existing and increase new ridership. (PCTPA, CCJPA, transit operators) 

7. ;~,' ' "-'' ci.exp~tfacjlitie.s·to·&Ull>P~ttth~ use.ofaltematjvetransJ'9rtatio~t ~~~h ~s 
:~..... ~d,lffpycle:f~filities-,·~~~Ju1d-t:id~·lois~ .and infeJ:I1t9dal tran~fer·s~~~~ns. 
;tf!c!!.tf . <Cf:Jilf:4/Jur#dt¢ttiJtis;::¢:4ttif1/tiS) 

8. Increase the awareness to media, employers and the general public of alternative 
transportation options in Placer County through outreach, educational and incentive 
programs. (PCTP A, jurisdictions, transit operators) 

9. Encourage SACOG to develop a periodic regional survey of traveler choices, which 
would monitor trends in traveler choices related to external influences and the impact 
of public policy programs. (SA COG, jurisdictions, transit operators, PCTPA, 
Cal trans) 

10. Promote a transportation system which minimizes the dependency of long-distance, 
single-occupant vehicle trips and vehicle miles traveled in Placer County toward 
achieving SACOG's 10 percent regional trip reduction goal. (SACOG,jurisdictions, 
transit operators, PCTP A, Caltrans) · 

Chapter 6. 7 - Action Element Transportation Systems Management (I'SM) Page 6.7-11 
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Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 2035 Regional Transportation Plan 

Both written and financial support should be provided for infill and transit oriented projects in 
the Placer County region wherever feasible. This strategy is consistent with Policy 9.A.5 which 
encourages "jurisdictions to include transit-oriented development Blueprint principles in 
designing neighborhoods and communities to reduce vehicle miles traveled (VMT) and to deal 
with more short trips." 

The Sacramento region, which includes Placer County, has the seventh worst air quality in the 
nation (American Lung Association -for ozone, 2005), with various air basins currently at non
attainment levels. With increasingly strict air quality conformity standards being implemented in 
the Sacramento region, ensuring that transportation projects do not significantly contribute to 
increased vehicle emissions is becoming more essential. Yet consistent growth pressures create 
demand for more transportation projects. 

·;f~1~t~~~~~;~~:£~~t!f!r~:~n~~::~::~l~=~~v~ifJ~·;~~~~tf;~ , 
'RJ~t Integration of transportation, air quality, and land use planning will become more evident 
as PCTPA continues to work with the PCAPCD and SA COG to develop plans that meet the 
performance standards of the California Clean Air Act and the Federal Clean Air Act 
Amendments. These agencies will also evaluate the impacts of each transportation plan and 
program on achievement of timely attainment of ambient air quality standards. 

Support Regional Projects & Programs 

Because the successes or failures of many transportation projects are shared across jurisdictional 
boundaries, coordination among local jurisdictions, SA COG, Caltrans, the California 
Transportation Commission, and other transportation agencies is essential in order to develop a 
regional planning and programming process that ensures that Placer County jurisdictions have 
maximum participation and control in the transportation decision-making process. Coordination 
ofinterjurisdictioilal transportation projects requires land use, air quality, and transportation 
planning considerations. By helping to facilitate the coordination and implementation of local, 
county-wide, and regional transportation programs, integrated transportation and land use 
planning can help to improve mobility and air quality while influencing sound land use 
decisions. 

One of the objectives listed in this plan is to participate in state, multi-county and local 
transportation efforts to ensure coordination of transportation system expansion and 
improvements. Mechanism such as Memorandums of Understanding (MOU) and joint powers 
agreements between jurisdictions can be used to accomplish sound planning and implementation 
of multi-jurisdictional transportation projects and programs. PCTPA will strive to build 
coalitions with key private sector and community groups to involve the community in 
developing transportation solutions. 

Chapter 6.11 -Action Element Integrated Land Use, Air Quality, & Transportation Page 6.11-9 
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Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 2035 Regional Transportation Plan 

PLACER RTP GREENHOUSE GAS RESPONSIBILITY 

CARB will give each region a target for GHG emissions. As the adoption of the regional GHG 
emission reduction targets will occur after the adoption of the 2035 RTP, the 2035 RTP does not 
address specific GHG emission reduction targets at this time. In the case of the Placer County 
RTP, the development ofGHG reduction targets, strategies, and implementation responsibility is 
to be made by the SACOG, the MPO for the region. SACOG and PCTPA have executed a MOU, 
which establishes a framework for how SA COG will carry out its MPO responsibilities for 
Placer County.lt is anticipated that SACOG will address GHG reduction targets in the 
development of its next MTP update. Consequently, the next generation of this R TP will need to 
address this issue as applicable. 

The CTC guidance makes recommendations to reduce GHGs with specific targets. The 2035 
RTP provides a starting place to work toward Placer County responsibility to address regional 
GHG targets; and is in alignment with the principles of AB 32 and SB 375. The 2035 RTP 
contains many goals and policies to reduce vehicle trips and improve air quality. The goal areas 
containing the most explicit policies relating to GHGs are: Non-motorized Transportation, 
Transportation Systems Management, and Integrated Land Use, Air Quality, and Transportation 
Planning. The Action Element also contains action plans that are intended to further the RTP's 
air quality-related goals and policies. The action plans include both short-term and long-term 
steps for each transportation mode. 

7.7 Air Quality Action Plan 

Short and Long Range 

1. Solicit the input of the Placer County Air Pollution Control District on all transportation 
plans, programs and projects. (PCTPA, jurisdictions, Caltrans, PCAPCD) 

2. ~~F:it~~::an~~~P0.fi1W..ett<t:iw~il~~d~~i9I'i:Pt~i~#~th~t#:i~~e,:)~~~~J~,~1J1~~i9~iwhiie 
providing cost effective movement of people and goods. (PCTP A, jurisdictions, 
PCAPCD, SACOG) 

3. 

4. Work with the Placer County Air Pollution Control District in developing plans that meet 
the standards of the California Clean Air Act and the Federal Clean Air Act 
Amendments, and also lead to reduced greenhouse gas emissions. (PCTP A, jurisdictions, 
PCAPCD, SACOG) 

Chapter 7- Air Quality Element Page 7-24 

23 



Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 2035 Regional Transportation Plan 

5. Work with the Sacramento Area Council of Governments to evaluate the impacts of 
transportation plans and programs on the timely attainment of ambient air quality 
standards; regional greenhouse gas emission reduction targets; and health risks of 
sensitive receptors from exposure to mobile source air toxics. (PCTP A, jurisdictions, 
PCAPCD, SACOG) 

6. Ensure transportation planning efforts comply with SB375 and AB32. (PCTPA, 
jurisdictions, transit operators, PCAPCD, Caltrans, SA COG) 

7. Participate in SACOG efforts to develop a Regional Climate Action Plan. (PCTPA, 
jurisdictions, PCAPCD, SACOG) 

s. ·:Drifl'it~~f!~~~l~if~~s~:,:J~j,"imp~is ·~h·air~q~litr and. t1M(:I,~$i$~~~~; .. 

9. Encourage jurisdictions and Caltrans to develop a green construction policy, the recycling 
of construction debris to the maximum extent feasible, and to use the minimum feasible 
amount of GHG emitting materials in the construction of transportation projects. 
(PCTPA, jurisdictions, Caltrans, PCAPCD, SA COG) 

10. Encourage jurisdictions and Caltrans to mainstream energy efficiency in transportation 
projects, using energy efficient lighting technology in traffic signals, crosswalk lights, 
street lighting, railroad crossing lights, and parking lot lights. (PCTP A, 
jurisdictions,Caltrans, PCAPCD, SACOG) 

11. Encourage jurisdictions and Caltrans to use lighter colored pavement with increased 
reflectivity in pavement rehabilitation projects, to reduce the urban heat island effect. 
(PCTPA, jurisdictions, Cal trans, PCAPCD, SA COG) 

12. Encourage jurisdictions and Caltrans to protect, preserve, and incorporate trees and 
natural landscaping into transportation projects to provide shade, buffer winds, encourage 
people to walk, and to sequester C02. (PCTP A, jurisdictions, Caltrans, PCAPCD, 
SA COG) 

7.8 Air Quality Projects 

There are several projects included in the 2035 RTP specifically identified as air quality projects. 
These are shown in Table 7.6. For the most part, these are projects where PCTPA participates in 
larger regional programs sponsored by SACOG and the SMAQMD. 

Chapter 7- Air Quality Element Page 7-25 
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Appendix A 

Sponsor Agency: 
City/County: 

Sponsor Contact: 
Email: 

Phone: 

Estimated Future Appropriations: 

Community Transit 

Community Transit 

Community Transit 

lll;·lbJtrans· 
Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Program (PTMISEA) 

Effective: 08/13 

PCTPA Expenditure Plan Worksheet 2014/15 to 2016/17 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 
Placer County 

David Melka, Senior Transportation Planner 
dmelko@pctpa net 

530-823-4090 

(This Is derived by taking the total amount of PTMISEA funding listed In the October 30, 2009, letter from the California State Controller John Chiang, and subtracting the amount 
~illi:~!11 appropriated in FY 09/10 and FY 1 0/11.) 

Description: 
Each project sponsor shall complete the above table listing each project to be funded with PTMISEA funds. These projects should represent the spo 
The total amount in the blue highlighted cell (below) should equal the project sponsor's total PTMISEA Future Appropriations (above). 

Shaded areas are precalculated. Please do not change the formulas. 
.~Z ?/"~· _.~ate: ________ _ 

Date: _________ _ 

N 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO. 14-34 

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

AYES: Hesch,. Holmes, Nader,. Nesbitt, Rohan, Ruslin, Treabess, Ucovich, Uhler 

NOES: None 

ABSENT: None 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

WHEREAS, pUrsuant to California.Govenunent Code, Title 7.91, Section 67910, PCTPA was 
created as a local area planning agency to provide regional ~portation planning for the area of 
Placer County, exclusive of the Lake Tahoe Basin; and 

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

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

NOW, THEREFORE, BElT RESOLVED that PCTPA: 
1. ApproVes the FY 2014115 PTMISEA Revised Final Fund Allocation; and 
2. Determines that jurisdiction projects derived from transit operator Short Range Transit 

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

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

Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) FY 2014/2015 Revised Final Fund Allocation 
October 2014 

Government Code 8879.58{a)(2) Allocation 
Government Code 8879.58{a){3) Allocation 

-----------·$2.760,730 . 

$275,367 

"!:~.t.~.~ .. f."T_~I~§.A,f>.!!~~~~i<:l.ll ....... ~~!.9~()!9.~! .. 

Western Placer CTSA Allocation $0 

Total PTMISEA Funds Available to Jurisdictions 
--·--··-·~·-----------------------~---

~2.760,730-

FY 2014/2015 Jurisdiction PTMISEA Revised Final Fund Allocation 

Source: PTMISEA 2014-15, California State Controller, September 2, 2014. 

Notes: 

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

GC = Governm.ent Code 

January 1, 2014 DOF Population 

,TRPA Population 10,962 2.9941% 

~fi!:'!\f?..P.~l~!!<>.~.-------------- ··---------·-···-------- _____________ . ______ -------·----~§~,)-~--- ··---------~Z,QQ_~~r.~ 
!TOTAL 366,115 100.00% 

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

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

9/23/2014 

N 
-.......} 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Division of Mass Transportation 
Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and 

Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) 
Authorized Agent. Form 

Authorized Agent 

AS THE Executive Director 
(Chief Executive Officer I Director I President I Secretary) 

OF THE Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTP A) · 
(Name of County/City Organization) 

I hereby authorize the following individual(s) to execute for and on behalf of the named Regional Entity/Transit 
Operator, any actions necessary for the purpose of obtaining Public Transportation Modernization, 
Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) funds provided by the California Department of 
Transportation, Division of Mass Transportation. This form is valid at the beginning of Fiscal Year 2010-2011 
until the end of the PTMISEA Program. If there is a change in the authorized agent, the project sponsor must 
submit a new form. This form is required even when the authorized agent is the executive authority himself. 

~C~el~ia~M~cA~da~m~A~I~C~P---------------=----------------=-------OR 
(Name and Title of Authorized Agent) 

____________________________________________________ OR 

(Name and Title of Authorized Agent) 

(Name and Title of Authorized Agent) 

Executive Director 
(Title) 

Approved this ___________ day of __________ , 20 __ __ 

FYl0-11 PTMISEAFund 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNJNG AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: CERTIFICATIONS 
AND ASSURANCES FOR THE PUBLIC 
TRANSPOR:TATION MODERNIZATION, 
IMPROVEMENT AND SERVICE ENHANCEMENT 
ACCOUNT 

RESOLUTION NO. 11-02 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
6 at a regular meeting held January 26, 2011 by the following vote on roll call: 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

AYES: COSGROVE, HOLMES, MciNTYRE, NESBITT, UCOVICH, UHLER, YUILL 

NOES: NONE 

ABSENT: ALLARD, HARVEY 

Signed and approved by me after its passage. 

Plae'er County Transportation Planning Agency 
Chair 

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

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

WJIEREAS, PCTPA is an eligible project sponsor and may receive state funding from the 
Proposition lB - Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service 
Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) now or sometime in the future for transit projects; and 

WHEREAS, statutes related to state-funded transit projects require PCTPA to prepare 
· jurisdiction allocations and submit applications, as needed, from the PTMISEA; and 

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation has developed guidelines for 
purposes of administering and distributing PTMISEA funds to eligible project sponsors. .. 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTPA: 

1. Agrees to comply with all conditions and requirements set forth in the Certification and 
Assurances document (Exhibit "A") and applicable statutes, regulations and guidelines 
for all-PTMISEA funded transit projects. 

2. Designates the Executive Director as the authorized agent to execute the Certifications 
and Assurances document, all other required documents of the PTMISEA program and 
amendments thereto with the California Department of Transportation. 
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EXHIBIT A 

Project Sponsor: 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
Page 1 

Public Transportation Modernization, 
Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account 

(PTMISEA) 

Certifications and Assurances Document 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTP A) 

Effective Date of this Document: January 26, 2011 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) has adopted the following 
certifications and assurances for the Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, 
and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) bond program. As a condition of the 
receipt ofPTMISEA bond funds, project sponsors must comply with these terms and 
conditions. 

A. General 

(1) The project sponsor agrees to abide by the current PTMISEA Guidelines 

(2) The project sponsor must submit to the Department a PTMISEA Program 
Expenditure Plan, listing all projects to be funded for the life of the bond, including 
the amount for each project and the year in which the funds will be requested. 

(3) The project sponsor must submit to the Department a signed Authorized Agent form 
designating the representative who can submit documents on behalf of the project 
sponsor and a copy of the board resolution appointing the Authorized Agent. 

B. Project Administration 

(1) The project sponsor certifies that required environmental documentation is complete 
before requestingan allocation ofPTMISEA funds. The project sponsor assures that 
projects approved for PTMISEA funding comply with Public Resources Code § 
21100 and§ 21150. 

(2) The project sponsor certifies that PTMISEA funds will be used only for the transit 
capital project and that the project will be completed and remains in operation for its 
useful life. 

(3) The project sponsor certifies that it has the legal, financial, and technical capacity to 
carry out the project, including the safety and security aspects of that project. 
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(4) The project sponsor certifies that they will notify the Department of pending 
litigation, dispute, or negative audit findings related to the project, before receiving an 
allocation of funds. 

(5) The project sponsor must maintain satisfactory continuing control over the use of 
project equipment and facilities and will adequately maintain project equipment and 
facilities for the useful life of the project. 

(6) Any interest the project sponsor earns on PTMISEA funds must be used only on 
approved PTMISEA projects. 

(7) The project sponsor must notify the Department of any changes to the approved 
project with a Corrective Action Plan (CAP). 

(8) Under extraordinary circumstances, a project sponsor may terminate a project prior to 
completion. In the event the Project Sponsor terminates a project prior to completion, 
the Project Sponsor must (1) contact the Department in writing and follow-up with a 
phone call verifying receipt of such notice; (2) pursuant to verification, submit a final 
report indicating the reason for the termination and demonstrating the expended funds 
were used on the intended purpose; (3} submit a request to reassign the funds to a new 
project within 180 days of termination. 

(9) Funds must be encumbered and liquidated within the time allowed in the applicable 
budget act. 

C. Reporting 

(1) Per Government Code § 8879.55, the project sponsor must submit the following 
PTMISEA reports: 

a. Semi-Annual Progress Reports by February 15th and August 15th each ye!if. 

b. A Final Report within six months of project completion. 

c. The annual audit required under the Transportation Development Act (TDA), 
to verify receipt and appropriate expenditure ofPTMISEA bond funds. A 
copy of the audit report must be submitted to the Department within six 
months of the close of the year (December 31) each year in which PTMISEA 
funds have been received or expended. 

D. Cost Principles 

(1) The project sponsor agrees to comply with Title 2 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
225 (2 CFR 225), Cost Principles for State and Local Government, and 49 CFR, Part 
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18, Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to 
State and Local Governments. 

(2) The project sponsor agrees, and will assure that its contractors and subcontractors will 
be obligated to agree, that (a) Contract Cost Principles and Procedures, 48 CPR, 
Federal Acquisition Regulations System, Chapter 1, Part 31, et seq., shall be used to 
determine the allowability of individual project cost items and (b) those parties shall 
comply with Federal administrative procedures in accordance with 49 CPR, Part 18, 
Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements to 
State and Local Governments. Every sub-recipient receiving PTMISEA funds as a 
contractor or sub-contractor shall comply with Federal administrative procedures in 
accordance with 49 CPR, Part 18, Uniform Administrative Requirements for Grants 
and Cooperative Agreements to State and Local Governments. 

(3) Any project cost for which the project sponsor has received payment that are 
determined by subsequent audit to be unallowable under 2 CPR 225, 48 CPR, 
Chapter 1, Part 31 or 49 CPR, Part 18, are subject to repayment by the project 
sponsor to the State of California (State). Should the project sponsor fail to reimburse 
moneys due to the State within thirty (30) days of demand, or within such other 
period as may be agreed in writing between the Parties hereto, the State is authorized 
to intercept and withhold future-payments due the project sponsor from the State or 
any third-party source, including but not limited to, the State Treasurer and the State 
Controller. 

E. Record Retention 

(1) The project sponsor agrees, and will assure that its contractors and subcontractors 
shall establish and maintain an accounting system and records that properly 
accumulate and segregate incurred project costs and matching funds by line item for 
the project. The accounting system of the project sponsor, its contractors and all 
subcontractors shall conform to Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP), 
enable the determination of incurred costs at interim points of completion, and 
provide support for reimbursement payment vouchers or invoices. All accounting 
records and other supporting papers of the project sponsor, its contractors and 
subcontractors connected with PTMISEA funding shall be maintained for a minimum 
of three (3) years from the date offmal payment and shall be held open to inspection, 
copying, and audit by representatives of the State and the California State Auditor. 
Copies thereof will be furnished by the project sponsor, its contractors, and 
subcontractors upon receipt of any request made by the State or its agents. In 
conducting an audit of the costs claimed, the State will rely to the maximum extent 
possible on any prior audit of the Project Sponsor pursuant to the provisions of 
federal and State law.· In the absence of such an audit, any acceptable audit work 
performed by the project sponsor's external and internal auditors may be relied upon 
and used by the State when planning and conducting additional audits. 
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(2) For the purpose of determining compliance with Title 21, California Code of 
Regulations, Section 2500 et seq., when applicable, and other matters connected with 
the performance of the project sponsor's contracts with third parties pursuant to 
Government Code § 8546.7, the project sponsor, its contractors and subcontractors 
and the State shall each maintain and make available for inspection all books, 
documents, papers, accounting records, and other evidence pertaining to the 
performance of such contracts, including, but not limited to, the costs of 
administering those various contracts. All of the above referenced parties shall make 
such materials available at their respective offices at all reasonable times during the 
entire project period and for three (3) years from the date of fmal payment. The 
State, the California State Auditor, or any duly authorized representative of the State, 
shall each have access to any books, records, and documents that are pertinent to a 
project for audits, examinations, excerpts, and transactions, and the project sponsor 
shall furnish copies thereof if requested. 

(3) The project sponsor, its contractors and subcontractors will permit access to all 
records of employment, employment advertisements, employment application forms, 
and other pertinent data and records by the State Fair Employment Practices and 
Housing Commission, or any other agency of the State of California designated by 
the State, for the purpose of any investigation to ascertain compliance with this 
document. 

F. Special Situations 

(1) A project sponsor may lend its unused funds from one year to another project sponsor 
for an eligible project, for maximum fund use each fiscal year (July I -June 30). The 
project sponsor shall collect no interest on this loan. 

(2) Once funds have been appropriated in the budget act, a project sponsor may begin a 
project with its own funds before receiving an allocation of bond funds, but does so at 
its own risk. 

(3) The Department may perform an audit and/or request detailed project information of 
the project sponsor's PTMISEA funded projects at the Department's discretion at any 
time prior to the completion of the PTMISEA program. 

I certify all of these conditions will be met. 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
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PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

May 27,2015 

Mark Miller, City Manager 
PO Box 702 
Colfax, CA 95713 

KEITH NESBriT 
City of Auburn 

TONY HESCH 
City of Colfax 

STAN NADER 
City of Lincoln 

BRIAN BAKER 
Town of Loomis 

DIANA RUSLIN 
City of Rocklin 

SUSAN ROHAN 
City of Roseville 

JIM HOLMES 
KIRK UHLER 
Placer County 

RON TREABESS 
Citizen Representative 

CELIA McADAM 
Executive Director 

SUBJECT: FUNDING AGREEMENT 15-01 BETWEEN THE CITY OF COLFAX 
AND THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING 
AGENCY FOR THE COLFAX TRANSIT CENTER SECURITY 
LIGHTING AND IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 

Dear Mr. Miller: 

This letter, when countersigned, authorizes funding by the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTP A) for work to be performed by the City of Colfax for the Colfax Transit 
Center Security and Lighting 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 Security and Lighting Improvements Project. The City of Colfax 
Transit Center Security and Lighting Improvements Project will be funded under the 
Transit System Safety Security and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) included in 
Proposition 1B, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality and Port Security 
Bond Act, approved by California voters in November 2006. The City of Colfax Transit 
Center Security and Lighting Improvements Project TSSSDRA grant application for FY 
2014115 is incorporated in this Funding Agreement. 

2. Term: City is to commence work immediately and shall be completed according to the 
project schedule I milestones provided in the TSSSDRA grant application for FY 
2014115, with project completion no later than March 31, 2018. 

3. Scope of Services: City will perform the tasks I milestones to manage and install the 
City of Colfax Transit Center Security and Lighting Improvements Project provided in 
the TSSSDRA grant application for FY 2014115. 

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

299 Nevada Street • Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
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5. Compensation: For services rendered, the City of Colfax will receive a sum not to 
exceed the amount of $1,175 (plus accrued interest) identified in the City of Colfax 
Transit Center Security and Lighting Improvements Project TSSSDRA grant application 
for FY 2014/15. Upon completion of the project, the City shall submit one invoice for 
reimbursement. The invoice for payment shall reference the work completed and the 
hours and cost associated with each task I milestone. 

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

Celia McAdam, Executive Director Date Mark Miller, City Manager Date 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency City of Colfax 

Attachment: City of Colfax Transit Center Security and Lighting Improvements Project FY 
2014/15 TSSSDRA Grant Application 

c: Will Garner, Transit Manager, Placer County 
David Melko, PCTP A 
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Investment Justification Template 

B. Contact Information 
Lead Agency: 
David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner, 
PCTPA 
299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603 
530-823-4030 
530-823-4036 
dme Lko0)pctpa.net 

Implementing Agency: 
Mark Miller, City Manager 
PO Box 702, Colfax, CA 95713 
(530) 346-2313 
(530) 346-6214- Fax 
Mark.Miller wcolfax-ca. rov 

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

****NOTE -Label each project alphabetically and provide the following questions per project. 
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Agency Name and FIPS: Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) 061-91059 
Letter and Project Title: Colfax Transit Center Security Lighting and Improvements 

D. Provide a brief description for this investment. 

Security lighting at the Colfax Transit Center is non-existent. The City will purchase and install 
new vandal-resistant, energy efficient security lighting and fixtures. 

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

This investment addresses the acquisition of capital assets by funding the purchase of security 
lighting and fixtures with an expected useful life of 10 to 15 years. 

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

The installation of security lighting will increase the safety and security of the transit center and 
transit passengers by providing a well-lit place to sit/stand while waiting for train and Placer 
County Transit bus services. Installing security lighting will also make it easier for local law 
enforcement to observe any criminal activities, particularly vandalism and homeless persons 
sleeping in the vicinity of the transit center. 

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

This investment addresses the acquisition of capital assets by funding the purchase of security 
lighting and fixtures with an expected useful life of 1 0 to 15 years. 

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

Milestone 1: Purchase and acquire the security light and fixtures. 
Expected Completion: March 2015 or within three months of receipt of Prop 1 b 
TSSSDRA funding by PCTPA. 

Milestone 2: Install security light and fixtures. 
Expected Completion: March 2015 or within three months of receipt of Prop 1 b 
TSSSDRA funding by PCTPA. 

2 
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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 Department of Public Works 

ADDRESS: 3091 County Center Drive, Ste. 220 

Auburn, CA 95603 

CONTACT PERSON: Will Garner 

Phone: 530-745-7582 Email: wgarner@placer.ca.gov 

The ________ C_o_u_nt..:...y_o_f P_la_c_e_r _______ 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 

$ 624,129 
------ for Fiscal Year ___ 2_0_14--'-/_15 ___ , 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: 

Chair 
TITLE: 

DATE: 

(signature) 

APPLICANT 

BY: 
(signature) 

TITLE: 
Chair Board of Supervisors 

DATE: I . 
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PCTPA STA ANNUAL CLAIM FORM 

PROJECT AND FINANCIAL PLAN 

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

Claimant PLACER COUNTY 

Fiscal Year 2014115 

Brief Project Description Project Cost Source of Funding 
Placer County Transit Salaries & Benefits $2,188,100 LTF-PCTPA $2,560,700 
Operations 2014/2015 Services & Supplies $3,203,600 STA-PCTPA $531,288 

Other $191,288 Fares $777,000 
Contingency $75,000 FTA $601,000 

Other Agency $912,800 
Other Funds $68,000 
Interest $30,000 
Reserves $177,200 

TOTAL $5,657,988 TOTAL $5,657,988 
Placer County Transit 3 Buses $3,060,000 FTA $3,083,700 
Capital 2014/2015 On-Board PROP1B $810,900 

CCTV $58,000 Reserves $66,500 
CNG Phase3 $576,900 
Passenger Info A VL $168,700 
Two way Radios $97,500 

TOTAL $3,961,100 TOTAL $3,961,100 
Tahoe Area Regional Transit Salaries & Benefits $1,753,604 LTF-TRPA $610,054 
Operations 2014/2015 Services & Supplies $1,973,300 LTF-PCTPA $853,504 

Other $94,467 STA-TRPA $157,626 
Contingency $25,000 STA-PCTPA $92,841 

FTA5311 $667,300 
Fares $415,000 
Other $1,050,046 

TOTAL $3,846,371 TOTAL $3,846,371 
Tahoe Area Regional Transit 3 Buses $1,478,400 FTA $176,000 
Capital 2014/2015 CCTV $40,000 LTF-PCTPA $100,000 

Two way Radios $76,300 TTD $125,000 
Contingency for Traffic Fees $174,000 
4th Bus $100,000 Prop 1b $1,119,700 

TOTAL $1,694,700 TOTAL 1,694,700 

TOTAL TRANSIT $15,160,159 $15,160,159 
Miscellaneous roadway maintenance $2,000,000 L TF - Article 8a $2,000,000 
activities Other Revenue $15,160,159 

TOTAL STREETS AND ROADS $17,160,159 $17,160,159 

TOTAL STA- PCTPA $624,129 
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TO: 

FROM: 

MEMORANOUM 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS 

County of Placer 

. BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
)Lb 

KEN GREHM I WILL GARNER 

DATE: April 28, 2015 

SUBJECT: STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE CLAIM FOR PLACER COUNTY TRANSIT AND 
TAHOE AREA REGIONAL TRANSIT SUBMITTED TO PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY FISCAL YEAR 2014-15 

ACTION REQUESTED/RECOMMENDATION 
1. Adopt a Resolution authorizing the Chair of the Board of Supervisors to execute and sign the 

2014-15 State Transit Assistance (STA) Claim for Placer County Transit (PCT) and Tahoe 
Area Regional Transit (TART) to be submitted to the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency (PCTPA) in the amount of $624,129. There is no net county cost. 

BACKGROUND/SUMMARY 
Annually, the State Controller sends to each regional transportation planning agency an estimate of 
the amount of funds' to be allocated to it during the fiscal year. From funds made available pursuant 
to Public Utility Code (PUC) 99313, an amount is allocated by the controller based on the ratio of the 
population of the jl,lrisdiction to the total population of the state. PUC 9.9314 funds are allocated 
based on the prior fiscal year to total revenue of all the operators in the state during the prior fiscal 
year. The County has been informed that amount of funds available is $624,129 for FY 2014-15. 

In order for Placer County to receive. the funds, it is necessary for your Board to execute a claim 
requesting the State Transit Assistance funds. A State Transit Assistance Claim in the amount of 
$624,129 is attached for signature by the Chair and will be submitted to the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) on behalf of PCT and TART. 

. .J 

ENVIRONMENTAL 
The proposed action is not a project as defined by Public Resources Code Section 21065 and is 
therefore exempt from environmental review under CEQA. · 

FISCAL IMPACT 
The funds that will be used for operations by PCT and TART are budgeted in their 2014-15 Fiscal 
Year Budgets. 

Attachments: Resolution 
Claim for State Transit Assistance (STA} Funds 
PCTPA STA Annual Claim for Project and Financial Plan 

T:\DPW\Transportation\transprt\2015 BOS Memos\PCTPA 14~15 Claim\PCTPA STA 1415 CLAIM BOS.doc 

40 

\ () 



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

In the matter of A RESOLUTION APPROVING 
AND AUTHORIZING THE CHAIR OF THE Resol. No: 2015-075 
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO EXECUTE AND 
SIGN A CLAIM IN THE AMOUNT OF $624,129 
FOR 2014-15 STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE 
FUNDS (STA) AND SUBMIT TO THE PLACER 
COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

Placer at a regular meeting held on _....;;Ap-=--r~il.;;.....;;2;.;;.8.:..1 ....;;2;;..;;0.;;;;.1;;;..5 _____ by the following vote 

on roll call: 

Ayes: DURAN, WEYGANDT I HOlMES I MONTGOMERY I UHLER 

Noes: NONE 

Absent: NONE 

Chair, Board of Supervisors 
Attest: 
Clerk of s~id Board (D; rf\ 
(fQ.CQ;ry\h(l %~ 

n.:r r:::~~~-:·ne;fn i~~~;Tr.UMEUT ~~-; h unnrc 1 
! __ :OY./ ~:( .,.l{( O..t::~;:;~J.1~L )'~ Hi .f: iN 'i11tS L.'+f :c~ 
xnrsr 

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 2014-15 State Transit Assistance Fund Claim to the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency, in the amount of: 

$624,129 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 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

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

RESOLUTION NO.lS-13 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held May 27, 2015 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 
of1971; and Chapters 161 and 1002, Statutes of1990; 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: 
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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$624,129 in State Transit Assistance Funds (PUC 99313 & 
99314) for transit purposes (section 6730a). 

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 tl}eir claim. 
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PLANNING AGENCY 

Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency 

Title VI Program 

Adopted on May 27,2015 
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PCTP A Title VI Program 

Plan Statement 
The following program was developed to guide the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
(PCTPA) in its administration and management of Title VI-related activities, and details how PCTPA 
meets the requirements as set forth in FTA Circular 4702.1B. 

Section 601 under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 states the following: 

"No person in the United States shall, on the ground of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from 
participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity 
receiving Federal financial assistance." 

Policy 
PCTPA is committed to ensuring that no person on the basis of race, color, or national origin will be 
excluded from participation or subjected to discrimination with regard to the transportation planning and 
programming activities conducted by PCTPA's employees, affiliates, and contractors. 

Governing Board 
The governing board for PCTPA is made up of nine (9) members. Three (3) members are appointed by 
the Placer County Board of Supervisors and one ( 1) member each from the incorporated cities of Auburn, 
Colfax, Lincoln, Loomis, Rocklin and Roseville. 

General Reporting Requirements 
Chapter III of FT A Circular 4 702.1 B addresses the general reporting requirements for recipients and sub
recipients of Federal Transit Administration (FTA) funding to ensure that their activities comply with 
Department of Transportation (DOT) Title VI regulations. Below are summaries of each requirement and 
how PCTPA's Title VI Program fulfills that requirement. 

1. REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE TITLE VI ASSURANCES 
In accordance with 49 CFR Section 21.7(a), every application/or financial assistance from FTA 
must be accompanied by an assurance that the applicant will carry out the program in 
compliance with DOT's Title VI regulations. This requirement shall be fulfilled when the 
applicant/recipient submits its annual certifications and assurances to FTA. 

PCTP A annually submits its Certifications and Assurances to the California Department of 
Transportation. 

2. REQUIREMENT TO PREP ARE AND SUBMIT A TITLE VI PROGRAM 
Sub-recipients shall submit Title VI Programs to the primary recipient from whom they receive 
funding in order to assist the primary recipient in its compliance efforts. 

PCTP A has approved the Title VI Program by resolution and submitted it to the California 
Department of Transportation. The effective date will be the date of the resolution, May 27, 
2015. 

3. REQUIREMENT TO NOTIFY BENEFICIARIES OF PROTECTION UNDER TITLE VI 
The Title VI Program shall include recipient's Title VI notice to the public that indicates the 
recipient complies with Title VL informs members of the public of the protections against 
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discrimination afforded to them by Title VI, and includes a list of locations where the notice is 
posted. 

PCTPA has developed a public Title VI Notice to Beneficiaries following the guidelines of 
Circular FTA C 4702.1B, Appendix B. A copy of the notice is found in Appendix 1 of this 
Title VI Program. 

4. REQUIREMENT TO HAVE TITLE VI COMPLAINT PROCEDURES AND A COMPLAINT 
FORM 
All recipients shall develop procedures for investigating and tracking Title VI complaints filed 
against them and make their procedures for filing a complaint available to members of the public. 
Recipients must also develop a Title VI complaint form, and the form and procedure for filing a 
complaint shall be available on the recipient's website. 

PCTP A has developed a Title VI complaint procedure and form. In this Title VI Program, 
Appendix 2 outlines PCTPA's Title VI Complaint Procedures, and Appendix 3 is a copy of 
PCTPA's Title VI Complaint form. 

The complaint procedures and form are available in English on PCTPA's website, 
www.PCTPA.ca.gov. Individuals who do not have access to the internet may request that 
PCTP A mail them a paper copy of the procedures and form. 

5. REQUIREMENT TO RECORD AND REPORT TRANSPORTATION-RELATED TITLE VI 
INVESTIGATIONS, COMPLAINTS, AND LAWSUITS 
In order to comply with the reporting requirements of 49 CFR Section 21.9(b), FTA requires all 
recipients to prepare and maintain a list of any of the following that allege discrimination on the 
basis of race, color, or national origin: active investigations conducted by entities other than 
FTA; lawsuits; and complaints naming the recipient. This list shall include the date that the 
investigation, lawsuit, or complaint was filed; a summary of the allegation(s); the status of the 
investigation, lawsuit, or complaint; and actions taken by the recipient in response, or final 
findings related to the investigation, lawsuit, or complaint. 

PCTP A will maintain a list of all investigations, lawsuits and complaints naming PCTP A 
according to the guidelines of Circular FTA C 4702.1B, Appendix E. A copy of this list is 
provided in Appendix 4 of this Title VI Program. In addition, PCTP A will maintain 
permanent records of all related documents. PCTP A has not received any Title VI 
complaints of discrimination and therefore does not have any investigations or lawsuits to 
report; however, the processes are in place in the event that complaints are made. 

6. REQUIREMENT TO PROMOTE INCLUSIVE PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 
The content and considerations of Title VL the Executive Order on Limited English Proficiency 
(LEP), and the DOT LEP Guidance shall be integrated into each recipient's established public 
participation plan or process (i.e., the document that explicitly describes the proactive strategies, 
procedures, and desired outcomes that underpin the recipient's public participation activities). 

PCTPA's Public Participation Policy is shown in Appendix 5 of this Title VI Program. 
PCTP A ensures that minority and LEP populations, as with all members of the public, will 
be empowered to participate in decisions involved with PCTPA's transportation planning 
and programming activities. 
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7. REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE MEANINGFUL ACCESS TO LEP PERSONS 
Title VI and its implementing regulations require that FTA recipients take responsible steps to 
ensure meaningful access to the benefits, services, information and other important portions of 
their programs and activities for individuals who are Limited English Proficient (LEP). 

Assessment of LEP Access 
The US Department of Transportation (DOT) issued its Policy Guidance Concerning Recipients 
Responsibilities to LEP [Federal Register: December 14, 2005 (Volume 70, Number 239)]. This 
policy states that DOT recipients are required to take reasonable steps to ensure meaningful 
access to programs by LEP persons. There are four factors for agencies to consider when 
assessing language needs and determining what steps they should take to ensure access for LEP 
persons, regardless of whether or not the agency chooses not to prepare a written LEP plan: 

1. The number or proportion of LEP persons eligible to be served or likely to be encountered by 
a program, activity or service of the grantee; 

2. The frequency with which LEP individuals come into contact with the program; 
3. The nature and importance of the program, activity, or service provided by the recipient to 

people's lives; and 
4. The resources available to the recipient and costs. 

Factor 1: The number ofLEP persons eligible to be served or likely to be encountered 
The non-English language that PCTP A needs to address is Spanish. As shown on Table 1, 
50,280, or 15% speak a language other than English, with 17,447, or 5.2% of the County's 
population speak English less than "very well". 6.8% of Placer County's population is Spanish 
speaking. Remaining languages spoken at home include a large variety of Indo-European, Asian 
and Pacific Islander and other languages. These numbers indicate that Spanish is the one non
English language that PCTP A needs to address for the purposes of LEP requirements. Spanish 
speaking persons who are identified as speaking English less than "very well" represent 2.6% of 
Placer County's population, compared to 13.1% statewide in California. 

Population 5 years and over 

English only 

Language other than English 

Speak English less than "very 
well" 
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Factor 2: The frequency with which LEP individuals come into contact with the program 
PCTP A regularly assesses the frequency at which staff have, or could possibly have contact with 
LEP persons. PCTP A staff have had infrequent interactions with Spanish speakers during the 
planning and programming processes 

Factor 3: Importance to LEP Population of Programs, Services and Activities 
Most PCTP A programs, activities, and services of importance to LEP persons in general are long
term in nature since the Agency primarily engages in planning activities. PCTPA serves as the 
region's transportation programmer and planner rather than a direct provider of services. PCTPA 
works to ensure that all segments of the population, including LEP persons, have the opportunity 
to be involved in the transportation planning process. 

Factor 4: Resources and Costs 
Given the relatively small amount of LEP persons encountered in day to day activities, there has 
not been significant investment in Spanish language materials. PCTP A has assessed its available 
resources that could be used for providing LEP assistance. PCTP A makes provision to have 
translators available at transportation needs workshops, when such services are requested. 

Conclusion of Four Factor Assessment 
Given the relatively modest size of the PCTPA's programs, services and activities, and the small 
amount of LEP persons countywide, PCTP A has determined that it is not necessary to develop a 
formal LEP plan. This is done with the full understanding that the absence of a written LEP plan 
does not obviate the underlying obligation to ensure meaningful access by LEP persons to 
PCTPA's programs. In addition, PCTPA will continue to develop materials to provide 
meaningful access to Spanish speaking persons as appropriate. 

Maintenance and monitoring of LEP Program 
PCTP A will monitor request for translation and adjust practices to meet demand while 
maintaining a basic level of access by LEP populations to key programs and documents. 
PCTPA's will review the need for a formal LEP plan when data from the 2020 U.S. Census if 
available, or when it is evident that higher concentrations of LEP persons are present in the 
PCTP A area and coordinated with the Public Participation Plan. 

8. MINORITY REPRESENTATION ON PLANNING AND ADVISORY BODIES 
Title 49 CFR Section 21.5(b)(J)(vii) states that a recipient may not, on the grounds of race, color, 
or national origin, "deny a person the opportunity to participate as a member of a planning, 
advisory, or similar body which is an integral part of the program. " Recipients that have 
transportation-related, non-elected planning boards, advisory councils or committees, or similar 
committees, the membership of which is selected by the recipient, must provide a table depicting 
the racial breakdown of the membership of those committees, and a description of efforts made to 
encourage the participation of minorities on such committees. 

Appendix 6 shows PCTPA's Table Depicting Minority Representation on PCTPA 
Committees and Councils. 
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9. REQUIREMENT TO PROVIDE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION UPON REQUEST 
FTA may request, at its discretion, iriformation other than that required by this Circular from a 
recipient in order for FTA to investigate complaints of discrimination or to resolve concerns 
about possible noncompliance with DOT's Title VI regulations. 

PCTP A will fully cooperate with any FT A investigation of discrimination complaints to the 
extent required by Title VI regulations. 
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Appendix 1: Title VI Notice to Beneficiaries 

The Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTP A) operates its programs imd services without 
regard to race, color and national origin in accordance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act. Any person 
who believes she or he has been aggrieved by any unlawful discriminatory practice under Title VI may 
file a complaint with PCTP A. 

For more information on PCTPA's Civil Rights Program and the procedures to file a complaint, contact 
(530) 823-4030; go online at www.pctpa.net; or visit our office at 299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603. 

A complainant may file a complaint directly with the Federal Transit Administration by filing a complaint 
with the Office of Civil Rights, Attention: Title VI Program Coordinator, East Building, 5th Floor-TCR, 
1200 New Jersey Ave., SE, Washington, DC 20590. 

This notice is posted in the PCTPA office, 299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA and on the PCTPA website: 
www.pctpa.net. 
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Appendix 2: Title VI Complaint Procedures 

Any person who believes she or he has been discriminated against on the basis of race, color, or national 
origin by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (hereinafter referred to as "PCTP A") may 
file a Title VI complaint by completing and submitting the agency's Title VI Complaint Form. PCTPA 
investigates complaints received no more than 180 days after the alleged incident. PCTP A will process 
complaints that are complete. 

Complaints must be in writing and signed by the complainant on the form provided. Complaints must 
include the complainant's name, address, and phone number and be detailed to specify all issues and 
circumstances of the alleged discrimination. Allegations must be based on issues involving race, color or 
national origin. Title VI Complaints of Discrimination may be filed with: 

PCTPA 
Attn: Title VI Coordinator 

299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Once the complaint is received, PCTP A will review it to determine if its office has jurisdiction. The 
complainant will receive an acknowledgement letter informing her/him whether the complaint will be 
investigated by PCTP A. 

PCTP A has 30 days to investigate the complaint. If more information is needed to resolve the case, 
PCTP A may contact the complainant. The complainant has 15 business days from the date of the letter to 
send requested information to PCTP A. If PCTP A is not contacted by the complainant or does not receive 
the additional information within 15 business days, PCTP A can administratively close the case. A case 
can be administratively closed also if the complainant no longer wishes to pursue their case. 

After PCTP A reviews the complaint, it will issue one of two letters to the complainant: a closure letter or 
a Letter of Finding (LOF). A closure letter summarizes the allegations and states that there was not a Title 
VI violation and that the case will be closed. An LOF summarizes the allegations and the interviews 
regarding the alleged incident and explains whether any disciplinary action, additional training of the staff 
member, or other action will occur. If the complainant wishes to appeal the decision, she/he has 30 days 
after the date of the letter or the LOF to do so. 

A person may also file a complaint directly with the Federal Transit Administration, at FTA Office of 
Civil Rights, Attention: Title VI Program Coordinator, East Building, 5th Floor-TCR, 1200 New Jersey 
Avenue SE, Washington, DC 20590. 
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Appendix 3: Title VI Complaint Form 

Section 601, under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 states that "No person in the United States 
shall, on the ground of race, color, or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be denied the 
benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving Federal fmancial 
assistance." If you feel you have been discriminated against, please provide the following 
information in order to assist PCTP A in processing your complaint. 

SECTION 1 (Please print clearly): 

Name: -------------------------------------------------------------Address: __________________________________________________________ __ 

City, State, Zip Code: -------------,---,----,--------------=---=--:---
Telephone Number: (Home) (Work) 
Accessible format requirements? __ (Large print) __ (Audiotape) __ (TDD) __ (Other) 

SECTION2 

Are you filing this complaint on your own behalf? __ (Yes ) __ (No) 
If you answered yes to this question, go to Section 3. 
If not, please supply the name and relationship of the person for whom you are complaining: 
Name: Relationship: ______________ __ 
Please explain why you have filed for a third party: __ --::--:-----------,------:-----------=---:-------::-

Please confirm that you have obtained the permission of the aggrieved party if you are filing on behalf of 
the third party. __ (Yes ) __ (No) 

SECTION3 

I believe the discrimination I experienced was based on (check all that apply): 

____ Race ____ Color ____ National Origin 

Date and Place of Occurrence: -----------------------------------------

Name (s) and Title(s) of the person (s) who I believe discriminated against me: 

The action or decision which caused me to believe I was discriminated against is as follows: 
(Please include a description of what happened and how your benefits were denied, delayed or affected): 

Please list any and all witnesses' names and phone numbers: 
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What type of corrective action would you like to see taken? 

SECTION 4 

Have you previously filed a Title VI complaint with this agency? __ (Yes) __ (No) 

SECTIONS 

Have you filed this complaint with any other Federal, State, or local agency, or with any Federal or State 
Court? (Yes) __ (No) 

If yes, check all that apply: 
Federal Agency__ Federal Court __ State Agency __ State Court __ Local Agency __ 

Please provide information about a contact person at the agency/court where the complaint was filed. 
Name: Title: -----------------------Agency: ____________________________________________________________ __ 
Address: 

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

Telephone Number: ____________________________ __ 

You may attach any written materials or other information that you think is relevant to your complaint. 

I believe the above information is true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Signature and date required below: 

Signature Printed N arne 

Date 

Please submit this form in person at the address below or mail this form to: 

PCTPA 
Attn.: Title VI Coordinator 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 
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Appendix 4: List of Transit-Related Title VI Investigations, 
Complaints, and Lawsuits 

Per PTA Circular 4702.1B, "all recipients are required to prepare and maintain a list of any of the 
following that allege discrimination on the basis of race, color, or national origin": 

• Active investigations conducted by FT A and entities other than FT A 
• Lawsuits; and 
• Complaints naming the recipient 

Thus far, PCTP A has not received Title VI Investigations, Complaints or Lawsuits. Below is the list that 
will be used for tracking these incidents: 

I f f nves Iga Ions, L "t awsu1 san dC I . t ompa1n s 
Summary 

Date (Include basis of 
(Month, Day, complaint: race, Status Action(s) Taken 

Year) color, or national 
origin) 

Investigations 
1. N/A 
2. N/A 
Lawsuits 
1. N/A 
2. N/A 
Complaints 
1. N/A 
2. N/A 
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Appendix 5: Public Participation Plan 

PCTP A COMMUNITY INFORMATION AND PARTICIPATION PROGRAM 

PCTPA's community information and participation program, in compliance with Title VI of the Civil 
Rights Act of 1964, is an on-going effort of informing, encouraging involvement, and inviting public and 
community participation in the transportation planning process. PCTPA's community information and 
participation program is consistent with SACOG's adopted Public Participation Program, as amended. 

PCTP A's community information and participation program is multi -purposed: 

• Provide information to the public about key countywide transportation projects, planning, and 
funding issues; 

• Establish the process by which the public can express itself; 
• Provide the public with opportunities to be involved in transportation planning; 
• Ensure transportation projects and programs are genuinely reflective of the region's values as 

determined through public input; and 
• Establish and continue good relationships with the public. 

Community and Public Outreach 

Community and public outreach is an ongoing effort that can occur in a variety of ways. 
PCTP A solicits input through various policy, technical, and public forums using the outreach efforts and 
techniques summarized below. Outreach to Native American tribal governments, specifically, the United 
Auburn Indian Community is included. 

PCTP A seeks input and feedback from all members of the public, engages stakeholders potentially 
affected, especially groups considered traditionally underrepresented, such as low-income and minority 
groups (per FHW A and FTA guidance on Environmental Justice in compliance with Executive order 
12898 issued in 1994) in the regional transportation planning process. Environmental Justice is also 
applicable at the project level when project sponsors are proposing a new project in a local community 
and federal funds are involved. 

Board Meetings 

PCTP A Board meetings are open to the public at a convenient and accessible location that complies with 
Brown Act and ADA requirements. Agendas are posted prior to public meetings. 

Public Hearings, Informational Meetings, and Workshops 

PCTP A conducts public hearings regarding the development and adoption of the Regional Transportation 
Plan, the Regional Transportation Improvement Program, and the annual unmet transit needs hearing. 
Additional public hearings, informational meetings, and workshops are held for specific planning 
activities and individual projects. Visualization techniques are often used, in the form of printed materials, 
graphics, mapped information, and power point presentations in narrative summary and bullet points. 
Sign-in sheets are used to update mailing/e-mail lists for future notification use and document 
distribution. 
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Availability of Information 

Members of the public have access to technical and policy information and documents - through meeting 
agendas, which are mailed and distributed by e-mail; can be viewed online at PCTPA's website; and 
available for review at PCTP A during normal business hours. 

Use of Technology 

The community information and participation effort has been further enhanced by using technology to 
reach the public. Expansion of the agency's website on the internet provides citizens with greater access 
to agency and specific project information, documents, and planning activities. A monthly newsletter, 
"Planning Ahead," is e-mailed to transportation stakeholders, which provides up-to-date information 
about transportation issues, including project updates, funding issues, and other policy issues that affect 
Placer County. PCTPA also established a Facebook Group called, "Fix Placer Traffic," which enables 
PCTP A and residents to communicate quickly about a variety of transportation issues, with a link back to 
the PCTP A website so users can access additional information. 

Teleconferences are often used with public agencies 

Open Houses 

PCTP A Board members often host open houses in the area they represent. Open House's allow the public 
to learn and ask questions about PCTPA planning and project activities. 

Presentations 

Upon request, PCTP A's speaker bureau conducts presentations to various community groups. 

Media Relations 

A greater emphasis is now placed on working with local media outlets - newspapers, radio, 
television/cable, and the internet. Also included, are reporter briefings, opinion editorial placements, 
letters to the editor, and editorial board meetings. 

Local media is an important component of PCTP A's community information and participation program. 
It provides an ongoing, highly efficient, and effective tool to communicate important transportation and 
funding issues to the public. 

Consultation and Coordination 

Ongoing consultation and coordination breaks down barriers between agencies and jurisdictions; 
increases chances of reaching consensus; and creates the opportunity to diffuse potentially controversial 
issues. 

Ongoing consultation and coordination occurs with officials responsible for other types of planning 
activities that are affected by transportation in the area. This includes a wide range of agencies such as 
Native American tribal governments; federal, state and regional land management, transportation, and 
environmental agencies; local jurisdictions; and project sponsors. PCTP A also depends on input and 
feedback from its own advisory committees. 
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Appendix 6: Table Depicting Minority Representation on Committees and 
Councils Selected by PCTP A 

SOCIAL SERVICE TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COUNCIL 

SSTAC 21 0 0 

Table DP-05, U.S. Census Bureau, 2009-2013 American Community Survey 
2 Table S1601, U.S. Census Bureau, 2009-2013 American Community Survey 

0 0 

PCTP A has welcomed all who are interested in serving on the Social Services Transportation Advisory 
Council (SST A C) who meet the mandates of the Transportation Development Act (TDA). PCTP A has 
appointed all members seeking to participate and will continue to do so. If a time comes when the size of 
the council becomes ineffective, Title VI policies will be honored. Outreach efforts are focused on the 
primary intent of the SSTAC, which is to meet the mandates of the TDA. 

Per section 99238 of the Transportation Development Act, each transportation planning agency shall 
provide for the establishment of a social services transportation advisory council for each county, or 
counties operating under a joint powers agreement, which is not subject to the apportionment restriction 
established in Section 99232. 

As described in subdivision (a): The Social Services Transportation Advisory Council shall consist of 
the following members: 

~ One representative of potential transit users who is 60 years of age or older; 
~ One representative of potential transit users who is disabled; 
~ Two representatives of the local social service providers for seniors, including one representative 

of a social service transportation provider, if one exists; 

~ Two representatives of local social service providers for the disabled, including one 
representative of a social service transportation provider, if one exists; 

~ One representative of a local social service provider for persons of limited means; 
~ Two representatives from the local consolidated transportation service agency, designated 

pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 15975 of the Government Code, if one exists, including one 
representative from an operator, if one exists. 

The transportation planning agency may appoint additional members in accordance with the procedure 
prescribed in subdivision (b). 
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Appendix 7: Employee Education Form 

Title VI Policy 
No person shall, on the grounds of race, color or national origin, be excluded from participation in, be 
denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any program or activity receiving federal 
financial assistance. 

All employees of PCTP A and its affiliates are expected to consider, respect, and observe this policy. 
Citizen questions or complaints shall be directed to PCTP A Title VI Coordinator. 
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Appendix 8: Acknowledgement of Receipt of Title VI Plan 

I hereby acknowledge receipt of PCTPA's Title VI Plan. I have read the plan and am committed to 
ensuring that no person is excluded from participation in, or denied the benefits or services delivered by 
the PCTP A on the basis of race, color, or national origin, as protected by Title VI. 

Your signature 

Print your name 

Date 
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Appendix 9: Letter Acknowledging Receipt of Title VI Complaint 

Today's Date 

Ms. Jane Doe 
1234 Main St. 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Dear Ms. Doe: 

This letter is to acknowledge receipt ofyour complaint against PCTPA alleging 

An investigation will begin shortly. If you have additional information you wish to convey or questions 
concerning this matter, please feel free to contact this office by telephoning (530) 823-4030, or write to: 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
Attn: Title VI Coordinator 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Sincerely, 

PCTP A Title VI Coordinator 
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Appendix 10: Letter of Finding (Notifying Complainant that Complaint Is 
Substantiated) 

Today's Date 

Ms. Jane Doe 
1234 Main St. 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Dear Ms. Doe: 

The matter referenced in your letter of ______ (date) against PCTP A alleging a Title VI 
violation has been investigated. 

(An/Several) apparent violation(s) of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, including those mentioned 
in your letter (was/were) identified. Efforts are underway to correct these deficiencies. 

Thank you for calling this important matter to our attention. Your input was helpful during our review of 
this matter. (If a hearing is requested, the following sentence may be appropriate.) You may be hearing 
from this office, or from Federal authorities, if your services should be needed during the administrative 
hearing process. 

Sincerely, 

PCTP A Title VI Coordinator 
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Appendix 11: Closure Letter (Notifying Complainant that the Complaint Is 
Not Substantiated) 

Today's Date 

Ms. Jane Doe 
1234 Main St. 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Dear Ms. Doe: 
The matter referenced in your complaint of _____ _ (date) against the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA), alleging ____________ _ has been 
investigated. 

The results of the investigation did not indicate that the provisions of Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964, have in fact been violated. As you know, Title VI prohibits discrimination based on race, color, or 
national origin in any program receiving Federal financial assistance. 

PCTPA has analyzed the materials and facts pertaining to your case for evidence of PCTPA's failure to 
comply with any of the civil rights laws. There was no evidence found that any of these laws have been 
violated. 

I therefore advise you that your complaint has not been substantiated, and that I am closing this matter in 
our files. 

You have the right to appeal this decision within thirty calendar days of receipt of this final written 
decision from PCTP A. 

Thank you for taking the time to contact us. If I can be of assistance to you in the future, do not hesitate to 
contact me. 

Sincerely, 

PCTP A Title VI Coordinator 
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PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: A RESOLUTION 
TO ADOPT A TITLE VI PROGRAM FOR 
THE PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

RESOLUTION NO. 15-14 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency at 
a regular meeting held May 27,2015 by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage 

Chair 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 

Executive Director 

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

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

WHEREAS, PCTP A is responsible for the administration of federal funds; and 

WHEREAS, PCTPA must comply with Federal Circular 4702.1B which set new guidelines for 
the compliance with Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act to receive federal funds; and 

WHEREAS, in accordance with Federal Circular 4702.1B, PCTPA has prepared a Title VI 
Program document; and 

NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that PCTP A has approved and adopted the "Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency Title VI Program". 
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TO: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

PLACER COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE 
COMMISSION 

MEMORANDUM 

Placer County Airport Land Use Commission DATE: May 5, 2015 

Celia McAdam, Executive Secretary~ 
David Melko, Senior Transportation Plann~ \t6? 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF CONSISTENCY 
DETERMINATION FOR O'BRIEN CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

ACTION REQUESTED 
1. Consider the City of Auburn's request for reconsideration of the Placer County Airport 

Land Use Commission's (ALUC) consistency determination, dated March 25, 2015, for 
the O'Brien Child Development Center. 

2. Deny suspension of the portion of Robert's Rules of Order Chapter IX, Section 37 which 
requires that a Motion to Reconsider be made at the meeting where the item was first voted 
upon. 

BACKGROUND 
On March 25,2015 the ALUC held a public hearing for an appeal of the staff determination that 
the O'Brien Child Development Center is inconsistent with the Placer County Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). The staff determination was based on ALUCP safety policy because 
the location at 4035 Grass Valley Highway falls within Compatibility Zone C1, which prohibits 
day care centers of more than 14 children. (Attachment 1) 

After considering the staff review, the applicant's appeal request, public testimony, and discussion, 
the ALUC voted to find the project consistent with the ALUCP subject to the condition that the 
O'Brien Child Development Center inform its clients that the facility is located within an airport 
overflight zone. The ALUC based its finding of consistency on the following considerations: 
• Applicant's due diligence in looking for alternative sites, with no suitable alternatives meeting 

their needs; 
• Aircraft traffic patterns over the existing versus proposed location, which the ALUC 

considered to be safer; 
• Proposed location of the day care facility within the Black Forest Plaza shopping center; 
• Applicant's inclusion of safety measures to minimize hazards to the day care facility and its 

occupants; and 
• Proposed evacuation plans, and qualifications and training of daycare personnel. 

On March 30, 2015, staff mailed the ALUC consistency determination to Placer County, the 
jurisdiction responsible for approval of the O'Brien Child Development Center project, with 
copies provided to the applicant and the City of Auburn. (Attachment 2) 

On April20, 2015, the City of Auburn submitted a request for reconsideration of the ALUC's 
consistency determination that the O'Brien Child Development Center is compatible with the 
ALUCP. (Attachment 3) 

299 Nevada Street • Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
www.pctpa.net 
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Airport Land Use Commission 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDERATION OF CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION FOR 
O'BRIEN CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 
May2015 
Page2 

DISCUSSION 
Request for Reconsideration 
The City of Auburn's request sets forth two grounds for reconsideration of the ALUC's 
consistency determination, which are (1) lack of notification regarding the appeal and (2) the need 
to consider additional information relevant to the ALUC's ability to take action on the issue. 

The City's letter states that two citizen groups, the Auburn Aviation Association and the Auburn 
Aviation Association Airport Advisory Committee, previously requested agendas and hearing 
notices from the ALUC, and were not notified of the appeal hearing for the O'Brien Child 
Development Center. Therefore these two citizen groups did not have an opportunity to present 
information which would have altered the outcome of the public hearing. 

Response: Public notification requirements established in both the ALUC Rules of Procedure and 
California Government Code were met (Attachment 4). 

A public hearing notice was published in the Auburn Journal on March 12, 2015, more than 10 
days prior to the March 25, 2015 meeting. Further, the public hearing notice was distributed on 
March 4, 2015 to all property owners within 300 feet of the subject parcel's boundary lines in 
accordance with Government Code Section 65091 for project noticing. 

In addition to these legal requirements, notice was provided by email on March 4, 2015 to the 
applicant and relevant Auburn Municipal Airport area stakeholders, including the City of Auburn 
and the Auburn Aviation Association, pursuant to the ALUC Rules of Procedure. This noticing 
was provided because the City is the owner/operator of the airport and the Aviation Association 
had previously requested such noticing during the 2014 ALUCP update process. 

The City's letter further states that additional information relevant to the ALUC's ability to take 
action on the issue was not considered, including: 

a. Erroneous understanding of how the Auburn Municipal Airport actually operates; 
b. Approach patterns at the airport are not limited to a single direction; 
c. Depending on atmospheric conditions, aircraft may approach the runway from the side of 

the building, which will contain the proposed child daycare facility; and 
d. Safety concerns highlighted in the ALUC staff original determination are not mitigated by 

the location of the 0 'Brien facility in the shopping center because they are increased if an 
aircraft were to lose control on approach. 

Response: The City does not adequately explain why they or the citizen groups had not timely 
entered into the record, by writing or through testimony at the public hearing, the information 
which would have altered the outcome of the public hearing. 

Appeal/Reconsideration Process 
In accordance with ALUC Rules of Procedure, any person may appeal a consistency determination 
by the ALUC by submitting a written request with the reasons why the person believes that the 
subject consistency review should be modified within 10 days of the date when the determination 
was issued. The City of Auburn's request for reconsideration is dated April20, while the period 
for appealing the O'Brien consistency,determination is 10 days, which expired April6. 
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No procedure for late reconsideration is included in the ALUC Rules of Procedure, Public Utilities 
Code, Caltrans Aviation Handbook, Placer County Airport Land Use Comprehensive Plan 
(ALUCP), or PCTPA policies. However, the 2010 PCTPA Bylaws state that "(a)ll rules of order 
not herein provided for shall be determined in accordance with 'Robert's Rules of Order 
Revised"'. Under Robert's Rules of Order, a Motion to Reconsider may only be made by a 
member who voted in the majority on the original motion and during the meeting when the item 
was first voted upon. 

For a late Motion to Reconsider to move forward, as is being requested by the City of Auburn in 
these circumstances, the first test is whether there has been action taken in reliance on the ALUC's 
decision that cannot be undone. According to Gerry Haas of the Placer County Planning 
Department, as of May 4, 2015, the final building permits for the Child Development Center have 
not been issued. It therefore appears that no undoable final action has been taken that relies on the 
ALUC decision. 

The next requirement for the late Motion to Reconsider is that the governing body must vote by a 
2/3 majority to suspend the rules requiring the motion to be made during the meeting when the 
issue was first voted on. If the vote to suspend the rules achieves the 6 votes required for the 2/3 
majority, then a Motion to Reconsider may be made only by a member who voted in the majority 
on the original motion. If the Motion to Reconsider passes with a majority vote, then the matter 
may be discussed and debated as if it were being considered for the first time. If either of these 
votes does not pass, the ALUC determination from March 25th will stand as the final action. 

Staff Recommendations 
Staff recommends denial of the request to suspend the rules for the late Motion to Reconsider for 
two reasons: 

1. The public noticing for the March 25th meeting met and exceeded legal requirements, and 
ample opportunity existed to provide information in a timely manner. Further opportunity 
for appeal existed within the 10 days after the March 25th hearing. 

2. The suspension of rules sets a troublesome precedent, as future applicants may have 
concerns that action by the ALUC on which they rely on to make investments in land 
improvements may also be subject to potential future reconsideration. 

Alternative Action 
Should the ALUC wish to move forward on the Motion to Reconsider, staff recommends the 
following actions: 

1. A Motion to Suspend the Rules may be made by any member of the ALUC and generally 
requires a 2/3 majority to pass, per Robert's Rules of Order Newly Revised (11th ed. 2011, 
Chapter VIII, Section 25). Specifically, that motion would be to suspend the portion of 
Robert's Rules of Order Chapter IX, Section 37 that requires a Motion to Reconsider be 
made at the meeting where the item was first voted upon. A sample motion language 
would read, 
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"I move to suspend the rules and take up a motion to reconsider the Commission's March 
25, 2015 consistency determination on the O'Brien Child Development Center, Case No. 
2014/2015-4." 

2. If the Motion to Suspend the Rules passes by a 2/3 majority, the Commission may 
entertain a Motion to Reconsider, as suggested in the following language. This motion 
may only be made by a Commissioner from the prevailing side, and would require a 
majority vote. 

"I move to reconsider the Commission's March 25, 2015 consistency determination for the 
O'Brien Child Development Center, Case No. 2014/2015-4. I voted in the majority 
regarding the consistency determination." 

3. If the Motion to Reconsider passes by a majority vote, then the issue would be placed on 
the agenda for the June 2015 ALUC meeting, including complete renoticing for the 
reconsideration. 

CM: NM: DM: ss 
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TO: 

PLACER COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE 
COMMISSION 

Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 

FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation Planner 

Agenda Item G 

Attachment 1 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: March 10,2015 

SUBJECT: APPEAL OF CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION FOR THE O'BRIEN 
CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

ACTION REQUESTED 
1. Conduct a public hearing to obtain input on the proposed O'Brien Child Development Center 

consistency with the Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). 
2. Confirm the ALUC Secretary's determination that the proposed O'Brien Child Development 

Center is not consistent with the ALUCP after considering the applicant's appeal request for 
special conditions. 

BACKGROUND 
The O'Brien Child Development Center is proposing to relocate their existing child daycare 
facility located at 11557 E. A venue, Auburn (De Witt Center) to the Black Forest Plaza shopping 
center located at 4035 Grass Valley Highway, Auburn in Compatibility Zone C1 of the ALUCP 
for the Auburn Municipal Airport. The Placer County Planning Services Division referred the 
item to the ALUC, indicated they cannot support the relocation of the child daycare facility to 
the Black Forest Plaza without a positive compatibility determination. 

A project staff review was completed on February 13, 2015 (Attachment 1) which found that, as 
proposed, the project is incompatible with ALUCP safety policy for Compatibility Zone C1. This 
recommendation was communicated to the applicant and the County Planning Services Division. 
The applicant subsequently filed an appeal of the staff determination on February 25, 2015 
(Attachment 2). The appeal request includes documentation and photos demonstrating a special 
condition exception may exist for their proposed project. 

DISCUSSION 
ALUC Appeal Process 
An appeal of a staff review is automatically forwarded to the ALUC for a final consistency 
determination and subject to a public hearing. A public hearing notice was published in the 
Auburn Journal10 days prior to the meeting, and distributed to all property owners within 300 
feet of the subject parcel's boundary lines. Additionally, notice was provided to the applicant and 
relevant area stakeholders. 

As part of making a final consistency determination with the ALUCP, the ALUC is required to 
review the proposed project, the staff review, and information submitted by the applicant 
supporting the appeal request for special conditions. 

299 Nevada Street· f.uburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
www.pctpa.net 
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The ALUC has three choices in making a final determination regarding the project's consistency 
with the ALUCP- find the proposal: 
• Consistent with the ALUCP; 
• Consistent with the ALUCP -- subject to conditions, or 
• Inconsistent with the ALUCP --based on specific conflicts. 

If the ALUC decides to grant a special condition for a consistency determination, it is required to 
make specific findings as to why an exception is being made. These findings must: 
• State the nature of the extraordinary circumstance; 
• Specify the proposal will not in this case create a safety hazard to people on the ground; and 
• Specify that special measures would be taken to minimize hazards to the facility and its 

occupants. 

Alternately, the ALUC could find that the use would only be allowed because an alternative site 
outside the zone would not serve the intended function. 

ALUCP Project Consistency Review 
The Black Forest Plaza lies entirely within the Compatibility Plan Zone C1. Zone C1 includes 
land beneath the primary air traffic pattern, which is affected by moderate degrees of both noise 
and safety risk. According to the data presented in the California Airport Land Use Planning 
Handbook, 40 to 50 percent of off-runway, airport-related, general aviation aircraft accidents 
occur within Compatibility Zones B1 and Cl for airports comparable to Auburn Municipal 
Airport. 

The ALUCP cites a number of land use controls to minimize risks related to aircraft accidents. 
One of these controls prohibits certain land uses where occupants have reduced effective 
mobility or may be unable to respond to emergency situations. Such land uses are considered 
risk-sensitive because they represent special safety concerns irrespective of the number of people 
associated with the uses. Under the ALUCP, children's schools, daycare centers (more than 14 
children) and libraries are cited as land uses incompatible within Zone C 1 (Attachment 1) Table 
AUB-4A, Basic Compatibility Criteria, for Auburn Municipal Airport). Child daycare (more 
than 14 children) is prohibited in most portions ofthe airport influence area except Zone D. For 
the O'Brien Child Development Center to be considered compatible in Zone C1 it would need to 
have less than 14 children, while the project estimates 59 occupants, primarily preschool and 
infant children. 

The applicant's appeal request for special conditions cites several safety features of the project as 
grounds to reverse the ALUC Secretary's determination. These features address: 
• Building Outdoors: project location, design and safety; 
• Building Indoors: safety and security; and 
• Daycare personnel qualifications. 

Notwithstanding the applicant's proposed safety features, staff recommends that the ALUC 
confirm the ALUC Secretary's determination that the proposecl O'Brien Child Development 
Center is not consistent with the ALUCP. 

71 



David Melko 

From: David Melko 
Sent: Saturday, February 14, 2015 2:56 PM 

'heathergirl36@hotmail.com'; 'Gerry Haas' 
Solvi Sabol 

To: 
Cc: 
Subject: Airport Land Use Compatibility Review- O'Brien Child Development Center 
Attachments: 

Importance: 

04 --AMACl -- O'Brien Child Development Center.pdf; ALUC Request for Appeal 
Form.pdf 

High 

Attached is the ALUC compatibility review for the proposed O'Brien Child Development Center. A hard copy of 
this review will be mailed to you next week. 

The project was reviewed using the adopted Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (2-26-14). The project lies 
within Auburn Municipal Airport's Compatibility Zone C1. As proposed, the project is incompatible with 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan safety policy specified for Zone C1. To be considered compatible in Zone 
C1, the project would be required to have less than 14 children. No documentation has been submitted by the 
applicant demonstrating a special condition exception may exist for the proposed project. 

Because the applicant has already indicated that they may appeal the ALUC staff determination, I've attached 
an ALUC Appeal Request Form. The cost to file an appeal is $100 payable to the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency. 

The Airport Land Use Commission appeals process is summarized below: 

• Any person may appeal a consistency determination by the ALUC by submitting an Appeal Request 
Form with the reasons why the appellant believes that the subject consistency review should be 
modified within 10 days ofthe date when the determination was issued. The appeal will be placed 
upon the agenda of the next scheduled ALUC meeting. 

• Depending on the project category, ALUC staff review of an appeal will be completed within 14 days 
and the ALUC review within 60 days of the appeal date, including scheduling of the ALUC meeting. 

• The appellant must be present at the ALUC meeting to state their case and explain why the consistency 
determination should be modified. The ALUC shall consider whether or not the appeal has merit. 

Because this compatibility review is being issued on a 3-day weekend including a Monday holiday, for 
purposes of an appeal, the project's determination date would be Tuesday, February 17. An appeal would 
need to be submitted to PCTPA by February 27. The next scheduled ALUC meeting would be March 25, 2015. 
The appeal would be heard in the format of a public hearing. A public notice hearing is required to be 
published 10 days before the hearing date. In this case, the hearing notice would need to be published by 
March 15 in a local newspaper within the airport influence area. The hearing notice would be published in the 
Auburn Journal. 

Let me know if there are any questions regarding the compatibility determination and/or the ALUC appeals 
process. 

1 

72 



PLACER COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 

REQUEST FOR STAFF REVIEW 

PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND 
USE COMMISSION (ALUC) 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 
Phone: 530.823.4030 
Fax: 530.823.4036 

Project Title: O'Brien Child Development Center 

Project Description: 

Date Received: January 30, 2015 

Received From: O'Brien Child 
Development Center (Applicant) 

Airport Name: Auburn Municipal Airport 

ALUC Case No.: 2014/2015-4 

Applicant is proposing to relocate their existing Child Development Center from the Dewitt Center 
to a vacant lease space within the Black Forest shopping center located near the northwest corner 
of Dry Creek Road and SR49 (APN: 076-420-054-000) in the North Auburn community. The Child 
Development Center would operate Monday through Friday from 6:00 am to 6:00 pm, with an 
estimated 59 occupants, primarily preschool and infant children. 

Application for: [ ] Rezone [ ] General/Community Plan Amendment [x] Other 

Background 
On January 30, 2015 PCTPA received an ALUC project application from the O'Brien Child 
Development Center. Applicant is proposing to relocate their existing Child Development Center 
from the Dewitt Center to a vacant lease space within the Black Forest shopping center. According 
to the Placer County Planning Services Division, when a shopping center is established in Placer 
County, use permits or other discretionary entitlements are not required for uses that come and 
go within the shopping center, provided the uses are allowed in the zoning district and they are 
compatible with other typical shopping center uses. Both of these criteria appear to be met for the 
proposed relocation of the Child Development Center. As a result, the County Planning Services 
Division only requires a business license in order to establish the use within the Black Forest 
shopping center. 

The Black Forest shopping center lies entirely within the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Zone 
C1. According to the 2014 Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, children's schools, and daycare 
centers with more than 14 children are incompatible within Zone C1. On account of this 
compatibility concern, the County Planning Services Division cannot support a business license 
request without a positive compatibility determination from the ALUC. Therefore, the County is 
referring the project to the ALUC for review and compatibility determination. 

ALUC Staff Comments 
The Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) indicates that parcel APN: 076-
420-054-000 is in the in the Auburn Municipal Airport's influence area boundary (see attached 
map)1. One Compatibility Zone (Map AUB-4A) lies over the site: 

1 See PCTPA's web site (www.pctpa.net) for more on the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan. 

Placer County Planning 
Services Division 

4035 Grass Valley Highway, Suite K 
Project Referral 

2.13.2015 
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• Compatibility Zone C1 - covers the extended approach/departure corridor and also includes 
land beneath the primary traffic pattern. This zone is affected by moderate degrees of both 
noise and risk. Airspace review is required for objects over 70 feet tall. 

The ALUCP has no authority over approved development or existing buildings regardless of 
whether the uses are compatible with airport activities. This limitation over existing land uses 
applies only to the extent that the use remains constant. Proposals requiring discretionary review 
(such as expanding a use, converting to a different use, variances, or redevelopment) triggers an 
ALUCP consistency determination by the ALUC. Further, any other proposed land use action as 
determined by the local planning agency involving a question of compatibility with airport activities 
can also be referred to the ALUC for review. 

The ALUCP requires that an ALUC consistency determination be completed on a proposed 
project before local agency approval. 

ALUC Staff Evaluation 

1. Noise. The project is located outside the airport's 55 CNEL noise contour. Cumulative noise 
levels may exceed CNEL 55 dB in portions of Zone C1 and noise from individual aircraft 
operations can be disruptive to noise-sensitive land uses. Day care centers are considered a 
highly noise-sensitive land use; however, uses that are primarily indoor such as the proposed 
Child Development Center are acceptable if aircraft-related interior noise levels are no greater 
than CNEL 45 dB. 

The project is consistent with Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan noise provisions 
provided aircraft-related interior noise levels can be demonstrated to meet the criteria 
specified for Zone C1. 

2. Safety. Table AUB-4A, Basic Compatibility Criteria, for Auburn Municipal Airport categorizes 
Children Schools (K-12), day care centers (more than14 children) and libraries as an incompatible 
use. These uses are ones in which the majority of the occupants are children who have reduced 
effective mobility or may be unable to respond to emergency situations. According to the data 
presented in the California Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, 40 to 50 percent of off-runway, 
airport-related, general aviation aircraft accidents occur within Compatibility Zones B1 and C1 for 
airports comparable to Auburn Municipal Airport. The proposed project estimates 59 occupants, 
primarily preschool and infant children. Because of safety issues, the project would be required 
to have less than 14 children to be considered compatible in Zone C1. 

It should be noted that the ALUCP recognizes that there may be specific situations where a 
normally incompatible use can be considered compatible because of terrain, specific location, or 
other extraordinary factors or circumstances related to the site. The burden of demonstrating that 
special conditions apply to a particular project rests with the applicant and/or the referring local 
agency, not with the ALUC. As previously noted, on account of the compatibility concern the 
County Planning Services Division cannot support a business license request without a positive 
compatibility determination from the ALUC. No documentation has been submitted by the 
applicant demonstrating a special condition exception may exist for the proposed project. 

As proposed, the project is incompatible with Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan safety 
policy specified for Zone C1. 

Placer County Planning 
Services Division 

4035 Grass Valley Highway, Suite K 
Project Referral 

2 

2.13.2015 
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To be considered compatible in Zone C1, the project would be required to have less than 
14 children. 

3. Airspace Protection. Airspace review is required for objects over 70 feet tall in Zone C1. The 
proposed project will occupy an existing building, which appears to require no modification to the 
building's exterior or to the premises. 

The project is consistent with Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan airspace provisions. 

4. Overflights. Within Zone C1, aircraft overfly the project location at or below the traffic pattern 
altitude of 1,000 feet above the airport elevation. Approximately 80 percent of Auburn Municipal 
Airport aircraft overflights occur within Zones B1, C1 and C2. A deed notice is required within 
Zone C1 for any project for which discretionary local approval is required. According to the County 
Planning Services Division use permits or other discretionary entitlements are not required for 
uses that come and go within a shopping center provided the uses are allowed in the zoning 
district and they are compatible with other typical shopping center uses. Both of these criteria are 
true for the proposed relocation of the Child Development Center. As a result, the County 
Planning Services Division only requires a business license in order to establish the use within 
the Black Forest shopping. Therefore, a deed notice is not required of the project. 

The proposal is consistent with Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan overflight provisions. 

General Note: the ALUC staff recommends that anyone intending to offer land for sale or lease 
with the airport's influence area to disclose this fact. California's Business and Professions Code 
(Section 11010) and Civil Code (Sections 1102.6, 1103.4, and 1353) specify required disclosure 
for certain actions. See www.leginfo.ca.gov/calaw (Find California Law). 

Applicable ALUC Plan: Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan- February 26, 2014 

Applicable ALUC Policy: [X] Noise [X] Safety [ ] Airspace Protection [ ] Overflight 

[ ] Compatible 

[ ] Compatible subject to Conditions (see ALUC staff comments) 

[X] Incompatible because of-
[X] Safety 
[ ] Noise 
[ ] Height 
[ ] Density/Intensity 

Reviewed by: 
David Melka, Sr. Planner-- TEL: 530.823.4090 

Copies: Placer County, Gerry Haas 
City of Auburn, Bernie Schroeder 
O'Brien Child Development Center 
Greg Cline 

Date: 
February 13, 2015 

Placer County Planning 
Services Division 

4035 Grass Valley Highway, Suite K 
· Project Referral 

3 

2.13.2015 
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CHAPTER4 

-- --Placer County Limits (outside map view) 

E-~-~~~-~:=l ~~~~~~~~~~:~~Influence 
---- • --- Airport Property Line 

,{ Existing Runway 7-25 (3,700 ft.) 

Compatibility Zones (Adopted 2014) 
1 

-- Airport Influence Area 

c:sJ Zone A 
ml ZoneB1 
[SJ Zone82 
~ ZoneC1 
C:SW Zone C2 
lSI ZoneD 

@ Height Review Overlay Zone 
2 

·.:·\:· # ·::·\See Special Conditions Policy 4.2.3. 

1. This ALUCP utilizes composite compatibility zones addressing 
four compatibility concerns: noise, safety, overflight and 
airspace protection. 

Height Review Overlay Zone encompasses locations where the 
ground elevation exceeds or is within 35 feet beneath the 
Airspace Protection Surfaces defined by FAR Part 77. 

Longitudinal dimensions measure from end of primary surface, 
200' from ends of runway. 

Auburn Municipal Airport 
Land Use Compatibility Plan 

{Adopted February 26, 2014) 

MapAUB-4A 

Compatibility Policy Map 
Auburn Municipal Airport 

-.......} 
0\ 



Table AUB·4A Basic Compatibility Criteria for Auburn Municipal Airport 77 

~ Multiple land use categories may apply to a project 
~ Land uses not specifically listed shall be evaluated 

using the criteria for similar uses 
~ Typical occupancy Load Factor (approx. # 

indicated for certain uses3 

Congregate Care: retirement homes, assisted 
living/residential care facilities, intermediate 
care facilities + 

Family day care homes (s14 children) 9 + 

c 

Adult Education classroom space: adult 
schools, colleges, universities 

40 
Indoor Major Assembly Facilities (capacity 

;;:: 1,000 people): auditoriums, conference 
centers, resorts, concert indoor arenas 

Indoor Large Assembly Facilities (capacity 300 
to 999 people): movie theaters, places of 
worship, cemetery chapels, mortuaries 

15 s.f 

Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (Adopted February 26, 2014) 

~ Conditions listed below apply to uses listed as 
"Conditional" (yellow) for a particular zone 

~ Numbers in yellow cells are Floor Area Ratios (FARs) 
based on typical occupancy load factor indicated for 
that use and average intensity limit indicated for zone 

B1, B2: CNEL 45 dB max. interior noise level 

B2, C1, C2: Ensure intensity criteria met 

D: Allowed only if alternative site outside zone 
would not serve intended function; exercise 
caution if clear audi users is essential 

C1, C2: Ensure intensity criteria met 

B2, C1, C2: Ensure intensity criteria met; not 
allowed if intended primarily for use by child
ren; avoid outdoor spaces intended for noise
sensitive activities 

B2, C1, C2: Ensure intensity criteria met; not 
allowed if intended primarily for use by children 

B2, C1, C2: Ensure intensity criteria met 
B2: CNEL 45 dB max. interior noise level 

B2: Allowed only if airport serving 
C1, C2: Allowed only if site outside zone would 

not serve intended function; ensure intensity 
criteria met 

Table AUB-4A, continued 
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February 23, 2015 

Dear Mr. Melko, 

Included in this package is the Request For Appeal for Obrien's Child Development Center's prospective 
location at 4035 Grass Valley Highway, Suite K. 

Please don't hesitate to call me at 530-885-0530 if you have any questions or if I can be of assistance. 

I heartily invite members of the board either en mass or individJ,Jally to visit the location and allow me to 
host a walk through to see all aspects of the facility, its location and safety features. 

Thank you for considering my appeal. 

/"2._ ~ 
Best Regar~ds 

t>O'ilald l<o nig 
Obrien's Child Development Center 

RECE,VED 
FEB 2 3 2015 

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



PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
(ALUC) 

REQUEST FOR APPEAL 

PLACER COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 
Phone:530-823-4030 
Fax:530-823-4036 
Web: www.pctpa.net 

Project ·Applicant: 
l 

0 
Project Title: 

Project Description: 

0" 

Date Received: h bri.l .a.r 

ALUC Case No. 

Application for: D Rezone D General/Community Plan/Specific Plan Amendment :&1'" Other 
Reasons for Appeal: 

Applicable ALUC Policy: Safety D Noise D Height D Density 
Applicable ALUC Plan; ~ t1 ~c.(-- Project was initially determined to be: 

/)rch.Jf'""t /~ville.~/ D Jompatible, subject to conditions 

I · f!5' I~mpatible, due to: 
~afety a Noise a Heigbt a Density 

eal has merit. 

PCTPA 
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As the owner of O'brien's Child Development Center, but more as a father whose daughter fell from a 
second story window at the age of two and thankfully survived, I am particularly sensitive and 
responsive to all safety concerns. I strive to surpass legal safety standards to ensure the safety and 
welfare of all the children. 

To address the safety aspects of this project I have divided them into three major categories: 

1. The Building Outdoors: location, Design, and Safety 

2. The Building Indoors: Safety and Security 

3. Daycare Personnel 

I. The building Outdoors 

-The daycare portion of the building, in relation to the airport, is located at the most protected and 
opposite corner. Please see Photo 1. The photo is marked with a circle to show the location of the 
daycare in the building. The arrow below indicates generally the direction toward the airport and flight 
path of planes during takeoff. Please see Photo 2 for a ground level view of the daycare portion of the 
building. 

-In a virtual straight line from the airport and serving to provide cover for the facility from this direction, 
are a gas station, car wash and a fast food restaurant. Please refer back to Photo 1 to view the relative 
locations of these buildings. If these obstacles could be overcome by a small plane in distress coming 
from the direction of the airport, the portion of the building hit would not be the daycare, but the gym 
also housed in the building. 

-This building is a three story A-frame design with the 3'd floor attic space not at all utilized, creating an 
additional protective shell or buffer over the occupied area. Please see Photo 3. 

-Per Fire Marshal recommendation, the playground is equipped with three emergency exits one of 
which can be opened to provide emergency vehicle access. In addition the playground has been 
equipped with a water source and an intercom system for communication with personnel indoors. 

-There are two major streets running by and near the building that appear to be preferable for an 
attempted landing of a plane in distress if the pilot has control. 

-The building's location is within five minutes of the hospital and being on the main thoroughfare allows 
all manner of emergency vehicles quick and easy access as well as ease for daycare personnel to 
transport a patient to the hospital quickly. 

-Four main exits are available for evacuation including a large roll up door near the first floor classroom 
to facilitate mass egress. Per Fire Marshal recommendation this large door will be equipped with a 
ramp to the outside for particularly fast departure. 

-In addition to the four main exits, a safety project in progress consists of a ladder system to be available 
for safe egress from the second floor window as well as provide an additional path into the second floor 
for emergency personnel. 

-Photo 4 is the large parking lot Immediately outside the daycare with ample space for emergency 
vehicles. 
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-Three major evacuation locations have been Identified to provide a safe place to account for all 
personnel and children as well as to keep the children together. Please refer to Photo 5 which is marked 
indicating the three locations. Location One, across the driveway and into the parking lot of the 
adjacent church is a safe distance from the building. Location Two provides an area where personnel 
can duck or crouch behind a cement wall for protection. Photo 6 shows this protected area with the 
building in the background. Location Three is the interior of the adjacent Fun Finity children's indoor 
playground where many field trips from the daycare have been conducted. Photo 7 shows how 
evacuees from the daycare (The building on the high ground in this view) will descend to the lower 
parking lot at Fun Finity. This wall also provides protection. 

-Fun Finity has agreed to provide indoor shelter from an emergency, emergency vehicles/personnel and 
inclement weather and the means to communicate with parents in the event of an emergency. This 
location also provides a controlled area where parents can be identified and reunited with their children 
so they can evacuate the area completely. The outside area around Fun Finity is accessible from either 
Highway 49 or Dry Creek Road and has multiple access points so parents driving in can avoid competing 
with or hindering emergency vehicles and first responders. Refer to Photo 5 for the location of Fun 
Finity. If one of these access roads must be closed due to an emergency, the other would still be 
available. In addition, the atmosphere of the playground would be instrumental in calming the children. 

-The daycare is closed weekends and holidays when airport activity is at its peak. 

-Referring to the Auburn Municipal Airport Compatibility Policy Map, it is observed that the building is 
located at an extreme edge of the Cl area. If the border line had continued along its path on Dry Creek 
Road for only a short distance more, the building would reside in the C2 area. Granted the C2 area is 
still not ideal with respect to the Compatibility Policy Map, but the building is very close to the safer 
zone. Please see Photo 8 that shows the typical proximity from the building that planes taking off 
operate. From here, the planes typically turn to their left away from the daycare facility. 

II. The Building: Indoor 

-A brand new, state of the art, three tier fire sprinkler system was installed throughout the entire 
building which includes multiple emergency alarm pull stations. This was completed at considerable 
expense to ensure that not only the daycare but the entire building is protected. 

-A separate and connected smoke/fire detector system was installed throughout the entire building and 
is connected directly to the fire department for immediate response to fire related events. 

-In progress is the installation of an emergency lighting system throughout the facility to provide safe 
lighting in the event of a power failure. 

-The sum of these three safety projects, nearing completion, exceeds $100,000.00 and was 
implemented solely to provide total safety for this location and its children. 

-Three times the number of legally required hand held fire extinguishers were installed. 

-The facility is equipped with C02 monitors In every classroom. 

-The stairs to the 2"d floor have been equipped with built in ramps on each side leaving stairs exposed in 
the center. Strollers and cribs can be easily and very quickly rolled to the first floor. There is also an 
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additional low height railing for children. The children can either walk or slide to the first floor using 
their own rail. Upon inspection, the Fire Marshal remarked he wants to bring this idea to other 
business' occupying upper floors. Please see Photo 9 showing various views of the emergency ramp 
from the second floor and the children's railing. 

-The utility sink located in the indoor play area will be equipped with 50 feet of hose to provide a water 
source in addition to the fire extinguishers. 

-First aid kits are available in every classroom throughout the daycare center, and at the playground. 

Ill. Daycare Personnel 

-All employees, including part time employees are required by my own policy to be first aid/ CPR 
certified although state law requires only two employees be so certified. 

-Training includes briefings and discussion regarding meeting and surpassing myriad safety requirements 
mandated by multiple agencies including federal and state law, California Community Care Licensing, 
Placer County Office of Education, local Fire Marshal as well as local business licensing. 

-Bi-weekly evacuation drills are scheduled to include various scenarios and utilizing safety equipment. 

-Active relationships and regular visits from local fire and police representatives to meet the children, 
ease their fears of emergency personnel and teach them how to stay safe and think safety. 

-As part of the move to the new facility, all parents were canvassed to view the new location and 
provide their views on the safety features for their children. Without exception, all parents 
enthusiastically support the new location. 

-The daycare business has been operating at Dewitt Center under my direction for over 12 years. My 
director, Heather Tremlin has been responsible for daily operations for 15 years. These many years of 
experience has led to our ability to handle the kinds of emergency events that arise in this type of 
business. CCLD (Licensing agency for California daycare centers) incident reports are always submitted 
and document the competence and professionalism of the staff. 
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PLACER COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE 
COMMISSION 

March 30,2015 

Michael J. Johnson, AICP 
Agency Director 
Community Development Resource Agency 
3091 County Center Drive 
Auburn CA 95603 

RE: Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
Consistency Determination - Case No. 2014/2015- 4 
O'Brien Child Development Center Project 

)1<_;._.~ 
Dear~ 

Agenda Item G 

Attachment 2 
KEITH NESBITT 
City of Auburn 

TONY HESCH 
City of Colfax 

STAN NADER 
Oty of Lincoln 

BRIAN BAKER 
Town of Loomis 

DIANA RUSLIN 
City of Rocklin 

SUSAN ROHAN 
City of Roseville 

JIM HOLMES 
KIRK UHLER 
Placer county 

RON TREABESS 
Citizen Representative 

CELIA McADAM 
Executive Director 

On March 25, 2015 the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) held a public hearing for an 
appeal of the staff determination that the O'Brien Child Development Center is inconsistent with the Placer 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP). Specifically, the staff finding was based on the 
ALUCP safety policy because the location at 4035 Grass Valley Highway falls within Compatibility Zone C1, 
which prohibits day care centers of more than 14 children. 

After considering the staff review, the applicant's appeal request, public testimony, and discussion, the ALUC 
voted to find the project consistent with the ALUCP subject to the condition that the O'Brien Child 
Development Center inform its clients that the facility is located within an airport overflight zone. 

The ALUC based its finding of consistency on the following considerations: 
• Applicant's due diligence in looking for alternative sites, with no suitable alternatives meeting their needs; 
• Aircraft traffic patterns over the existing versus proposed location, which the ALUC considered to be safer; 
• Proposed location of the day care facility within the Black Forest Plaza shopping center; 
• Applicant's inclusion of safety measures to minimize hazards to the day care facility and its occupants; and 
• Proposed evacuation plans, and qualifications and training of daycare personnel. 

If you have any questions regarding the ALUC consistency determination, please contact David Melko of my 
staff at (530) 823-4090, or email at dmelko@pctpa.net. I will forward the public hearing minutes to you after 
they have been approved. Also, please thank Gerry Haas for his attendance at the ALUC hearing. 

cc: Don Koenig, O'Brien Child Developme:pt Center 
E.J. Ivaldi, Placer County 
Gerry Haas, Placer County 
Bernie Schroeder, City of Aubu111 
David Melko, PCTPA 

299 Nevada Stree~ • Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
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11364 Pleasant Valley Road 
Penn Valley, CA 95946 
Voice (530) 432-7357 
Fax (530) 432-7356 

COLANTUONO 
HIGHSMITH 
WHATLEY, PC 

April20, 2015 

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL 

Nancy Miller, Esq. 
General Counsel 
Placer County Airport Land Use Commission 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Re: O'Brien Daycare Facility; Request for Rehearing 

Dear Ms. Miller, 

Agenda Item G 

Attachment 3 

Michael R. Cobden 
(530) 798-2416 

MCobden@chwlaw.us 

Our File No. 31006.0009 

I write on behalf of the City of Auburn, to request a rehearing of the Placer 
County Airport Land Use Commission's ("ALUC") determination that the O'Brien 
Daycare Facility project is compatible with the Placer County Airport Land Use 
Compatibility Plan (" ALUCP"). This request is based upon additional evidence which 
was not considered by the ALUC because members of the public who had requested 
notification of the hearing were not notified, and therefore did not have an opportunity 
to present information which would have altered the outcome of the hearing. 

As you know, the applicant, O'Brien Child Development Center ("O'Brien") 
currently operates a daycare facility for children in the DeWitt Center, located at 
11557 E A venue, Auburn. They have unfortunately selected a busy shopping center 
immediately adjacent to a heavily-travelled freeway and directly within the flight path 
of the Auburn Airport. On February 13, 2015, ALUC staff reviewed the application and 
determined that the proposed project and location was incompatible with the ALUCP. 

The reason for incompatibility was safety. The shopping center is located in 
Compatibility Plan Zone Cl, which is the primary air traffic pattern for the Auburn 
Airport. Approximately 40 to 50 percent of off-runway aviation accidents occur with 
such zones for airports comparable to the Auburn Airport. It is for this reason that the 
ALUCP prohibits land uses for which occupants have reduced effective mobility, or 
may be unable to respond quickly during an emergency. A child daycare center with 
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Nancy Miller, Esq. 
April 20, 2015 
Page2 

more than 14 children is listed as such a risk-sensitive use for precisely that reason. The 
O'Brien project estimates it will have 59 occupants, mostly preschoolers and infants. 

Two citizen groups, the Auburn Aviation Association Airport Advisory 
Committee and the Auburn Airport Association, have informed the City that they 
requested to be sent agendas and hearing notices from the ALUC, but were not 
informed of the appeal hearing for the O'Brien project. They were therefore not present 
at the hearing. If they had been present, they would have informed the ALUC that the 
approach patterns at the airport are not limited to a single direction, and depending on 
atmospheric conditions, aircraft may approach the runway from the side of the building 
which will contain the proposed child daycare facility. 

The ALUC found that the safety concerns· from approaching and departing 
rurcraft were adequately addressed because the O'Brien project would be located to the 
rear of the building and therefore protected from aircraft taking off and landing. 
However, as noted above, this conclusion is based on an erroneous understanding of 
how the airport actually operates. Therefore, the safety concerns highlighted in staff's 

·original determination are not mitigated by the location of the O'Brien facility, they are 
increased. If an aircraft were to lose control on approach, there would be nothing 
between it and an enclosed concrete playground full of over 50 infants and toddlers. 

Rehearing is necessary to ensure the ALUC has all the relevant facts before it 
when making this crucial decision. Please schedule a rehearing on the appeal as soon as 
·practicable. The City also requests that you inform us as soon as possible whether you 
will place this item on the agenda for the next ALUC meeting. 

Assistant City Attorney for Auburn 

MRC:mrc 
c: (via email) Keith Nesbitt, Mayor of Auburn 

Timothy Rundel, City Manager 

150612.1 

Celia McAdam, ALUC Executive Director 
Michael G. Colantuono, City Attorney 
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April 17th, 2015 

Tim Rundel 
City Manager 
Auburn, CA. 

URGENT 

Dear Mr. Rundel: 

·. . 
·.,..·..:. 

Please be advised that the A'-iburn Aviation Association Executive Board has 
learned of a proposal to place a special needs school in the C-1 Special Zone. 

Please investigate how this could have been allowed without proper 

administrative review? 

Sincer.ely, 

~7~ 
Wayne Mooneyham, President 
Auburn Aviation Association 

Cc: City Council Members (Mayor Nesbitt, Members Kirby, Powers, Spokely, Berlant) 

City Attorney Michael Colantuono 
Placer County CEO David Boesch 
Placer County Board of Supervisors (Duran, Weygandt, Holmes, Uhler, Montgomery) 

v£'fivid Melko, Placer Co. Transportation Planning Agency 

; WayJi~ M~~~yham 
. : .. Ca~IBin, UAL; Reiired : . 

Post Office Box 6454 

Auburn, CA 95604-6454 

www.AuburnAviationAssociation.org 
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Tim Pinkey Auburn Aviation Association Qinkne~@bgmtrunorth.com 

Dave Fulton Auburn Aviation Association dave@diamondwellclrilling.com 

Wayne 
Auburn Aviation Association wa~nemoone~ham@cebridge.net 

Mooneyham 

Bernie Schroeder, 
City of Auburn Public Works 

Public Works bschroeder@auburn.ca.gov 

Director 
Department 

Lance Lowe, 
City of Auburn Community 

Community 
Development Department 

llowe@aubl.(rn.ca.gov 

Development 

Don Koenig 
O'Brien Child Development 

dkoenigOS@comcast.net 
Center 

O'Brien Child Development 
heathergirl36@hotrnail.com 

Center 

Greg Cline 
O'Brien Child Development 

greg.cline@cbre.corn 
Center- CBRE Agent 

Jennifer Montgom 
Placer County Supervisor 

J Montgome[Y@..Q!.'!cer.ca .gov 
District 5 

Placer County Supervisor 

Jocelyn Maddux District 5 - Field jmaddux@Qiacer.ca.gov 

Representative 

Jim Holmes 
Placer County Supervisor 

jholmes@Qiacer.ca.gov 
District 3 

Leah Rosasco 
Placer County Supervisor 

lrosasco@Qiacer.ca.gov 
District 3- Administrative Aide 

Gerry Haas, Senior Placer County Community 
ghaas@Qiacer.ca.gov 

Planer Development 

? ;,: 

Agenda Item G 

Attachment 4 

Project Applicant 
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PLACER COUNTY 
AIRPORT LAND USE COMMISSION {ALUC) 

299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603 

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING 

PLACER COUNTY AIRPORT LAND USE COMPATIBILITY PLAN 
CONSISTENCY DETERMINATION 

for the 
O'BRIEN CHILD DEVELOPMENT CENTER 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN (to all property owners within 300 feet of the subject parcel's 
boundary lines) that the O'Brien Child Development Center proposes to relocate its child 
daycare facility at 11557 E. Avenue, Auburn to 4035 Grass Valley Highway, Suite K, 
Black Forest Plaza (APN 076-420-054-000) Auburn. 

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission will 
consider the O'Brien Child Development Center proposal's consistency with the Placer 
County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan at a public hearing to be held on: 

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25,2015 at 9:00A.M. 
(or as close to this time as possible) 

Placer County Board of Supervisors Chambers (The Domes) 
175 Fulweiler Avenue 

Auburn CA 95603 

All interested persons are encouraged to attend and participate. For more information, 
please see the PCTPA web site (www.pctpa.net) or contact: 

David Melko, PCTPA, Senior Transportation Planner 
Tel/Fax: 530.823.4090 Email: dmelko@pctpa.net 

Publish: Auburn Journal 
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The above space is reserved for Court/County Filed Date Stamp 

PROOF OF PUBLICATION 
(2015.5 C.C.P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
County of Placer 

1 am a citizen of the United States and employed by a publication 
in the County aforesaid. I am over the age of eight~e~ years, and 
not a party to the mentioned matter. I am the pnnc1pal clerk of 
The Auburn Journal, a newspaper of general ~irculation, in the 
City of Auburn, which is printed and p~blished 1n the County of 
Placer. This newspaper has been JUdged a newspaper of 
general circulation by the Superior Court of the State of 
California in and for the County of Placer, on the date of May 
26, 1952, (Case Number 17407). The notice, of which t~e 
attached is a printed copy (set in type not small~r t~an nonpare~l) 
has been published in each regular and entire 1ssue of s~1d 
newspaper and not in any supplement thereof on the followmg 
dates, to-wit: 

MARCH12 

I certify, under penalty ofperjmy, that the foregoing is true and 
correct. 

Dated in Auburn, California 

MARCH 12, 2015 

PROOF OF PUBLICATION 
THE AUBURN JOURNAL 
1030 High Street 
Auburn, CA 95604·591 0 

-·-·------------ ---··-·---· 
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David Melko 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Cc: 
Subject: 

Solvi Sabol 
Wednesday, March 04, 2015 12:18 PM 
pinkney@bgmtrunorth.com; dave@diamondwelldrilling.com; 
waynemooneyham@cebridge.net; bschroeder@auburn.ca.gov; llowe@auburn.ca.gov; 
dkoenigOS@comcast.net; heathergirl36@hotmail.com; greg.cline@cbre.com; 
JMontgomery@placer.ca.gov; jmaddux@placer.ca.gov; jholmes@placer.ca.gov; 
lrosasco@placer.ca.gov; ghaas@placer.ca.gov 
David Melko 
Placer Co Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Consistency Determination - O'Brien 
Child Development Center 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN (including to all property owners within 300 feet of the subject parcel's boundary 
lines) that the O'Brien Child Development Center proposes to relocate its child daycare facility at 11557 E. 
Avenue, Auburn to 4035 Grass Valley Highway, Suite K, Black Forest Plaza (APN 076-420-054-000) Auburn. 

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission will consider the O'Brien 
Child Development Center proposal's consistency with the Placer County Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 
at a public hearing to be held on: 

WEDNESDAY, MARCH 25,2015 at 9:00A.M. (or as close to this time as possible) 

Placer County Board of Supervisors Chambers (The Domes) 
175 Fulweiler Avenue 
Auburn CA 95603 

All interested persons are encouraged to attend and participate. For more information, please see the PCTP A web 
site (www.pctpa.net) or contact: 

David Melko, PCTP A, Senior Transportation Planner 
Tel/Fax: 530.823.4090 
Email: dmellm@.pctpa.net 

r;::::::;-::===1-J Solvi Sabol 
G Planning Administrator 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
299 Nevada Street, Auburn, CA 95603 
530.823.4030 (tel/fax) 

website I vCard I email 1 dJdJ[;h 

1 
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TO: 

Western Placer Consolidated 
IIIII II P- Transportation • fii!!l' Services Agency 

WPCTSA Board of Directors 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: May 27,2015 

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

Below are the Consent Calendar items for the May 27, 2015 agenda for your review and action. 

1. Health Express Fare Structure Changes 
Over the past year, staff has worked closely with members of the Transit Operators Working 
Group (TOWG) and representatives of the Placer Collaborative Network (PCN) to 
recommend changes to the fare structure for Health Express. A public hearing on the 
proposed fare structure was held on March 25, 2015. Only one comment was provided at the 
public hearing regarding the proposed fare structure changes. The comment provided by Tink 
Miller with Placer Independent Resources was supportive of the proposed changes. Staff has 
received no other comments to date regarding the proposed fare structure changes. Staff 
recommends that the Board adopt Resolution No. 15-16 approving the changes to the fare 
structure for the non-emergency medical transportation service known as Health Express, as 
shown in Attachment 1. If adopted, the fare structure will go into effect July 1, 2015. The 
PCTPA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and Transit Operators Working Group 
(TOWG) concurred with the staff recommendation. 

299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (teljfax) 
www.pctpa.net 
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WESTERN PLACER CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: 
A RESOLUTION TO APPROVE FARE 
STRUCTURE FOR HEALTH EXPRESS 

RESOLUTION NO. 15-16 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation 
Services Agency at a regular meeting held May 27,2015 by the following vote on roll call: 

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSENT: 

Signed and approved by me after its passage 

Chair 
Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency 

Executive Director 

WHEREAS, California Government Code Section 15975 defines a Consolidated Transportation 
Service Agency (CTSA) as an agency that consolidates or coordinates social service 
transportation; 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Government Code section 15975(a) and the California Code of 
Regulations, under Title 21. Public Works, Chapter 2. Transportation Development, section 
6680, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency designated the Western Placer 
Consolidated Transportation Services Agency as the consolidat~d transportation service agency 
for western Placer County; 

WHEREAS, the Transportation Development Act (TDA) requires that services provided 
exclusively to the elderly and individuals with disabilities, such as the non-emergency medical 

--------~----------
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transportation service known as Health Express, must meet at least ten percent of their operating 
costs through fares; 

WHEREAS, Health Express currently meets its fare recovery responsibilities under the TDA 
primarily with funding contributions provided by Sutter and Kaiser Hospitals plus fare revenue; 

WHEREAS, Funding contributions provided by Sutter and Kaiser Hospitals will decrease in 
2015/16 and the existing Health Express fares generate insufficient revenue to alone meet the 
required TDA fare; and 

WHEREAS, Existing Health Express fares have led to an increase in passengers requesting their 
non-emergency medical trips be accommodated on Health Express, a service intended to be a 
ride of last resort where public transportation is not available, precipitating an unintended 
decrease in both passengers and fare revenue on public dial-a-ride services; and 

WHEREAS, It is recommended that Health Express begin charging passenger fares that are 
similar to those charged on the Placer County Transit dial-a-rides service; and 

WHEREAS, the Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services Agency conducted a 
public hearing on the proposed fare structure for the Health Express service on March 25, 2015, 
and has considered the public testimony and comments of interested parties during the fare 
structure's review period. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT THE WESTERN PLACER 
CONSOLIDATED TRANSPORTATION SERVICES AGENCY HEREBY: 
1. Repeals the existing Health Express fare structure established in Resolution 12-01. 
2. Determines that the fare structure, as shown in Attachment 1, for the non-emergency medical 

transportation service known as Health Express: 
a. Addresses the TDA requirement that services provided exclusively to the elderly and 

individuals with disabilities must meet at least ten percent of their operating costs through 
fares; and 

b. Is a project or activity exempt from further environmental review requirements of the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970 as defined in the State 
Guidelines, Section 15273(a)(l), which states that CEQA does not apply to establishment 
and approval of fares by public agencies for the purpose of meeting operating costs. 

2. Approves the proposed fare structure, as shown in Attachment 1, for the non-emergency 
medical transportation service known as Health Express service. 

3. Establishes that the fare structure will go into effect July 1, 2015. 

4. Authorizes the Executive Directqr to file with the State Clearinghouse and with the Clerk
Recorder of the County of Placer a Notice of Exemption reflecting this action ofWPCTSA. 

94 



Attachment 1: Current and Recommended Health Express Fare Structure Changes 
Effective July 1, 2015 

Trips* 
With Discount Card** Without Discount Card 

Current Recommended Current Recommended 
Advance Reservation Trip in Placer County Free $1.25 $1.25 $2.50 

Same Day Trip inPlacer County $1.25 $2.50 $2.50 $5.00 

Intracity Trip at Request of Dial-A-Ride Service See above 
Same fare as 

See above 
Same fare as 

Dial-a-Ride*** Dial-a-Ride*** 
Advance Reservation Trip Sacramento Area $2.50 $2.50 $5.00 $5.00 

Same Day Trip Sacramento Area Hospitals $5.00 $5.00 $10.00 $10.00 
* Under the current fare structure a trip is defmed as intracity or intercity. Under the recommended fare structure a trip is defmed as intercity, 

unless otherwise stated. 

** With Medicare, Medi-Cal, Medicaid, Public Transit ADA/Disability/Senior ID Card. 

*** Fare for intracity trips will vary depending on Dial-a-Ride service; the fare collected is counted as Health Express fare revenue. 

Current Recommended 
Multi-Ride Fare 

$12.50 
Multi-Ride Fare 

$12.50 
Card* Card* 
* FareCard is NON-Transferrable to public transit systems and is NON-Refundable. 

~ 
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TO: 

FROM: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

PCTP A Board of Directors . 

Celia McAdam, Executive Directo/lt~ 
Aaron Hoyt, Associate Planner ~ 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: May 13,2015 

SUBJECT: FINAL FY 2015/16 OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) AND 
BUDGET 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Authorize the Executive Director to submit the attached final FY 2015116 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 2015/16 OWP and Budget contains only minor changes from the 
preliminary draft version adopted by the Board in February 2015. 

Work Program 
As noted in the preliminary draft, work in FY 2015/16 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. Staff is also 
continuing to work to fulfill our grant for FY 2015116 to develop a Placer County Rural Transit 
Study to examine the transit needs of rural areas of the County and how we can address them in a 
cost effective manner. 

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 ofvarious Joint Powers Authorities (JPAs) including the 
South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) and the Western Placer Consolidated 
Transit Services Agency (CTSA). 

299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
www.pctpa.net 
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PCTP A Board of Directors 
Final FY 2015/16 OWP and Budget 
May2015 
Page2 

Of continued 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 particularly beneficial and timely as it also provides an outreach and feedback loop for our 
Regional Transportation Plan. 

Staffing 
Staffing levels are slightly increased over FY 2014115, going to 6.95 full time equivalent staff 
from 6.9. The increased time is for our Fiscal/Administrative Officer to address the increasing 
documentation requirements for Federal and State funding. 

Budget 
As always, staff is pleased to provide the Board with a balanced budget. 

The final budget for FY 2015116 is $4,932,389 and is the combination of27 various revenue 
sources. This increase of approximately 3.2% from FY 2014/15 amendment #2/3 is primarily 
due to the increase of direct costs for consultant work that are reimbursed by State and Federal 
grants. This is reflected in that approximately 62% of reimbursed work and grants, such as 
SPRTA administration, CTSA administration, 1-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements, SR 65 
Widening, building management, Congestion Management Program, and Freeway Service 
Patrol. 

CM:AH:ss 
Attachment 
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TO: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

Board of Directors 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: May 5, 2015 

FROM: David Melko, Senior Transportation PlanneT\)x{\ \ tfJ 
SUBJECT: PLACER COUNTY FREEWAY SERVICE PATROL (FSP) SERVICE 

CHANGES 

ACTION REQUESTED 
1. Authorize the Executive Director to issue Change Order No. 1 to Placer County Freeway 

Service Patrol Contractor Services Agreement 15-FSP-01 to align FY 2015/16 service levels 
with available funding, as shown in Attachment 1; and 

2. Authorize Executive Director to reinstate service up to the original Contractor Services 
Agreement annual amount of $261 ,5 00 should State funding levels increase. 

BACKGROUND 
Placer County's Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) is a joint program provided by the California 
Department ofTransportation (Caltrans), the California Highway Patrol (CHP) and PCTPA. The 
program is a free service of privately owned tow trucks that patrol about 15 miles of congested 
segments along both I-80 and SR65. Tow trucks currently operate weekdays, except holidays, 
from 6:00a.m. to 9:00a.m., and 3:30p.m. to 6:30p.m. Monday through Friday. Sunday service 
operates from 3:00p.m. to 6:00p.m. to deal with recreational traffic. 

The goal of FSP is to maximize the effectiveness of our freeway system. The goal is 
accomplished by the expeditious removal of disabled/stranded vehicles from the freeway, which 
has a positive impact on traffic by eliminating problems which contribute to non-recurrent 
congestion, Caltrans estimates Placer County's FSP had an overall benefit/cost (b/c) ratio of 4.7; 
considered productive in aiding motorists with relatively high assists per tow truck hour of 
service. 

The Contractor Services Agreement with Extreme Towing, Inc. was approved in December 2014 
for an annual not to exceed amount of$261,500. Pursuant to the terms of the Agreement, 
PCTP A has the right to amend the not to exceed amount in the event of a funding shortfall and 
make changes in the Scope of Services through a Change Order. 

DISCUSSION 
Placer County's FSP program is funded through a combination of federal, state and local public 
sources. State funding comprises about 65 percent of total program funding. The final State 
allocation for FY 2014/15 was $249,311. The preliminary State allocation for FY 2015/16, 
which is subject to potential change due to the State budget process, is estimated at $239,615, a 
decrease of$9,696 or less than four percent. 

Change Order No. 1, which would go into effect July 1, 2015, would provide the Executive 
Director the ability to align FY 2015/16 service levels commensurate with available funding. 

299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
www.pctpa.net 
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PCTP A Board of Directors 
PLACER COUNTY FREEWAY SERVICE PATROL SERVICES CHANGES 
May 2015 
Page2 

To achieve a $10,000 reduction in FSP costs staff proposes to: 
(1) Eliminate Sunday FSP service. For the period of January 1st to April 30, 2015 we had 

50 assists on 17 Sundays (51 hours). This is less than one assist per hour, which is less 
than the FSP Statewide Guidelines goal. 

(2) Minimize overtime that the FSP is experiencing. The majority of overtime is occurring 
during the evening shift after 6:30p.m. Overtime is also occurring at the end of the 
morning shift after 9:00a.m. Overtime can be minimized by moving back the morning 
and evening shift one half hour from: 
• 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. to 6:30 a.m. to 9:30 a.m. 
• 3:30p.m. to 6:30p.m. to 4:00p.m. to 7:00p.m. 

Staff further recommends the Board provide the Executive Director the ability to reinstate FSP 
service up to the original Contractor Services Agreement annual amount of$261,500 should 
State funding levels increase through the budgeting process. Staff would work closely with the 
CHP to look at any reinstatement of FSP service levels. 

CM:DM:ss 
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CHANGE ORDER NO. 1 TO PLACER COUNTY FREEWAY SERVICEtPif~J)~ K 1 00 
CONTRACTOR SERVICES AGREEMENT 15-FSP-MJ.ttachment J 

REGARDING 
PLACER COUNTY FREEWAY SERVICE PATROL SERVICES FOR FY 2015/16 

Pursuant to Contractor Services Agreement 15-FSP-01 between the Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTP A) and Extreme Towing, Inc. (Contractor) regarding Placer County 
Freeway Service Patrol services for FY 2015116: 

Section 3.0(B) 
In the event of a funding shortfall, as determined by PCTP A, PCTP A shall have the right to 
unilaterally amend the not to exceed amount for any year. 

Section 13.0 
PCTPA may, from time to time, make changes in the Scope of Services of this Agreement 
through a Change Order. A Change Order shall not modify the overall purpose of this 
Agreement. 

Change Order No. 1 shall authorize the PCTPA Executive Director to align FY 2015/16 service 
levels commensurate with available funding by: 

a. Amending Contractor Services Agreement 15-FSP-01 annual amount of$261,500 to a not to 
exceed annual amount of $251,500, a reduction of $1 0,000; 

b. Eliminating Sunday FSP service; and 
c. Changing the morning and evening shift one half hour from: 

• 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 a.m. to 6:30 a.m. to 9:30 a.m. 
• 3:30p.m. to 6:30p.m. to 4:00p.m. to 7:00p.m. 

Change Order No. 1 shall become effective July 1, 2015, with the Contractor performing the Scope 
of Services as changed. All other provisions of Contractor Services Agreement 15-FSP-01 and 
Scopes of Services shall remain intact and in force. 

EXTREME TOWING, INC. 

Bruce Johnson, President 

Date 

Agreement 15-FSP-01 

PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

Celia McAdam, AICP 
Executive Director 

Date 

Change Order No. 1 May27, 2015 





TO: 

FROM: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

Board of Directors 
' -··--"\ 

~;~) 
Scott Aaron, Associate Planner~ ' 

SUBJECT: MAY IS BIKE MONTH DECLARATION 

ACTION REQUESTED 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: May 12,2015 

Adopt Resolution #15-15 declaring May 2015 as Placer County's May is Bike Month. 

BACKGROUND 
PCTP A is an outreach partner with the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SA COG) as 
part of 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 eleventh 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, nearly 8,500 May is Bike Month registrants throughout the region logged 1.86 million 
miles during the month of May, falling shy of the two million mile goal. Over 1,200 residents of 
Placer County contributed to that total, riding approximately 268,000 miles collectively. 
Participation from Placer County cyclists continued to grow, and six Placer jurisdictions ranked 
in the top 10 region-wide for average miles ridden per rider (including five in the top six). The 
City of Auburn topped the regional list for average miles ridden per capita in any jurisdiction for 
the second year in a row, while five additional Placer cities filled out the top 12 in the same 
category. Detailed statistics are shown in Attachment 1. 

This year, May is Bike Month has been promoted by staff at various Earth Day events 
throughout the County, five cycling clinics co-hosted with the City of Roseville, and the third 
annual Auburn Bike Festival ofwhich PCTPA was a sponsor. As part ofMay is Bike Month 
festivities, PCTPA will host a Bike to Work day event at County offices in Auburn on May 14. 

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 #15-15 declaring May 2015 as Placer County's May Is Bike Month. 

299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
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2014 MAY IS BIKE MONTH "CITY CHALLENGE" SELECTED DATA 

Top 10: Average Miles Ridden per MIBM Participant 

Ranking Jurisdiction 

228.9 

Top 12: Average Miles Ridden per Capita 

Ranking Jurisdiction 

.................................. 1 ....... ' ... , Auburn 
2. · Davis 

>·································· ;......... ··········································•·····•···•••···•••••••···• 

3. f Loomis 
. . .......... ···~········ 

4.' Folsom 
5. Sacramento 
6. West Sacramento 

>. ....... ... . . ..... •• • •• . • .. .. .•..... . . ....• ..................................... ••• ........ • • .. • ......... -~·· • 

7., Colfax ...................... fJ: 1·········· Rocklin 

1 .... · .......... ~~ I Placerville 
1 0.[ Rancho Cordova 

...................... t~·. Lincoln ...................................... . 
12. f Roseville ; ..................................... . 

13-28 . . 

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



PLACER COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY 

IN THE MATTER OF: DECLARING MAY 2015 
AS MAY IS BIKE MONTH 

RESOLUTION N0.15-15 

The following resolution was duly passed by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
at a regular meeting held May 27, 2015 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 ofthe 
collaborative effort to promote bicycling in the region and hereby declares May 2015 as May Is Bike 
Month. 
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PLACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

MEMORANDUM. 

TO: PCTPA Board of Directors '1 DATE: May 12,2015 

FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive DirectoU,/ 

SUBJECT: STATE LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS FOR TRANSPORTATION 
FUNDING 

ACTION REQUESTED 
Adopt positions on proposed State legislation: 
1) AB 227 (Alejo/Perea): Transportation Funding. Support 
2) ACA 4 (Frazier): Local Government Transportation Projects: Special Taxes: Voter 

Approval. Support 
3) SB 16 (Beall): Transportation Funding. Support 
4) SB 32 (Pavley): California Global Warming Solutions Act of2006: Emissions limit. Oppose 

BACKGROUND 
The 2015116 State Legislative session is underway, with hundreds ofbills proposed ahead of the 
February 28 deadline. Transportation funding is generating statewide attention this year, with 
the Governor citing a $59 billion need for maintenance and repair of the state highway system in 
his State ofthe State address and the California State Association of Counties (CSAC) citing a 
$79 billion backlog on maintaining the local road system. 

This is particularly notable as the total generation from state gas tax revenues, including the 
proxy for the sales tax on gasoline, only provides about $5.5 billion annually for the State 
Highway Account (SHA). Only about 30% of those funds come to cities and counties for road 
maintenance, which helps underscore why that backlog continues to grow. 

At your March meeting, the Board discussed some of the more prominent transportation 
proposals generated by the Legislature this session. Based on that discussion, staff provides the 
following recommendations for Board consideration. Once adopted, these positions can then be 
expressed both in statewide advocacy efforts, such as with the California Association of Councils 
of Government (CALCOG), as well as direct communication with state representatives. 

DISCUSSION 
AB 227 (Alejo/Perea): Transportation Funding. Support 
The gas tax swap passed back in 201 0 included a provision that directed the fees that trucks pay 
for their road impacts, known as weight fees, to the state's General Fund to pay debt service on 
transportation bonds. AB 227 would repeal that provision and redirect these weight fees -
totaling about $1 billion annually - back to transportation purposes. 

When the state's General Fund was imperiled several years ago, the redirection of truck weight 
fees may have been a necessary evil t() keep the state solvent. This is no longer the case and, 
meanwhile, the road system is crumbling. Directing these funds back to their original purpose 
and expediting the repayment of the loans is important for our transportation infrastructure. 

299 Nevada Street· Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 
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PCTP A Board of Directors 
STATE LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS FOR TRANSPORTATION FUNDING 
May2015 
Page2 

ACA 4 (Frazier): Local Government Transportation Projects: Special Taxes: Voter Approval. 
Support 
ACA 4 would place a proposal on the statewide ballot to change the State Constitution to require 
a 55% majority of voters to pass a transportation sales tax. If ACA 4 passes the legislature with 
the required 2/3 majority, it would be placed on the November 2016 ballot for statewide vote. 

Of particular note is that the proposal specifies, if passed by the electorate, its provisions would 
apply to any local transportation sales tax proposals that are placed on the same ballot. While its 
prospects for the success of ACA4 are unclear, the proposal could be of benefit to PCTPA 
should we place a transportation sales tax on the November 2016 ballot. 

SB 16 (Beall): Transportation Funding. Support 
This proposal would generate $2.8 to $3.6 billion annually for road maintenance and 
rehabilitation via a gas tax increase of 10 cents per gallon, a 0.35% increase to the vehicle license 
fee, a $35 increase in vehicle registration fees, a $100 increase in vehicle registration for zero 
emission vehicles, plus a return of truck weight fees to transportation purposes and repayment of 
general fund loans. 

Of great interest is the proposed distribution of the funds, which gives 5% to counties currently 
without a local transportation sales tax that pass such a measure after July 1, 2015. Based on 
current estimates by Transportation California, that means if a local option transportation sales 
tax were passed in Placer County in 2016, PCTP A would share in an annual bonus allocation of 
approximately $65 million. 

The remaining 95% would split equally between the State Highway Operation Protection 
Program (SHOPP) and local cities and counties via the existing gas tax formula. The local share 
would approximately double existing gas tax revenues, allowing jurisdictions to address 
maintenance backlogs. The proposal also includes oversight by the California Transportation 
Commission to ensure a maintenance of current effort, plus a plan for a 30% increase in Caltrans 
efficiency (as yet undefined), and a sunset date ofDecember 31,2020. 

SB 32 (Pavley) - California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006: emissions limit. Oppose 
AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act, was passed in 2006 to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, as well as establishing the Cap and Trade program. SB 32 
would build on and extend AB 32 by requiring the California Air Resources Board to approve a 
statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit that is equivalent to 80% below the 1990 level to be 
achieved by 2050. The bill would authorize the state board to adopt interim greenhouse gas 
emissions level targets to be achieved by 2030 and 2040. 

Based on the Board's long standing opposition to AB 32, its mandates on business as well as 
limiting local control over transportation priorities and options, any extension of this law would 
not be supportable. 
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ATTENDANCE: 

May 12,2015 

Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Ray Leftwich, City of Lincoln 
Edgar Medina, City of Roseville 
Mark Miller, City of Colfax 
Mark Johnson, City of Roseville 
Kevin Yount, Caltrans 

Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Aaron Hoyt, PCTP A 
Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTP A 
David Melko, PCTP A 
Sol vi Sabol, PCTP A 

Request for Rehearing of O'Brien Child Development Center 
Celia McAdam reported that an Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC) decision which occurred in 
March has proven to be controversial. This decision was based on an appeal for a child care center in a 
C 1 zone. Staff recommended opposing the appeal as it was not an allowable use within this zone, 
however the Commission elected to grant appeal. McAdam explained that the City of Auburn asked 
for a reconsideration after the ten day appeal period. After legal counsel discussions, we are asking the 
Commission to determine if we should put this appeal back on the agenda for a rehearing. In order to 
do so, the Commission would need to suspend a portion of the Roberts Rules of Order. Staff is 
recommending that they not suspend the rules because it makes future decisions of the ALUC 
unreliable. If the Commission does decide to suspend the rules, a motion would then need to be made 
by one of the members that voted for the appeal to ask for the item to be reheard. The County is 
opposed to reconsidering this based on a letter from their legal counsel. McAdam added that all the 
proper noticing occurred. 

FY 2015/16 Overall Work Program- Final 
Aaron Hoyt explained that the preliminary FY 2015/16 Overall Work Program (OWP) was provided to 
the Board in February. After incorporating comments, reviewing the budget and staff hours, and 
making sure it balances, we present it to the Board as final OWP. Hoyt noted that there was a slight 
increase in revenues due to an increase in consultant costs, and that there were little changes to the 
PCTPA's core activities. The TAC had concurred taking this to the Board for adoption in May. 

Contract Change Order No.1 to Placer County Freeway Service Patrol Contractor Services 
Agreement 
David Melko explained that the Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) is funded with state FSP funds and 
matched with local funds. The preliminary state allocation is about $10,000 less than what was 
originally budgeted, based on last year's allocation, so staff is recommending we execute a change 
order to adjust the service levels commensurate with funding. Specifically, the change order would 
eliminate Sunday service, which does not ,generate many assists. Additionally, it would shift the 
morning and afternoon weekday service forward by a half hour and as a result, minimize the overtime 
that seems to be occurring in the later morning and afternoon shifts. The Auburn and FSP California 
Highway Patrol Officers (CHP) agree with these changes which would go into effect July 1. The TAC 
agreed with the change order as presented and bringing it to the Board for approval. 
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State Legislative Issues 
Celia McAdam explained that she asked the Board in March for some general direction on legislative 
issues that were corning up. Based on the Boards reaction, she is proposing positions be taken on four 
legislative proposals: 1) AB 227: McAdam explained that because ofthe gas tax swap, the truck 
weight fees which originally were for transportation were redirected to the general fund. This bill 
would move these fees, which amount to approximately $1 billion annually, back into transportation. 
Staff recommends support. 2) ACA 4: If this passes the legislature, it would go on the November, 
2016 ballot to change the threshold for a transportation sales tax to 55%. If approved by the voters, it 
would apply to any transportation sales proposals on the same ballot. Because of our current funding 
strategy, McAdam is asking the Board to support this proposal; 3) SB 16: this is a funding package that 
would generate between $2.8-3.6 billion annually through an increase in vehicle license fees, 
registration fees, and vehicle registration fees for zero emission vehicles, and return of the truck weight 
fees to transportation. Most notably, 5% of the money would go to counties that are currently without 
a transportation sales tax that pass one after July 2015. McAdam is asking for the Board to support 
this proposal; 4) SB 32: this proposal would extend AB 32 requiring that greenhouse gas emissions be 
80% below the 1990 level by 2050. McAdam is recommending an oppose position. TAC members 
concurred with these positions. 

Other Issues/Upcoming Deadlines 
Recommended Health Express Fare Structure Changes: David Melko explained that based on the 
Board's approval back in March, we will be implementing the health fare structure changes effective 
July 1 and bringing this to the Board as a consent item. 
TDA Audits: Aaron Hoyt said that the TDA Audits will be going to the Board in May with the each 
jurisdiction receiving their respective audit. 
May is Bike Month: Celia McAdam noted that we will be asking the Board to declare May as May is 
Bike Month. 
Next TAC Meeting: Celia McAdam reported that the next TAC meeting is scheduled for June 9. 

Adjourn 
Meeting adjourned at 3:28 p.m. 
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TO: 

PlACER COUNTY 
TRANSPORTATION 
PLANNING AGENCY 

PCTP A Board of Directors 

MEMORANDUM 

DATE: May 12, 2015 

FROM: 
(~~ 

Scott Aaron, Associate Planner \.!!.Y' \cP 
Luke McNeel-Caird, Senior Planner/Enginee~ 

SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT 

1. TDM Report 
The 2015 Bucks for Bikes program recently concluded with 19 of32 applicants being 
granted eligibility for a bicycle subsidy. The successful applicants represent 16 different 
employment sites/schools in Placer County. Assuming that each successful applicant 
commutes to work/school by bicycle as frequently as stated on their application, Placer 
County can expect to see a reduction of over 21,000 car miles per year as a result of this 
year's Bucks for Bikes program. This equates to over 80,000 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 will be placed in the Gold Country Media newspapers and 
the appropriate links have been created on the PCTP A 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. 

May is Bike Month has recently been promoted by PCTP A staff at Earth Day events 
throughout the County, the five cycling clinics hosted by PCTPA and the City of 
Roseville, and the third annual Auburn Bike Festival ofwhich PCTPA was a sponsor. As 
part of May is Bike Month festivities, PCTP A will host a Bike to Work day event at 
County offices in Auburn on Ma' 14, 2015. 

2. I-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements Project- PA&ED Phase 
Leading up to the release of the draft Environmental Impact Report (CEQA)/ 
Environmental Assessment (NEPA) document, the project team presented a project status 
to the stakeholders on March 12, Rocklin City Council on April14, Roseville City 
Council on April15, and Plac~r County Board of Supervisors on May 5. A public hearing 

299 Nevada Street • Auburn, CA 95603 • (530) 823-4030 (tel/fax) 

www.pctpa.net 
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is planned for June 24, 2015 at the regularly schedule PCTP A Board meeting, which will 
give the public an opportunity to comment on the draft environmental document. 

3. Stanford Ranch Road/Galleria Boulevard Northbound Ramps- PA&ED Phase 
The Board authorized the Executive Director to sign a consultant contract with CH2M 
HILL and the final contact was completed on March 25, 2015. The project kick-off 
meeting occurred on March 30,2015 with Caltrans, PCTPA, City ofRocklin, City of 
Roseville, and Placer County. The first project development team (PDT) meeting 
occurred on April9, 2015 to give an overview of the project, review proposed project 
concepts, and review the project schedule. 

4. 1-80 Auxiliary Lanes Project- PA&ED Phase 
The project includes two locations: I-80 eastbound between State Route 65 and Rocklin 
Road, and westbound I-80 between Douglas Boulevard and Riverside Avenue. Two 
public workshops were held on May 4 in Roseville and May 7 in Rocklin to gain 
feedback from the public on the proposed project alternatives. 

5. State Route 65 Capacity and Operational Improvements Project- P A&ED Phase 
The project limits extend from Galleria Boulevard/Stanford Ranch Road to Lincoln 
Boulevard (Lincoln Bypass), approximately seven miles. The Project Development Team 
(PDT) met on May 6, 2015 to discuss refinements to Alternative 1 (Carpool Lanes) and 
Alternative 2 (General Purpose Lanes) based on the value analysis results and MTP/RTP 
coordination with SACOG. The next step is to complete the value analysis final report 
and update the transportation analysis report based on the revised alternatives. 

6. Placer Parkway Segment 1 - P A&ED Phase 
Placer County is the lead agency on the first segment from State Route 65 to Foothills 
Boulevard, and is currently working with the project consultant to prepare the draft 
environmental document for public review. A public workshop is planned for May 28 at 
the Rocklin City Council Chambers, which will provide the public an opportunity to 
review and comment on the draft environmental document. 

7. Sequencing 1-80 and SR 65 Transportation Improvements Study 
The project development team (PDT) met for the "Sequencing Study" on March 18, 
2015. The study is part of a regional partnership planning grant and includes participation 
from FHW A, Cal trans, PCTP A, City of Lincoln, City of Rocklin, City of Roseville, 
Town of Loomis, and Placer County. The main goal of the study is to determine when 
certain phases of transportation improvement projects on I-80 and SR 65 in Placer 
County should be constructed. The PDT meeting covered past and future growth in 
Placer County, completed and planned transportation improvements, an existing 
transportation conditions working paper, and participation from group in determining the 
sequencing selection criteria. 

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

Column 1 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans D3 

Caltrans D3 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

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

May 2015 

MTIP 10 Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&EO 

Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 
Placer County, J~SO, in and near loomis at various locations 

CAL18828 1-80 Vertical Clearance Improvements 
from Brace Road to Magra Road -Improve vertical 

SHOPP Bridge AC $36,04S,OOO 2016 2013 
clearance (PM 8.1/37.8) (CTIPS 10 107-0000-0757; EFIS 10 

0300000473] (Toll Credits) 

Near Lincoln, SR 193, from 0.1 mile west to 0.9 mile east of 
Clark Tunnel Road - Curve improvements and widening 

CAL20389 SR 193 Curve Improvement (SHOPP Lump Sum- Collision Reduction) (PM 4.4/5.4) SHOPP Collision AC $17,393,000 2017 2015 

[CTIPS 10 107-0000-0798; EF1510 0300000725] (Toll 

Credits) 

Near Colfax on Route 80, from the long Ravine UP to east 

CAL20424 1-80 3-Mile Truck Climbing Lane 
of Magra Road OC- Construct eastbound truck climbing IM, SHOPP Mobility 

$50,637,337 2019 2010 
lane and related improvements (PM 35.1/38.0) (Toll AC 

Credits for PE, ROW, CON) [EFIS 10 0300020420] 

Near Auburn, at the Rattlesnake Bar Road intersection -
CAL20459 Rattlesnake Bar Rd. Turn Pocket Construct left-turn channelization (PM R31.1) [CTIPSIO 107 SHOPP Collision AC $2,020,000 2015 2014 

0000-0865] (Toll Credits) 

In Butte, Colusa, ElDorado, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento, 

CAL20486 
Shoulder and Centerline Rumble Strips Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties at various locations -Install 

SHOPP Collision AC $3,470,000 2015 2014 
(Safety) at Various locations shoulder and centerline rumble strips [CTIPS 10 102-0000-

0174] 

In Placer County, on SR 267 near Truckee, from Nevada 
SHOPP Roadway 

CAL20494 SR 267 Pavement Rehab County line to Brockway Summit- Pavement overlay (PM $5,101,000 2015 2014 

0.0/6.8) [Toll Credits] 
PresAC 

Placer County, about 9.3 miles south of Truckee at Alpine 

CAL20497 Alpine Meadows Road Traffic Signal 
Meadows Road -Construct signalized intersection at SR 89 

CT Minor SHOPP AC $974,000 2016 
[FCO Only] (Pia-89-12.1/12.5) [SHOPP Minor A 201.310] 

(Toll Credits for CON) 

On 1-80 in Placer County, near Gold Run, at the Gold Run 

Safety Roadside Rest Area - Replace water distribution 
CAL20511 Gold Run SRRA Water System Upgrades system (PM 41.4/42.2) [EFISIO 0313000017; CTIPS 10 107- SHOPP Collision AC $3,061,000 2018 2016 

0000-0960] [Total Project Cost $2,700,000 in 16/17 FY] 

(Toll credits for PE, ROW, CON) 

In Yuba, Sacramento, Placer, El Dorado and Butte counties 

Upgrade Pedestrian Facilities@ Various 
on Various Routes at Various locations- Upgrade 

5HOPP- Mandates 
CAL20516 pedestrian facilities [EFIS 10 0312000071; CTIPS 10 107- $3,482,000 2019 2016 

locations 
0000-0974] [Total Project Cost $3,482,000 in 17/18 FY] 

AC 

(Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON) 
-~ -- ---
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Lead Agency 

Column 1 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans D3 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans D3 

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

May 2015 

MTIPIO Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1stYr PA&EO 
Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

In ElDorado, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento and Yolo 
counties on Routes 5, 50, 51, 80, 89, 99 and 267 at Various 

CAL20518 CCTV Cameras at Various Locations Locations- Upgrade closed caption televisions (CCTV) (EFIS SHOPP Mobility AC $2,734,000 2017 2016 

10 0313000197; CTIPSIO 107-0000-0966] (Toll Credits for 

PE, ROW, CON) 

In Sacramento, Placer, Yolo and Yuba counties, on Routes 
5, 50, 51, 65, 70, 80, 99 and 113, at Various Locations-

CAL20519 Upgrade Traffic Monitoring Stations Upgrade Traffic Monitoring Stations (TMS) [EFIS 10 SHOPP Mobility AC $5,226,000 2018 2016 

0313000198; CTIPS 10 107-0000-0967] (Toll Credits for PE, 

ROW, CON) 

In and near Colfax on Pla-80, from 0.3 mile south of 
Weimar overhead to 0.3 mile south of lllinoistown 

SHOPP Roadway 
CAL20S21 1-80 Culvert Rehabilitation overcrossing- Rehabilitate culvert (PM 28.5/31.5) [EFISID $1,918,000 2020 2016 

0300020597; CTIPSID 107-0000-0959] (Toll Credits for PE, 
PresAC 

ROW, CON) 

On SR 65, in and near Roseville, from 1-80 to Twelve Bridges 

CAL20531 SR 65 Pavement Rehab 
Drive- Pavement rehabilitation (PM 4.8/12.5) [EFISID SHOPP Roadway 

$10,445,000 2016 2015 
0314000010; CTIPSID 107-0000-0991] (Toll Credits for PE, Pres AC 

ROW, CON) 

1-80 at Canyon Way !C, lllinoistown OC and driveway 
entrance to Crispin Cider warehouse- Widen ramp 

CAL20S38 Crispin Cider STAA Access 
pavement at three locations, modify overcrossing and 

CT Minor SHOPP AC $2,020,000 2016 
install signage to accommodate Surface Transportation 
Assistance Act (STAA] (PM 31.1/31.9) [SHOPP Minor A 

program 201.310] (Toll credits for CON) 

In Auburn, SR 49, from 0.1 mile south of Routes 49/80 

separation to 0.1 mile north of Dry Creek Road -
SHOPP Roadway 

CAL20541 SR 49 Bridge Rehab Rehabilitate Pavement (PM 3.1/7.5) [CTIPS ID 107-0000- $29,400,000 2020 2018 

0992] [EFIS ID 0300020616] (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, and 
PresAC 

CON) 

In Sacramento, ElDorado, Nevada, Placer and Yolo 
Counties, on Routes 5, 28, SO, 51, 80, 89, 99 and 267, at 

CAL20547 RWIS Upgrades- Various Counties 
various locations: Repair and upgrade roadway information 
systems (RWIS) also known as ITS, Intelligent 

SHOPP Mobility AC $2,730,000 2017 2016 

Transportation Systems. [CTIPS ID 107-0000-1000] (Toll 

credits for PE, ROW, CON) 

In Sacramento, Butte, El Dorado, Nevada, Placer and Yolo 

CAL20548 
HAR Upgrades- Various Counties and Counties, on Routes 5, 50, 70, 80, 89, 99 and 267, at 

SHOPP Mobility AC $3,130,000 2017 2016 
Routes various locations- Upgrade Highway Advisory Radios (HAR) 

[CTIPS ID 107-0000-1001] (Toll credits for PE, ROW, CON) 
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Lead Agency 

Column 1 

Caltrans 03 

Caltrans D3 

Caltrans HQ 

Caltrans HQ 

Caltrans HQ 

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

May2015 

MTIP ID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 

Column 2 Column3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

In Sacramento, ElDorado, Nevada, Placer, Solano and Yolo 

CAL20550 Upgrade CMS Panels- Various Counties 
Counties, on Routes 5, SO, and 80, at various locations -

SHOPP Mobility AC $5,320,000 2017 2016 
Upgrade Changeable Message Sign (CMS) panels [CTIPS ID 

107-0000-1003] (Toll credits for PE, ROW, CON) 

Near Colfax, 1-80, at the eastbound off-ramp to the Gold 

1-80 Gold Run Safety Roadside Rest Area 
Run Safety Roadside Rest Area (PM 41.8)- Replace/repair SHOPP - Emergency 

CAL20674 and line culvert, and repair ramp [CTIPS ID 107-0000-1009] Response (SHOPP $430,000 2015 2015 
Rehab 

(Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON). Toll Credits for ENG, ROW, A C) 
CON 

Transit Ambassador and Mobility Training programs. Assist 
new transit and paratransit/demand response 
transportation riders that are seniors and persons with 
disabilities in Placer County, as well as the South Placer 
County "One Stop" Call Center that distributes transit and 

CAL20563 
FTA 5310- City of Roseville Mobility paratransit/demand response transportation information 

FTA5310 $234,000 2018 
Management Program and handles reservations/transfers for paratransit/demand 

response transportation users in Placer County. 
Transportation Development Credits/Toll Credits are being 

used as match, and as allowable under FTA Section 5310 
federal funds will fund 100% of this project .. Toll Credits 

for CON 

Purchase 25 global positioning system (GPS) navigation 
units to assist demand response drivers serving seniors and 

CAL20564 
FTA 5310- City of Roseville Transit people with disabilities. Transportation Development 

FTA 5310 $6,900 2018 
Vehicle Navigation Units Credits/Toll Credits are being used as match, and as 

allowable under FTA Section 5310 federal funds will fund 

100% of this project. 

Purchase training equipment (a laptop and LCD projector) 
for Call Center employees and Transit Ambassadors to use, 

FTA 5310- City of Roseville South Placer 
as well as replacement digital recording system and TDD 

CAL20565 equipment for the South Placer Call Center. Transportation FTA5310 $28,100 2018 
Call Center Equipment 

Development Credits/Toll Credits are being used as match, 
and as allowable under FTA Section 5310 federal funds will 
fund 100% of this project .. Toll Credits for CON 

- ---
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lead Agency 

Column 1 

Capitol Corridor JPA 

City of Auburn 

City of Auburn 

City of Auburn 

City of Auburn 

City of Auburn 

City of Colfax 

City of Colfax 

Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County 
May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 
Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 ColumnS 

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; 
liP- Public 

construction of track and signal improvements; 

construciion of satellite maintenance facility and other 
Transportation 

CAl18320 Roseville Third Track 
associated improvements; and possible relocation of the 

Account, Local, Prop $250,800,000 2021 2001 

Roseville rail station to address conflicting train 
1A High Speed Rail, 

movements that affect capacity. Project improvements will 
RIP PTA, STIP RIP AC 

permit service capacity increases for Capitol Corridor in 

Placer County, with up to ten round trips to Roseville. 

Auburn Multi Modal Station- Rail 
At the existing Auburn Multi Modal Station: Obtain right-of-

PLA25353 
Platform Extension 

way and install rail platform extension . (Emission Benefits CMACL local $1,416,480 2016 2011 

in kg/day: 0.93 ROG, 1.18 NOx, 0.43 PM10) 

Class 2 bike lane and adjacent sidewalks along Nevada St 

Nevada Street Pedestrian & Bicycle 
from Placer St to Fulweiler Ave to allow for continuous 

PlA25471 pedestrian and bicycle access from Old Town Auburn to the ATP, CMAQ, local $1,700,645 2016 2013 
Facilities 

Auburn Station and EV Cain Middle School. (Emission 

reductions in kg/day: ROG 0.01, NOx 0.01.) 

City of Auburn Non-Urbanized Transit 
For the ongoing operation of transit within the non-

PLA25547 
Operations 

urbanized area of Auburn and a portion of non-urbanized FTA 5311, local $1,584,934 2016 

Placer County. 

PLA25S69 Auburn Transit Bus Replacement Replace one bus. FTA 5311, local $408,469 2016 

Marguerite Mine Road, from Marguerite Mine Road/State 

Route 49 intersection to the north and Marguerite Mine 

PLA25639 
Marguerite Mine Road Pedestrian and Road/Auburn Ravine Road intersection, approximately 

CMAQ $448,710 2016 
Bikeway Facilities 2,200 feet: install curb, gutter sidewalk on west side 

segments and install Class II Bike lane for the entire length. 

(Toll Credits for CON). Toll Credits for CON 

Construct of pedestrian improvements across UP railroad 
local, Prop 1B 

PLA25439 
Grass Valley Street Railroad Crossing tracks to improve pedestrian safety, road rehabilitation, 

PTMISEA, RSTP, RSTP $S37,100 2015 2014 
Pedestrian and Bike Improvements and bike lane/route along Grass Valley St west of South 

Exchange 
Auburn St. 

Along N. Main Street, from the Depot Transit Center to 

Highway 174: Construct class 111 bike route and associated 

PLA25577 North Main Street Bike Route 
improvements. Improvements include tree trimming, road 

repairs, non-capacity road widening, re-striping, drain inlet 
ATP, local $299,333 2016 2015 

upgrade, bike rack, and barrier curb. (Requesting state-only 

ATP.)__ -- ----
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Lead Agency 

Column 1 

City of Lincoln 

City of lincoln 

City of lincoln 

City of Lincoln 

City of lincoln 

City of Lincoln 

City of Lincoln 

Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County 
May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 

Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

In Lincoln: Between 7th Street and McBean Park Drive; 

construct various pedestrian, bicycle, NEV, and ITS 

improvements along Lincoln Boulevard (old Highway 65 I G 

Street). Improvements will consist of gap sidewalk 

construction, pedestrian improvements to railroad 

crossings, pedestrian crossings along lincoln Boulevard, 
PLA25464 lincoln Blvd. Streetscape - Phase 1 bicycle and NEV lanes, connection to the existing trail along CMAQ, Local $3,278,812 2015 2010 

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, PMlO 

0.08) 

Nelson ln/Markham Ravine Bridge 
Nelson ln, over Markham Ravine, 0.25 mi south of Nicolaus 

PLA25509 Rd. Replace existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge HBP, Local $8,212,828 2015 2011 
Replacement 

with a new 41ane bridge. 

East side East Ave. between SR 93 {McBean Park Or.) and 

PLA25515 
East Ave. and East Joiner Pkwy. 12th St.; east side E. Joiner Pkwy. between 12 Bridges Dr. 

SRTS $519,600 2015 
Sidewalks (SRTS) and Westview Dr.: Construct sidewalk, curb and gutter, 

curb ramps; install bike lanes. SRTS3-03-005 

Lincoln Blvd. (SR 65) between Sterling Pkwy. and 7th St.: 

PLA25531 Lincoln Blvd. Signal Upgrade and Lighting Upgrade traffic signals; install safety lighting and bike lanes. HSIP, Local $1,080,000 2015 

(HSIP5-03-006) 

PLA25540 McBean Park Bridge Rehabilitation 
McBean Park Dr. over Auburn Ravine, east of East Ave.: 

HBP, Local $8,083,000 2020 2013 
Rehabilitate existing 21ane bridge. No added lane capacity. 

In lincoln, street rehabilitation of {1) Twelve Bridges Drive 

PLA25553 
Twelve Bridges Drive & Joiner Parkway from Industrial Avenue east to Sierra College Boulevard 

RSTP, RSTP Exchange $1,332,655 2016 2014 
rehabilitation and (2) Joiner Parkway from the southern city limits to First 

Street. (Toll Credits for CON) 

lincoln Blvd, First Street to McBean Park Drive: Provide a 

more pedestrian, bicycle and Neighborhood Electric 

Vehicle (NEV) friendly environment along the main street 

PLA25554 lincoln Blvd. Streetscape- Phase 2 
through the city. Pedestrian improvements include wider 

sidewalks, bulb-outs at intersections and crosswalks. 
CMAQ $1,019,639 2015 2013 

Bicycle and NEV improvements include Class 2lanes on 

each side of the street. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 

0.16, NOx 0.11, PMlO 0.06) (Toll Credits for PE and CON) 

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

May 2015 

Lead Agency MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 1stYrROW 
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 

City of Rocklin PLA19400 Rocklin Rd. Widening 
In Rocklin, Rocklin Road: widen to 61anes from Granite 

local $1,320,000 2017 2014 
Drive to westbound 1-80 ramps. 

City of Rocklin PLA25025 Whitney Ranch Parkway 
In Rocklin, Whitney Ranch Parkway: construct four-lane 

Local $1,730,000 2016 2012 
facility from SR 65 to east of Wildcat Boulevard. 

University Avenue: Construct new four lane roadway from 

City of Rocklin PLA25268 University Avenue Phase 1 
the intersection of Whitney Ranch Parkway north to the 

Local $2,500,000 2017 2013 
extension of West Ranch View Drive. One or more phases 
of this project may require federal permitting. 

City of Rocklin PLA25345 Rocklin Road/1-80 Interchange 
In Rocklin: from Rocklin Rd. onto both WB and EB 1-80; 

Local $26,150,000 2018 2011 2015 
construct roundabouts at ramp EB/WB ramp terminus. 

At SR 65 and Whitney Ranch Parkway: Construct Phase 1A 

City of Rocklin PLA25521 
Whitney Ranch Parkway Interchange of the Whitney Ranch Interchange by constructing NB on· 

local $3,800,000 2016 2012 
Phase 1A and off·ramps, overcrossing structure, and southbound 

loop on·ramp. 

City of Rocklin PLA25551 Sunset Blvd Reconstruction 
Sunset Blvd from Fairway Drive to Stanford Ranch Road: 

Local, RSTP $876,500 2016 2015 
Reconstuct. (Toll credits for CON.) 

In Rocklin: Pacific Street between Delmar Ave/Dominguez 
Road and Rocklin/loomis City limits; Construct Class 1 and 
2 bicycle facilities, dual left turn median lane, right turn 

City of Rocklin PLA25552 
Pacific Street-Bikeway/Neighborhood lane, curb ramps, portland cement concrete pavement 

CMAQ, Local, RSTP $1,400,000 2016 2014 
Electric Vehicle Expansion Project rehabilitation, hot mixed asphalt and base, installation of 

metal beam guard railing, traff1c signal modifications, new 
striping and signage, landscaping, fencing, and related 
improvements. 

Bridge Preventive Maintenance Program, various locations 
City of Rocklin PLA25566 Bridge Preventive Maintenance Program in City of Rocklin. See Caltrans local Assistance HBP web HBP, Local $610,000 2015 2014 

site for backup list of bridges. 

At Rocklin Rd/Granite Dr., between east of Meyers St to 

Granite Drive at Rocklin Road 
the Caltrans WB on-ramp/right of way on Rocklin Road. : 

City of Rocklin PLA25635 
Roundabout 

Replace the existing four lane signalized intersection with a CMAQ $2,707,607 2018 2016 2016 

two lane roundabout (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON) .. Toll 

Credits for ENG, ROW, CON 

In Roseville, Baseline Road from Fiddyment Road to Sierra 

City of Roseville PLA15100 Baseline Road Vista Western edge west of Watt Avenue: widen from 2 to local $7,852,055 2018 2013 2015 

61anes. 

City of Roseville PLA15660 Baseline Rd. Widening 
In Roseville, Baseline Rd., from Brady lane to Fiddyment 
Road: widen from 3 to 41anes. 

Local $6,106,889 2020 2017 2018 

City of Roseville PLA15850 Roseville Road Widening 
Widen Roseville Rd. from 2 to 4 lanes Between Cirby Way 

local $2,500,000 2020 2018 2018 
and southern city limit. - _L______ ___ 
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County 
May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1stYrPA&ED 
Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

In Roseville, along Dry Creek, Cirby Creek and linda Creek, 
PLA19910 Dry Creek Greenway Trail construct class 1 bike trail. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: CMAQ, local $3,268,629 2019 2011 

0.09 ROG, 0.07 NOx, 0.03 PM2.5) 

To purchase and install electronic fare boxes, software, 
probes, software, automatic vehicle location devices, 

PLA25214 Roseville Transit ITS Project mobile data computers, video security cameras and FTA 5307 •, local $1,100,000 2016 

software, and digital readerboard equipment for transfer 
points. [Project replaces PCT10430 and PCT10420] 

Improve Sierra Gardens Transfer Point. Improvements may 

include new bus turnouts, shelters, restrooms, landscaping, 
PLA25323 Sierra Gardens Transfer Point lighting, crosswalks, sidewalks, and other pedestrian FTA 5307 •, local $1,012,151 2016 2007 

improvements such as bulb-outs. (Emission benefits in 

kg/day: 63 ROG, 63 Nox, 25 PM10.) 

PLA25377 Market St. 
City of Roseville, Market St., from approx. 800 feet north of 

Local $8,500,000 2017 2013 
Baseline Road to Pleasant Grove: Extend 2 lanes. 

PLA25378 Santucci Blvd. Extension 
City of Roseville, Santucci Blvd. (North Watt Ave.): Extend 

Local $6,500,000 2020 2017 
four lanes from Vista Grande Blvd. to Blue Oaks Boulevard. 

Roseville, Harding Blvd @ Dry Creek, 1-80 to Royer Park: 

Construct class 1 bikeway in 2 phases. Phase 1 from 1-80 to 

1-80 To Royer Park Bikeway Phase 2 -
Harding Blvd completed in 2004 (PLA20870). Phase 2 

PLA25386 construction is separated into 3 segments: Segment 3 is CMAQ. local $870,909 2016 2016 
Segment 3 

located from Folsom Road to Lincoln Street/Royer Park. 
(Emission benefits in kg/day: 0.25 ROG, 0.2 NOx 0.09 

PM10) 

Operating cost contribution towards ADA complementary 
PLA25416 South Placer Call Center paratransit services provided for the South Placer Call FTA 5307 •, local $187,500 2015 

Center. 

In Roseville, improve access to Civic Center transit transfer 

facility by constructing transit/bicycle/pedestrian related 

PLA25465 Downtown Pedestrian Bridge improvements, including pedestrian bridge and Class I trail CMAQ. local $3,217,000 2018 2011 

improvements. (Emission benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.55, 

NOx 0.34, PM2.5 0.11] 
--- --- ------ ---- -----
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City of Roseville 
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County 

May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete lstYr PA&ED 
Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

In Roseville, Miners Ravine Trail, from lincoln Street to 
Royer Park along the Dry Creek corridor: Extend class 1 
trail, including relocation and safety upgrades to existing 
Ice House Bridge. From transit stop at Downtown Roseville ATP, Bicycle 

PLA25469 
Oak Street Extension of Miners Ravine library to existing class 1 trail in Royer Park: provide bicycle Transportation 

$3,046,159 2016 2011 
Trail and pedestrian improvements including replacement of Account, CMAQ, FTA 

Taylor Street Bridge. (Emission benefits in kg/day: ROG 5307 ', Local 

0.13, NOx 0.09, PMlO 0.04) (FTA 5307 to be used on Taylor 

Street bridge and bike/ped improvements leading to transit 
stop at library.) 

Maintenance of transit fleet and operating ADA transit 

Roseville Transit Preventive 
services.2013 Preventive Maintenance= $0; 2013 ADA 

PLA25498 Maintenance and ADA Operations 2011-
Operations= $260,000;2014 Operating Assistance= FTA 5307 ', FTA 

$5,036,745 2016 
$1,322,938; 2014 ADA Operations= $20,6952015 5307- E.S., Local 

2016 
Preventive Maintenance= $200,000;2016 Preventive 
Maintenance = $200,000; 

In Roseville, reconstruct ADA pedestrian ramps along 

PLA25500 
Pedestrian Facilities Improvement various arterial and collector roadways to current ADA 

CMAQ $904,676 2016 
Project standards. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 0.10 ROG, 0.06 

NOx, 0.02 PM2.5) (Toll Credits for CON) 

In Roseville, widen Washington Blvd from 2 to 4 lanes, 
including widening the An dora Underpass under the UPRR 

Washington Blvd/ And ora Undercrossing 
tracks, between Sawtell Rd and just south of Pleasant 

PLA25501 
Improvement Project 

Grove Blvd. and construct bicycle and pedestrian Local $16,091,643 2018 

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 PMlO) 

Industrial Ave/Pleasant Grove Creek 
Industrial Ave, over Pleasant Grove Creek, 0. 7 mi S Placer 

PLA25507 
Bridge Replacement 

Blvd. Replace the existing 2 lane functionally obsolete HBP, Local $4,960,000 2015 2011 

bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. 
Oak Ridge Dr, over Linda Creek, 0.2 miN of Cirby Way. 

Oak Ridge Or/Linda Creek Bridge 
Replace the existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge 

PLA25508 with a new 2 lane bridge. 11/8/2010: (Toll Credits HBP $3,250,000 2019 2011 
Replacement 

programmed for PE, ROW, and & CON.). Toll Credits for 

ENG, ROW, CON 

PLA25516 SRTS Toolk'1t Expansion 
Multiple Schools in the Roseville City School District: 

SRTS $295,000 2017 
Expand Safe Routes to School (SRTS) toolkit. SRTS3-03-006 

PLA25527 Pleasant Grove Blvd. Extension 
In Roseville, extend 41anes of Pleasant Grove from 1500 

Local $5,300,000 2016 
feet west of Market St to Santucci Blvd (Watt Ave). 

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

May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1stYr PA&ED 

Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 ColumnS 

In Roseville, Extend 21anes of Blue Oaks Blvd from Hayden 
PLA25528 Blue Oaks Blvd Extension ~ Phase 1 Parkway to Westside Dr., Including south half of a 6-lane Local $6,000,000 2018 2016 

bridge over Kaseberg Creek. 

PLA25534 Roseville Rd. Realignment 
Roseville Rd. from Cirby Way to the city limits: Realign 

HSIP, Local $3,539,500 2017 
roadway. (HSIP5-03-017) 

PLA2S538 Vista Grande Arterial 
In Roseville, from Fiddyment Rd west to Westbrook Blvd, 

Local $2,500,000 201S 
construct new 4-lane arterial. 

PLA25539 Blue Oaks Blvd. Extension Phase 2 
In Roseville, Blue Oaks Blvd., from Westbrook Dr. to 

Local $6,350,000 2019 2016 
Santucci Blvd. (formerly Watt Ave.), extend 21anes. 
In Roseville, install Changeable Message Sign (CMS) on 

Roseville CMS Installation Project· 
SW/B Pleasant Grove Blvd. approaching Roseville Pkwy. to 

PLA2554S 
Pleasant Grove Blvd. 

reduce traffic congestion by improving traffic information CMACL Local $200,000 2015 

dissemination per the ITS Master Plan. (Qualitative 
emission benefits on file.) 
In Roseville, Santucci Boulevard South (Watt Ave.) from 

PLA25570 Santucci Boulevard South Baseline Road north to Vista Grande Boulevard: Construct Local $1,000,000 2017 

4-lane road. 

PLA25571 Market Street South 
In Roseville, Market Street South, from Baseline Road to 

Local $500,000 2015 
approx. 800 feet north: construct 2·1ane road. 

Roseville Bridge Preventive Maintenance 
Bridge Preventive Maintenance Program (BPMP) for 

PLA25572 various bridges in the City of Roseville. See Caltrans local HBP, Local $817,000 2018 2014 
Program 

Assistance HBP website for backup Jist of projects. 

In Roseville, resurface the following arterial roadways-
Pleasant Grove Blvd from Hartley Wy to Fiddyment Rd & 
from Michner Dr to Foothills Blvd; Fiddyment Rd from 

Pleasant Grove Blvd to Blue Oaks Blvd; Foothills Blvd from 
Pleasant Grove Blvd to Junction Blvd & from Baseline Rd to 
Atkinson St; Galilee Rd from Industrial Ave to Pleasant 
Grove Blvd; Vineyard Rd from Brady Ln to Atkinson St; 

PLA25578 
2015 R5TP Arterial Microsurfacing Denio loop from Foothills Blvd to Atkinson St; E Roseville 

RSTP $6,374,233 2018 
Project Parkway from Douglas Blvd to Sierra College Blvd; Atlantic 

St from Wills Rd to 1-80 WB On Ramp; Eureka Rd from 

Sunrise Ave to Douglas Blvd; Sunrise Ave from Smith Ln to 

Kensington Dr; N. Sunrise Ave from Frances Dr to Lead Hill 
Blvd; Sierra Gardens Dr from Santa Clara Dr to Douglas 
Blvd; Santa Clara Dr from Sierra gardens Dr to Douglas 
Blvd; and Douglas Blvd from N. Sunrise Ave to Sierra 

Gardens. (Toll credits for CON.) 

----
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Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

In Roseville, upgrade ADA pedestrian ramps along various 

PLA25581 2017 Pedestrian Facilities Improvement 
arterial and collector roadways for safety and to meet 

CMACL Local $815,925 2018 
current ADA standards. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 0.10 
ROG; 0.06 NOx; 0.02 PM2.5) 

In Roseville, along Washington Boulevard from Kaseburg 
Drive to Pleasant Grove Boulevard, construct new concrete 

PLA25582 Washington Boulevard Improvement 
sidewalks, Class I & Class II bike facilities. Proposed 

CMACL Local $1,242,517 2019 
facilities cross under the Union Pacific tracks (aka "An dora 
Underpass"). (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 0.24 ROG; 0.16 

NOx; 0.05 PM2.5). 

In Roseville, on louis Blvd at Orlando Ave.: Develop and FTA 5307 *, FTA 

REG17928 
louis/Orlando Transfer Point construct an improved transfer point and intermodal 5307- Discr., FTA 

$4,738,000 2016 2011 
Improvements facility with a 35-space park and ride facility. (Includes 5339- Discr., Local, 

previously programmed PLA16080.) RIP PTA 

PLA25413 
Planning, Programming, Monitoring PCTPA plan, program, monitor (PPM) for RTPA related 

RIP State Cash $1,455,000 2019 
2011-2015 activities. 

In Placer County: Between 1-80 and Pleasant Grove Blvd 

1-80/SR 65 Interchange Improvements 
northbound off-ramp auxiliary lane; Rebuild 1-80/SR 65 

PLA25440 
Phase 1 

interchange to widen northbound SR 65 from 2 to 3 lanes. Local, NCI $35,790,000 2022 2010 

(PA&ED, PS&E, ROW, and CON to be matched with Toll 

Credits.) 

Provide educational and outreach efforts regarding 
alternative transportation modes to employers, residents, 

Placer County Congestion Management 
and the school community through the Placer County 

PLA25468 Congestion Management Program (CMP). CMP activities CMACL Local $1,542,771 2020 
Program 

will be coordinated with the City of Roseville and SACOG's 

Regional Rides hare I TOM Program. (KG/day ROG 54.00; 

NOx 60.00; PM10 39.00) 

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

1-80 Eastbound Auxiliary Lane: SR 65 to 
5.9}; Construct eastbound 1-80 auxiliary lane, including two-

PLA25519 lane off-ramp, concrete barrier/retaining walls, and DEMO HPP, Local $4,990,000 2019 2014 
Rocklin Rd. 

shoulder improvements. (Toll credits for PE, ROW, and 

CON) 

Perform engineering (preliminary engineering, 
environmental, and final design) only; SR 65, from 1-80 to 

PLA25529 
SR 65 Capacity & Operational Lincoln Blvd.: widen to construct HOV lanes and make 

CMACL Local $6,500,000 2022 2013 
Improvements (HOV)- ENG ONLY 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) 
-----
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In Roseville: Between Douglas Blvd.(PM 2.0} and Riverside 

PLA25542 
1-80 Westbound Auxiliary Lane- Douglas Ave. {PM 0.2); Construct westbound 1-80 auxiliary lane and 

Local, NCI $5,910,000 2019 2014 
Blvd. to Riverside Ave. shoulder improvements. {Toll credits for PE, ROW, and 

CDN) 

In Placer County: provide motorist assistance and towing of 
disabled vehicles during am and pm commute periods on 1-

PLA25543 Placer County Freeway Service Patrol 80 (Riverside Ave to SR 49) and SR 65 (1-80 to Twelve CMAQ, State Cash $5SO,OOO 2016 

Bridges Dr). (Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 7.35; NOx 

1.10; PMlO 1.16) 

From Placer I Sacramento County line to Douglas Blvd, : Local, Other Fed -

PLA15080 Auburn-Folsom Rd Widening Widen to 41anes. Install signal at Auburn-Folsom Blvd and ARRA-RSTP, Prop lB $28,300,000 2015 2001 

Fuller Dr. SLPP 

PLA15105 
Baseline Road Widening Phase 1 (West Baseline Rd. from Watt Avenue to future 16th street: 

Local $19,200,000 2018 2012 
Portion) Widen from 2 to 4lanes. 

PLA15420 Walerga Road 
Walerga Rd: Widen and realign from 2 to 41anes from 

Local $13,781,700 2019 1998 
Baseline Rd. to Placer I Sacramento County line. 

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

Local $13,085,000 2018 2012 
lanes and realign. 

Widen Sunset Boulevard from State Route 65 to Cincinnati 
PLA25044 Sunset Blvd. Widening Avenue from 2 to 4 lanes. Project includes widening local $8,675,000 2020 2014 

Industrial Blvd I UPRR overcrossing from 2 to 41anes. 

PLA25170 Sunset Blvd Phase 2 
Sunset Blvd, from Foothills Boulevard to Fiddyment Rd: 

Local $6,365,000 2018 2006 
Construct a 2-lane road extension [PLA15410 is Phase 1.] 

In Placer County: Between SR 65 and Foothills Boulevard; 
Construct phase 1 of Placer Parkway, including upgrading 
the SR 65IWhitney Ranch Parkway interchange to include a 

PLA25299 Placer Parkway Phase 1 southbound slip off-ramp, southbound loop on-ramp, Local, RSTP $70,000,000 2020 2013 

northbound loop on-ramp, six-lane bridge over SR 65, and 
four-lane roadway extension from SR 65 (Whitney Ranch 
Parkway) to Foothills Boulevard. 

Bowman Rd, over UP Railroad, BNSF RR and AMTRAK, 0.1 

PLA25447 Bowman Rd Bridge miles south of 19C-62: Rehabilitate the existing bridge HBP, Local $2,230,002 2017 2010 

without adding additional lanes. 
Bowman Rd, over UP Railroad, BNSF Railyards & AMTRAK, 

PLA25448 Bowman Rd Bridge 0.1 miles north of 19C-61: Rehabilitate the existing bridge HBP, local $2,230,002 2017 

without adding additional lanes. 
Dowd Rd over Coon Creek, 0.4 miles north of Wise Rd.: 

PLA25449 
Dowd Rd Bridge Replacement at Coon Replace existing 2 lane bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. 

HBP, Local $5,675,000 2020 2008 
Creek (Toll Credits programmed for ROW & CON). Toll Credits for 

--
ROW_,_(:QN__ _ 
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Dowd Rd. over Yankee Slough, just south of Dalby Rd.: 

PLA25453 
Dowd Rd at Yankee Slough Bridge Replace existing structurally deficient llane bridge with 

HBP, local $4,812,511 2015 2012 
Replacement new 2 lane bridge.(Toll Credits for CON). Toll Credits for 

CON 

In various location ins Placer County, perform preventive 
maintenance on bridgeS.!. Squaw Valley Rd., over Squaw 
Creek, 2 mi west of SH 89, Bridge Rail Replacement, Deck 
Rehab.2. Donner Pass Rd., overS. Yuba River, north of Yuba 
Dr., Bridge Rail Replacement, Deck Rehab.3. Cisco Rd., over 

PLA25458 Bridge Preventive Maintenance 
S. Yuba River, near Hampshire Rocks Rd., Replace Joint 

HBP, local $1,356,000 2020 2015 
Seals, Deck Rehab.4. Alpine Meadows Rd., over Bear Creek, 
0.9 mi west of SH 89, Polyester Concrete Deck Overlay.S. 
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.?. Develop Bridge Preventive Maintenance Plan. 

PLA25463 
Baseline Road Widening Phase 2 (West Baseline Road from Sutter County line to Future 16th 

Local $29,000,000 2025 2014 
Portion) Street. Widen from 2 to 4 lanes. 

On Auburn-Folsom Rd between Douglas Blvd and Joe 

Rodgers Rd, construct a Class ll Bike lane on both sides of 
the road, including signing and striping; construct sidewalk 

PLA25472 Auburn Folsom Rd Class II Bike lane on both sides of Auburn-Folsom Rd from Wilcox Place CMACL local, RSTP $1,227,674 2015 2012 

north to Joe Rodgers.(Emission benefits in kg/day: ROG 

0.06, NOx 0.04, PMlO 0.03) (Toll Credits for CON]. Toll 

Credits for CON 

Dowd Rd, over Markham Ravine, 0.5 miles south Nicolaus 

PLA25474 
Dowd Rd Bridge Replacement at Rd: Replace existing 2 lane structurally deficient bridge 

HBP, local $5,050,000 2019 2008 
Markham Ravine with a new 21ane bridge.(Toll credits for CON.). Toll 

Credits for CON 

Haines Rd, over Wise Canal, 0.45 miles North of Bell Rd: 
PLA25475 Haines Rd Bridge Replacement Replace the existing functionally obsolete 2 lane bridge HBP $5,180,000 2020 2011 

with a new 21ane bridge.(Toll Credits for PE, ROW, & CON) 

Alpine Meadows Rd over Truckee River, 0.1 miles west of 

PLA25477 
Alpine Meadows Rd Bridge SH 89: Replace the existing structurally deficient 21ane 

HBP, local $22,625,063 2016 2015 
Rehabilitation bridge with a new 21ane bridge.(Toll Credits programmed 

for ROW & CON) 
-- ----
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Bridge No. 19C0002, Yankee Jim's Rd over North Fork 

Yankee Jim1s Rd Bridge at North Fork 
American River, l.SMI W of Shirttail Cyn Rd, Replace 

PLA25505 structurally deficient llane bridge with a new 2 Jane HBP $14,999,400 2020 2011 
American River 

bridge. (Toll credits programmed for PE, ROW & CON.). 

Toll Credits for ENG, ROW, CON 

Walerga Rd/Dry Creek Bridge 
Walerga Rd, over Dry Creek, 1.1 mi S Base line Rd. 

PLA25506 Rehabilitate the existing 21ane bridge without adding HBP, Local $23,025,007 2020 2011 
Replacement 

additional lanes. High Cost Project agreement required. 

King Rd. between Auburn Folsom Rd. and Sudor Ln.: Widen 

PLA25512 King Rd. Safety Lane Widening travel lanes; construct drainage improvements. HSIP4-03- HSIP, RSTP $1,200,000 2015 

007 [Toll Credits for CON]. Toll Credits for CON 

Wise Rd, over Doty Creek, 0.5 miles east of Garden Bar: 
PLA25513 Wise Rd Bridge Replacement Replace existing 1-lane functionally obsolete bridge with a HBP, Local $4,759,200 2020 2012 

new 2-lane bridge. 

Brewer Rd., over Pleasant Grove Creek, 4.2 miles north of 

PLA25518 Brewer Rd. Bridge Replacement 
Baseline Rd.: Replace 2-lane bridge with a new 2-lane 

HBP $5,518,500 2020 2012 
bridge. (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, & CON.). Toll Credits for 

ENG, ROW, CON 

PLA25532 Pavement Markings 
Various locations throughout Placer County: Install 

HSIP, Local $1,251,500 2015 
pavement markings (HSIPS-03-011, HSIP5·03·012) 

Auburn Folsom Rd. from approximately 60' N of Willow Ln. 

PLA25533 Auburn Folsom Rd. Safety Improvements 
to Robin Hood Ln.: Construct sidewalks, curb ramps, curb 

HSIP, Local $746,300 2016 
and gutter; install mid-block crosswalk; improve pavement 
friction; provide dynamic speed sign.(HSIPS-03·013) 

Watt Ave./Center Joint Ave., over Dry Creek, 0.4 mi north 
PLA25535 Watt Ave. Bridge Replacement of P.F.E. Rd.: Replace existing 21ane bridge with a 41ane HBP, Local $19,892,750 2019 2013 

bridge. 

Crosby Harold Rd. Over Doty Creek, 0.9 miN of Wise Rd.: 

PLA25536 Crosby Harold Rd. Bridge 
Replace an existing 11ane bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. 

HBP $2,790,000 2020 2013 
(Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON). Toll Credits for ENG, ROW, 

CON 

Gold Hill Rd. over Auburn Ravine, 0.65 mi north of SR 193: 

PLA25541 Gold Hill Rd. Bridge Replacement Replace existing 2 lane bridge with a new 2 lane bridge. HBP $5,018,250 2020 2013 

(Toll credits for PE, ROW, CON) 

Complete a 101 wide paved Class I multipurpose trail 

PLA25549 Martis Valley Trail 
connecting Northstar Village roundabout to the southerly 

border of Army Corps property. (Emission Benefits in 
CMAQ, Local $4,700,000 2020 2012 

kg/day; ROG 0.02;NOx 0.01;PM10 0.01) 
- L__ ____ 
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Placer County 

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

May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete lstYr PA&ED 

Column 2 Column3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

Bridge Approach and Non-HBP 
In Placer County, bridge approach and non-HBP 

PLA25559 
Partipating Costs 

participating costs at Alpine Meadows@ Truckee River and RSTP $1,000,000 2017 

Dowd Road@ Yankee Slough. (Toll Credits for CON) 

In Placer County, hot mix asphalt (HMA) overlay on various 
County roads: (1) Douglas Boulevard from Barton to 

HMA Overlay, Various County Roads 
Auburn-Folsom, (2) Dry Creek Road from Joeger to HWY 49, 

PLA2SS62 
(Yr2) 

(3) Richardson Drive from Atwood Rd to Bell Rd, (4) Nevada RSTP $2,809,435 2018 

Street from 150' east of Nevada Way to Auburn City limits, 
(5) Edgewood Road from SR49 to Edgewood Place (Toll 

Credits for CON). Toll Credits for CON 

In Placer County, hot mix asphalt (HMA) overlay on various 
County roads: (1) Sierra College Boulevard from Olympus 

PLA25563 
HMA Overlay, Various County Roads Rd to Eureka Rd, (2) Old State Highway from Taylor Rd to 

RSTP $2,299,047 2016 
(Yr3) HWY 193, (3) Fruitvale Road from Fowler Rd to Gold Hill Rd, 

(4) West Wise Road from HWY 65 to Lincoln-Sheridan Blvd 

(Toll Credits for CON) 

Along Hwy 49 on the westside from Bell Rd to Education St. 

Pedestrian Improvements along Hwy 49, 
South side of Education St. west to connect to existing 

PLA25564 
Education Street, and Town Court 

sidewalk and improve ADA ramps & crosswalks along Town CMAQ $925,000 2017 2014 

Court (Emissions Benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.07, NOx 0.04, 

PMlO 0.02) (Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON) 

Pedestrian Pathway along Cook Riolo Rd from existing 
sidewalk at Creekview Ranch Middle School North 

PLA25565 Cook Riolo Road Pathway (Emission Benefits in kg/day: ROG 0.04, NOx 0.02, PMlO CMAQ, Local, RSTP $2,190,157 2017 2014 

0.01) [Toll Credits for PE, ROW, CON]. Toll Credits for 

ROW, CON 

PLA25567 Safety Surface Treatment 
At 18 various locations throughout Placer County: install 

HSIP, Local $1,537,600 2017 
high friction surface treatment. (HSIP6-03-010) 

Various corridors throughout Placer County: Conduct a 

PLA25568 Signage Upgrades Roadway Safety Signing Audit and upgrade signs. (HSIP6-03 HSIP, Local $1,658,522 2017 

011) (Toll Credits for CON). Toll Credits for CON 

Replace one CNG bus with one new cleaner CNG Bus for 
CMAQ, Prop lB 

PLA25583 CNG Bus Placer County Transit. (Emissions Benefits in kg/day: NOx 
PTMISEA 

$530,000 2017 

0.75.) 

Along SR89, from Squaw Valley Road to the USF5 Silver 

PLA2SS84 Truckee River Trail Creek Campground: construct 1.4 miles of multi-use trail. CMAQ, Local $4,500,000 2020 

(Emission Benefits in kg/day; ROG 0.01; NOx 0.01) 
- ---~ 
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Placer County Transit 

Placer County Transit 

Placer County Transit 

Placer County Transit 

Placer County Transit 

Placer County Transit 

Placer County Transit 

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

May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1st Yr PA&ED 
Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

PCT10488 Purchase 2 Replacement Buses 
Purchase of two (2) 35' CNG replacement buses for Placer CMAQ, CMAQ XFER, 

$1,000,000 2016 
County Transit. (Emission Benefits: 0.5 kg/day NOx) Prop 1B PTMISEA 

Placer County Non-Urbanized Transit 
Operating assistance for rural transit services within Placer 

PCT10491 County. Outside the Sacramento Urbanized Area.FFY 2015: FTA 5311, Local $7,357,017 2016 
Operations 

$291,197FFY 2016: $291,197 

Operating assistance, preventive maintenance, and ADA 
operations for transit services for urban transit services 
within El Dorado County as well as commuter service to I 
from Sacramento. Sacramento Urbanized Area.FFY 2009 
preventive maintenance: $324,890FFY 2009 ADA 

operations: $281,700FFY 2010 preventive maintenance: 

Preventive Maintenance, ADA 
$300,000FFY 2010 ADA operations: $200,000FFY 2011 

PCT10493 Operations, and Operating Assistance 
preventive maintenance: $324,890FFY 2011 ADA FTA 5307 *, FTA 

$8,821,325 2016 
operations: $206, 700FFY 2012 preventive maintenance: 5307 - E.S., Local 

2009-2016 
$32,890FFY 2012 ADA operations: $217,000FFY 2012 Fuel: 

$84,429FFY 2013 Operating assistance: $539,341FFY 2014 

Operating assistance: $563, 744FFY 2014 preventive 
maintenance: $56,696FFY 2015 preventive maintenance: 
$341,000FFY 2015 ADA operations: $217,000FFY 2016 

preventive maintenance: $341,000FFY 2016 ADA 

operations: $217,000 

Dewitt Center in Auburn: Increase of CNG compressor 

PCT10494 CNG Station Upgrade Phase 2 
capacity at Placer County CNG fueling station in Auburn. 

CMAQ, Local $576,809 2016 2012 
(Emissions Benefits in kg/day: 3.46 NOx, 0.12 PM10.) 

*Local Funds are Air District Funds* 

Replace four CNG powered buses currently in use by Placer 
County Transit. The new CNG buses will be used on 

CMAQ, Prop 1B 
PCT10501 Placer County CNG Replacement Buses regional transit routes connecting Rocklin, Lincoln, Loomis, $2,059,528 2016 

Auburn and Placer County to Roseville and the Watt/1-80 
PTMISEA 

Light Rail Station. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 3.16 NOx) 

Replace two CNG powered buses currently in use by Placer 
County Transit. The new CNG buses will be used on 

CMAQ, Prop 1B 
PCT10503 PCT Bus Replacements- 2015 regional transit routes connecting Rocklin, lincoln, loomis, $1,082,000 2016 

Auburn and Placer County to Roseville and the Watt/1-80 
PTMISEA 

Light Rail Station. (Emission Benefits in kg/day: 1.49 NOx) 

PCT10504 T.A.R.T Bus Purchase Replace one 35-foot bus for Tahoe Area Regina I Transit. 
FTA 5311, Prop 1B 

PTMISEA 
$525,000 2016 

----
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SA COG 

SACOG 

Town of loomis 
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USFS Tahoe National Forest 

Western Placer CTSA 

Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County 
May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete lstYr PA&ED 
Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

lincoln Transit (Subrecipient)~ Operating assistance and 

lincoln Transit (Subrecipient) Operating 
preventive maintenance for transit services within the City 

FTA 5307 *, FTA 
PLA25550 of Lincoln. Sacramento Urbanized Area.FFV 2014 operating $1,616,076 2016 

Assistance 
assistance: $149,108FFY 2014 prevenf1ve maintenance: 

5307- E.S., Local 

$12,281 

The proposed mobility management services would 

enhance the ability of passengers to successfully ride 

transit in multiple areas (Placer County, loomis, 
VAR56096 Roseville Transit Mobility Management Rocklin1 lincoln~ Auburn and Roseville). The goal of the FTA 5317, Local $47,500 2016 

program would include providing travel training from 

transit staff, trip planning training, and practice trips with 

staff. 

Use FY 2011 & 2012 Urbanized Area JARC funds to operate 

VAR56109 
Roseville Transit JARC Operating two fixed route buses to extend routes A & B from 6:30 to 

FTA 5316, Local $371,680 2015 
Assistance 9:30PM M-F, and 1 DAR bus to extend service from 7:00 to 

9:30PM. 

Western Placer Consolidated Transportation Services 

WPCTSA- New Freedom Operating 
Agency: Operating assistance for "Health Express," a low-to 

VAR56116 no cost, scheduled, door-to-door, shared ride service for FTA 5317, Local, 5TA $600,000 2015 
Assistance 

Placer County residents needing transportation to non-

emergency medical appointments. 

In Loomis1 Sierra College Blvd. from railroad tracks (Taylor 

PLA20890 Sierra College Blvd. Widening Rd.) to the north town limits: widen from 2 to 41anes and local $5,899,180 2020 2018 

construct turn lanes, bike lanes, and landscaped median. 

PLA25530 
Taylor Road Overlay Maintenance 

Taylor Road: Asphalt overlay. 
Project 

local $460,000 2016 2015 

Town Center Implementation Plan 
Taylor Road, Horseshoe Bar Road to Walnut Street: 

PLA25548 
Improvements Phase 2 

streetscape improvements. (Emissions in kg/day: 0.06 ROG, CMACL Local $791,000 2016 2015 

0.04 NOx, 0.02 PMlO) 

Asphalt overlay and reconstruction repair of various streets 

PLA25579 2017 CIP Road Maintenance Project in the loomis Downtown Core Area covered under the Local, RSTP $500,000 2017 

Capital Improvement Program Schedule for 2017. 

Outside of Foresthill, Sugar Pine Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) 

PLA25556 Sugar Pine OHV Staging Area 
Staging Area: Renovation of an existing staging area, 

Local, RTP $325,950 2016 
including parking, accessible restrooms, and picnic 

facilities. (RM-13-016) 

The Western Placer CTSA operates non-emergency medical 

PLA25510 Western Placer CTSA Operations 
transportation demand-response paratransit service; 

volunteer door-to-door transportation; & voucher program 
Local $4,900,000 2019 

within western Placer County. 
----
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Status Report on Federal and State Funding for Regionally Significant Transportation Projects in Placer County 

May 2015 

MTIPID Project Title Project Description Fund Source Total Project Cost Year Complete 1stVr PA&ED 

Column 2 Column 3 Column4 Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 

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 

New Freedom (Rural) Operating 
route and dial~a-ride services. The service is a low-to-no-

FTA 5310, FTA 5317, 
PLA25511 cost scheduled door-to-door transportation service to non- $416,176 2016 

Assistance 
emergency medical appointments for rural Placer County 

Local 

residents. Service operates Monday through Friday, 8:00 
a.m. to 5:00p.m., and Thursdays, 10:00 a.m. to 2:00p.m. in 

Sacramento. 

Total All Projects: $1,374,825,056 
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MEMORANDUM 

TO: Celia McAdam 

FROM: AIM Consulting 

DATE: May4, 2015 

RE: March & April 2015 Monthly Report 

The following is a summary of communications and public information work performed by AIM 
Consulting (AIM) on behalf of Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) in the 
months of March and April. 

AIM assisted with media relations and public information and also assisted with outreach for 
alternative transportation programs. 

AIM maintained and drafted content for PCTPA social media and the blog page to share current 

information about PCTPA projects and activities. 

AIM coordinated and facilitated a ground breaking event for the Whitney Ranch Interchange on 
April 13, 2015. 

Following is a capsule summary of activities: 

Funding Strategy 

AIM continued to work with PCTPA and the consultant team on the Regional Transportation 
Funding Initiative. AIM is working with the funding strategy team to develop a photo database 
for use on collateral materials. 

Programs 

AIM assisted PCTPA staff with finalizing informational materials for the new South Placer bus 
pass subsidy program, including facilitating Spanish translation of the materials. 

PCTPA E-News 

; . 

AIM worked with PCTPA staff to finalize and send the March edition of the PCTPA e-newsletter. 
AIM began research for new content for the next edition, to be sent during the summer months. 
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PCTPA March and April 2015 Monthly Report 
Page 2 of 2 

PCTPA.net 

AIM continued to update the blog with current news articles about PCTPA and additional 
information including the Executive Director's speaking engagements, recent workshops, 
newsletter articles, and news releases. The blog page will continue to be updated with current 
information about projects, programs, and events. 

AIM continued posting Social Media updates on the PCTPA's Facebook and Twitter pages as well 
as the Executive Director's Facebook page to highlight the work the Executive Director does for 
PCTPA, including photos from speaking engagements and events. 

Key promotions included: 

• Free Cycling Clinics 

• May is Bike Month features 

• Promoting 1-80 Auxiliary Lanes Workshops 

• Whitney Ranch Interchange Ground Breaking Event 

• 1-80 I 65 Interchange Presentations 

• March PCTPA E-Newsletter 

• Current news stories regarding PCTPA or Placer County transportation issues 

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. 

Whitney Ranch Ground Breaking 

AIM planned and facilitated a groundbreaking event for the Whitney Ranch Interchange Project 

on April13, 2015. 

The event featured PCTPA Board Members Councilwoman Diana Ruslin and Supervisor Jim 
Holmes as speakers. More than 40 people attended the groundbreaking event. 

News coverage for the interchange and event included: 

• Sacramento Business Journal 

• Roseville & Rocklin Today 

• Placer County Online 

• News 10 
• Fox 40 
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,__federal Advocates lnc. 

March 31, 2015 

To: Celia McAdam 
From: Sante and Michael Esposito 
Subject: march Monthly Report 

1701 Pennsylvania Avenue 
Suite 300 

Washington, DC 20006 
Phone: (202) 351-6855 

Fax: (202) 351-6855 
www .federaladvocates.com 

Key House Committees of Jurisdiction 

The key subcommittee assignments have been completed. In the House of Representative, the 
key committees of interest to the Agency are the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
with jurisdiction over MAP-21 and the Committee on Appropriations with jurisdiction over 
Federal-aid highway funding. Within these committees, the focus is on the relevant 
subcommittee of jurisdiction. The membership of those for the new Congress is as follows: 

(1) Transportation and Infrastructure Committee 

Subcommittee on Highways and Transit: MAP-21 reauthorization 

Republicans: 
Sam Graves, Missouri, Chairman 
Eleanor Holmes Norton, District of Columbia, Ranking Member 

Republicans: 
Don Young, Alaska 
John J. Duncan, Jr., Tennessee 
John L. Mica, Florida 
Frank A. LoBiondo, New Jersey 
Duncan Hunter, California 
Eric A. "Rick" Crawford, Arkansas 
Lou Barletta, Pennsylvania 
Blake Farenthold, Texas 
Bob Gibbs, Ohio 
Richard L. Hanna, New York 
Daniel Webster, Florida 
JeffDenham, California 
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Reid J. Ribble, Wisconsin 
Thomas Massie, Kentucky 
Tom Rice, South Carolina 
Mark Meadows, North Carolina 
Scott Perry, Pennsylvania 
Rodney Davis, Illinois 
Rob Woodall, Georgia 
John Katko, New York 
Brian Babin, Texas 
Cresent Hardy, Nevada 
Ryan A. Costello, Pennsylvania 
Garret Graves, Louisiana 
Mimi Walters, California 
Barbara Comstock, Virginia 
Bill Shuster, Pennsylvania (Ex Officio) 

Democrats: 
Jerrold Nadler, New York 
Eddie Bernice Johnson, Texas 
Steve Cohen, Tennessee 
Albio Sires, New Jersey 
Donna F. Edwards, Maryland 
Janice Hahn, California 
Richard M. Nolan, Minnesota 
Ann Kirkpatrick, Arizona 
Dina Titus, Nevada 
Sean Patrick Maloney, New York 
Elizabeth H. Esty, Connecticut 
Lois Frankel, Florida 
Cheri Bustos, Illinois 
Jared Huffinan, California 
Julia Brownley, California 
Michael E. Capuano, Massachusetts 
Grace F. Napolitano, California 
Corrine Brown, Florida 
Daniel Lipinski, Illinois 
Peter A. DeFazio, Oregon (Ex Officio) 

(2) Appropriations Committee 

Subcommittee on Transportation, Housing and Urban Development: Highways and Mass 
Transit 

Republicans: 
Chairman Mario Diaz-Balart (R-FL) 

130 



Kay Granger (R-TX) 
David Joyce (R-OH) 
John Culberson (R-TX) 
Kevin Yoder (R-KS) 
David Valadao (R-CA) 
David Jolly (R-FL) 

Democrats: 
David Price (D-NC), Ranking Member 
Mike Quigley (D-IL) 
Tim Ryan (D-OH) 
Henry Cuellar (D-TX) 

Key Senate Committees of Jurisdiction 

In the Senate, the key committees of interest to the Agency are the Committee on Environment 
and Public Works with jurisdiction over MAP-21 reauthorization and the Committee on 
Appropriations with jurisdiction over Federal-aid highway funding. Within these committees, 
the focus is on the relevant subcommittee of jurisdiction. The membership of those for the new 
Congress is as follows: 

(1) Environment and Public Works Committee 

Subcommittee on Transportation and Infrastructure: MAP-21 reauthorization 

Republicans: 
Sen. David Vitter (R-La.), Chair 
Sen. John Barrasso (R-Wy.) 
Sen. Shelly Moore Capito (R-W.V.) 
Sen. Mike Crapo (R-Idaho) 
Sen. John Boozman (R-Ark.) 
Sen. Jeff Sessions (R-Ala.) 
Sen. Roger Wicker (R-Miss.) 
Sen. Deb Fischer (R-Neb.) 

Democrats: 
Senator Barbara Boxer, Ranking Member 
Senator Thomas R. Carper 
Senator Ben Cardin 
Senator Bernie Sanders 
Senator Sheldon Whitehouse 
Senator JeffMerkley 
Senator Kirsten· Gillibrand 
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(2) Appropriations Committee 

Subcommittee on Transportation, HUD and Related Agencies: Highways and Mass Transit 

Republicans: 
Susan Collins (R-Maine), chairman 
Richard Shelby (R-Ala.) 
Lamar Alexander (R-Tenn.) 
Mark Kirk (R-Ill.) 
Roy Blunt (R-Mo.) 
John Boozman (R-Ark.) 
Shelley Moore Capito (R-W.Va.) 
Bill Cassidy (R-La.) 
Steve Daines (R-Mont.) 

Democrats: 
Jack Reed (D-R.I.), ranking member 
Barbara Mikulski (D-Md.) 
Patty Murray (D-Wash.) 
Richard Durbin (D-Ill.) 
Dianne Feinstein (D-Calif.) 
Chris Coons (D-Del.) 
Chris Murphy (D-Conn.) 

Appropriations Committee Chairman Cochran and Vice Chairwoman Mikulski are also ex
officio members of each subcommittee of which they are not regular members. 

MAP-21 Reauthorization 

A decision on whether to move a long-term highway and transit bill or focus on a short-term 
patch will come after Easter recess, House Transportation Chairman Bill Shuster said. "I'm 
focused on getting something done before May 31 but ifwe have to do it, then we'll have to 
address that," Shuster said when asked about a short-term patch to shore up the Highway Trust 
Fund. "After Easter recess is probably when we've got to make a decision." Some members of 
the House Ways and Means Committee have already said a short-term fix is the realistic option 
but Shuster said he's still optimistic about a multiyear bill at this point. Transportation officials 
are urging Congress to pass a short-term extension ofhighway programs if they can't complete a 
multi-year plan this spring, warning that failure to act may slow or halt local infrastructure 
projects. While still pressing for a robust long-term funding plan, transportation officials are 
arguing that they want to get something done to keep programs running before funding runs out 
in May. "We've certainly made the case to Members of Congress that not acting before May 31 
is going to result in significant disruption to the local projects around this country," Bud Wright, 
President and Executive Director of the American Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials. Michael P. Melaniphy, President and Chief Executive of the American 
Public Transportation Association, said local transportation systems are evaluating plans in case 
Federal funding is disrupted. But he's expecting "more of a short term" continuing resolution if a 
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highway bill doesn't make it by the deadline. While reauthorization hearings are underway, there 
is still no surface transportation bill on the table. The officials also said they want the Federal 
government to revamp transportation funding plans to reflect a changing population that 
increasingly demands options for getting around that don't involve a car. Despite local support 
for public transit funding- the American Public Transportation Association says public transit 
tax initiatives had an almost 70 percent passage rate in 2014 - a sweeping transit transportation 
overhaul seems unlikely in this year's Congress. 

In addition, the American Road and Transportation Builders Association recently called for 
Congress to increase the Federal gasoline tax by 15 cents per gallon, offset by a federal tax 
rebate for Middle America. The proposal shows a single tax filer with an adjusted gross income 
of$100,000 or less receiving a rebate of$90 per year, what ARTBA says is the average annual 
cost to them of a 15 cent-per-gallon increase. The group says the rebate at the levels they propose 
would offset the increase for 94 percent of Americans. The proposal essentially shifts the burden 
of finding new money away from the Highway Trust Fund, and onto a tax rebate. ARTBA's 
proposal notes it's up to the tax-writing committees "to figure out how to pay for the tax rebate," 
valued at $103.3 billion over six years. ARTBA suggests using repatriation to pay for the rebate 
instead of directing that money to the Highway Trust Fund for the next long-term bill. At the 
same time, transportation advocacy groups aren't the only ones trying to put the kibosh on any 
kind of devolution talk as work on the highway and transit bill ramps up. Leaders of the House 
Transportation Committee have made it public enemy No. 1. At a recent hearing, T &I Ranking 
Member Peter DeFazio declared his desire to shun the idea once and for all. "We still have a few 
devolutionists around here," DeFazio said. "I just want to put a nail in the coffin, a stake through 
the heart and garlic around the neck." DeFazio used his first question to ask witnesses to outline 
why devolution would be a bad idea. Committee Chairman Bill Shuster used his first question 
for the same purpose. Senate Environment and Public Works Committee Chairman Jim Inhofe 
did the same at a Senate hearing last month. In the meantime, reauthorizations hearings continue. 

The Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works held a hearing on February 25 
entitled, "The Importance ofMAP-21 Reauthorization: Perspectives from Owners, Operators, 
and Users ofthe System." The purpose of the hearing was to examine the link between a long
term federal surface transportation bill and economic productivity, and the importance of 
partnering with states to maintain, modernize and expand infrastructure to ensure a reliable 
national surface transportation network. Witnesses were Steve Heminger, Executive Director, 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission; Thomas J. Riordan, President and CEO, Neenah 
Enterprises, Inc.; Carlos Braceras, Executive Director, Utah Department ofTransportation; Walt 
Rowen, President, Susquehanna Glass Company; and, David Gardner, Vice President Supply 
Chain and Customer Experience, Ingredion Incorporated. The Senate Commerce Subcommittee 
on Surface Transportation and Merchant Marine Infrastructure, Safety and Security held an 
oversight hearing on March 4 entitled "Surface Transportation Reauthorization - Oversight and 
Reform of the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration." This hearing was the first in a 
series of hearings that examine the reauthorization of highway safety programs. The hearing 
focused on truck safety programs and Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration regulations. 
Witnesses were Scott Darling, Ill, Acting Administrator, Federal Motor Carrier Safety 
Administration, U.S. Department of Transportation; Joseph W. Come, Deputy Principal 
Assistant Inspector General for Auditing and Evaluation, Office of the Inspector General; Susan 
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Fleming, Director, U.S. Government Accountability Office; and, Christopher Hart, Acting 
Chairman, National Transportation Safety Board. On March 17, the House Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure held a hearing on "Surface Transportation Reauthorization Bill: 
Laying the Foundation for U.S. Economic Growth and Job Creation Part II." Witnesses were 
Patrick McCrory, Governor, State ofNorth Carolina; on behalf of the National Governors 
Association; Ralph Becker, Mayor, Salt Lake City, Utah; on behalf of the National League of 
Cities; and, John Cox, Director, Wyoming Department of Transportation; on behalf of the 
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials. 

Also of interest, on March 23-24, the 2015 SelectUSA Summit was held bringing together 2,500 
participants, including investors from more than 60 countries, to showcase the diversity of 
investment opportunities available nationwide. The purpose was for Investors to learn about the 
practical tools, information, and connections they need to move investments in the United States 
forward. One of the sessions was on "Innovative Approaches to Infrastructure Investing," that 
focused on public-private partnership models and best practices for investors. In 2014, President 
Obama launched the Build America Investment Initiative to increase investment in ports, roads, 
bridges, broadband networks, water and sewer systems, and other projects by facilitating 
partnerships between federal, state, and local governments and private-sector investors. Panel 
participants were The Honorable Anthony Foxx, Secretary of Transportation; The Honorable 
John Hickenlooper, Governor of Colorado; Bill Banks, Global Infrastructure Leader, Ernst & 
Young; Nicolas Rubio de Cardenas, US President, Cintra; and, Christopher Leslie, Chief 
Executive Officer, Macquarie Infrastructure Partners Inc. 

President's Transportation Bill (MAP-21 Reauthorization) 

Note: if the Congress' treatment of the Administration's last big transportation package is any 
gauge, this version is unlikely to receive much serious consideration. 

Yesterday, March 30, the Administration unveiled "The Generating Renewal, Opportunity, and 
Work with Accelerated Mobility, Efficiency, and Rebuilding oflnfrastructure and Communities 
throughout America Act," or GROW AMERICA Act, a $478 billion, six year transportation 
reauthorization proposal that provides increased funding for the nation's highways, bridges, 
transit, and rail systems. The Administration's proposal is funded by supplementing current 
revenues from the Highway Trust Fund in combination with a 14 percent transition tax on up to 
$2 trillion of untaxed foreign earnings that U.S. companies have accumulated overseas. This is 
intended to prevent Trust Fund insolvency for six years and increase investments to meet 
national economic goals. Highlights of the proposal are: 

$317 billionfor the highways and highway safety. The proposal will increase the amount of 
highway funds by an average of about 29 percent above FY 2015 enacted levels, emphasizing 
"Fix-it-First" policies and reforms that prioritize investments for repairs and improvements to the 
safety of roads and transit services, with particular attention to investments in rural and tribal 
areas. The proposal will also provide more than $10 billion for the National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration (NHTSA) and Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration to improve 
safety for all users of highways and roads. 
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$115 billion for transit. The proposal increases average transit spending by 76 percent above FY 
2015 enacted levels. The GROW AMERICA Act proposes a $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 will provide 
$3.4 billion over six 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 for regional coordination and local decision-making. The proposal includes 
policy reforms to incentivize improved regional coordination by Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations (MPOs). High-performing large MPOs will be granted control of a larger portion 
of funds under 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. 

Tools for dangerous vehicle and tire defects. The GROW AMERICA Act will give NHTSA the 
authority to issue imminent hazard orders requiring vehicle manufacturers to immediately take 
action to alleviate harm in cases where there is an imminent risk of injury or death. Additionally, 
it will address vehicle and tire recall efforts by taking steps to ensure the public is informed of 
recalls at franchise dealerships, independent tire stores and state departments of motor vehicles. 
The Act also provides consumers more time to get tire defects fixed for free. 

$18 billion for a multi-modal freight program. The Act provides $18 billion over six years 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 long-term 
freight strategic plans. 

$28.6 billionfor rail investments. The proposal includes $28.6 billion over six years 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. This system will 
provide 80 percent of Americans with convenient access to a high-performance passenger rail 
system within 25 years. 

Competitive funding to spur innovation. The proposal will provide $7.5 billion over six years
an increase of more than 100 percent - for the highly successfully TIGER competitive grant 
program and $6 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 will have long-term 
impact on all projects across the transportation programs. 

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 
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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. 

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. 

$6 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 
$6 billion in funding over six years, which is estimated to support $60 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 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. 

FY16 Congressional Budget Resolutions 

Note: the following points regarding the House-passed and Senate-passed Budget Resolutions 
come directly from the Republican side of the two Budget Committees; i.e., the rhetoric is theirs. 

Note further: The congressional budget does NOT have the force and effect oflaw. It is adopted 
in the form of a concurrent resolution that means that a final version must be approved by both 
Houses on or before April but does not go to the President for approval or disapproval. It is 
simply the Congress imposing upon itself a funding discipline. Nor are the policies assumed in 
the resolution binding on the Congress. The only thing binding by a budget resolution is the 
overall level of funding via the appropriations process for FY16. How the Appropriations 
Committees choose to allocate the overall level between various programs is their decision. The 
following are highlights from both Resolutions. The differences have to be resolved. 

House Budget Resolution: 

• Balances the budget in less than 1 0 years without raising taxes. 
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o Cuts $5 .5 trillion in spending - higher than any previous House Budget 
Committee proposal. 

o Calls for a fairer, simpler tax code to promote job creation and a healthy 
economy. 

o Places the country on a path to paying off the debt by growing the economy and 
making government more efficient, effective and accountable. 

o Calls on Congress to pass a balanced budget amendment to the Constitution. 

• Repeals Obamacare in full - including all of its taxes, regulations and mandates. 

o Promotes freedom of choice, affordability, and patient-centered health care 
solutions. 

o Eliminates IPAB, an unelected, unaccountable board ofbureaucrats charged with 
making coverage decisions on health care. 

• Ensures a strong National Defense. 

o Provides for a strong national defense through robust funding of troop training, 
equipment and compensation. 

o Boosts defense spending above the President's levels while putting in place a plan 
to responsibly address the current spending caps and the threat of sequester. 

• Ends the Obamacare raid on Medicare. 

o Strengthens Medicare by making structural improvements to save the program. 

o Eliminates the "double dipping" of Disability Insurance and Unemployment 
Insurance. 

o Prevents the President's plan to raid the regular Social Security Trust Fund. 

o Restores Federalism. 

• Rejects the notion that Washington knows best and devolves power back 
to the states. 

o Promotes innovation and flexibility for Medicaid, nutrition assistance, education 
and other programs. 

• Cuts waste, corporate welfare and improves accountability. 
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critical to the multimodal movement of freight; revises requirements for establishment and 
designation of a national freight network; directs the Secretary of Transportation (DOT) to 
establish a national freight network for efficient movement of freight on highways (as currently), 
railways, and navigable waterways, as well as into and out of inland ports, seaports, and airports; 
recharacterizes the primary freight network as multimodal, including critical rail corridors, 
critical intermodal connections, and critical inland port, seaport, and airport infrastructure; 
directs the Secretary to require (currently, encourage) states to develop state freight plans for 
immediate and long-range planning activities and investments with respect to freight. Requires 
states to coordinate with neighboring states to ensure multistate network continuity and 
connectivity; directs the Secretary to establish a competitive grant program for capital investment 
projects that improve the efficiency of the national transportation system to move freight; limits 
the federal share of project net capital costs to 80%; and, requires a grant recipient to submit to 
the Secretary: (1) a project management plan and an annual financial plan for a project with a 
total cost of $500 million or more, or (2) an annual financial plan for a project with a total cost of 
$100 million or more. 

8.206, Local Transportation Infrastructure Act 

Introduced on January 21 by Senator Kelly Ayotte (D-NH) with no cosponsors. The bill was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, Science and Transportation. The bill 
revises and reauthorizes the state infrastructure bank program for FY20 15 and FY20 16. 

H.R.652, State Transportation and Infrastructure Financing Innovation Act (STIFIA) 

Introduced on February 3 by Congressman Richard Hanna (R-NY-22) with 3 cosponsors. The 
bill was referred to the Subcommittee on Highways and Transit of the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee. The bill revises and reauthorizes the state infrastructure bank program 
for FY2016-FY2020. 

H.R.413, Partnership to Build America Act of 2015 

Introduced on January 21 by Congressman John Delaney (D-MD-6) with 34 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Subcommittee on Railroads, Pipelines, and Hazardous Materials of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee. The bill establishes the American 
Infrastructure Fund (AIF) as a wholly-owned government corporation to provide bond 
guarantees and make loans to state and local governments, non-profit infrastructure providers, 
private parties, and public-private partnerships for state or local government sponsored 
transportation, energy, water, communications, or educational facility infrastructure projects 
(Qualified Infrastructure Projects [QIPs]). Authorizes AIF also to make equity investments in 
QIPs. Directs the Secretary of the Treasury, acting through the AIF, to issue American 
Infrastructure Bonds with an aggregate face value of$50 billion. Requires proceeds from the sale 
ofthe bonds to be deposited into the AIF. Amends the Internal Revenue Code to allow U.S. 
corporations to exclude from gross income qualified cash dividend amounts received during a 
taxable year from a foreign-controlled corporation equal to the face value of 
qualified infrastructure bonds the corporation has purchased. Prohibits allowance of a foreign tax 
credit to the excluded portion of any dividend received by a U.S. corporation. Prohibits also the 
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allowance of a deduction for expenses related to that excludable portion. 

H.R.625, Infrastructure 2.0 Act 

Introduced on January 30 by Congressman John Delaney (D-MD-6) with 4 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Committees on Ways and Means and Transportation and Infrastructure. 

H.R.70, Deficit Reduction, Job Creation, and Energy Security Act 

Introduced on January 7 by Congresswoman Sheila Jackson Lee (D-TX-18) with no cosponsors. 
The bill was referred to the Subcommittee on Water Resources and Environment of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee. 

H.R.211, REBUILD Act 

Introduced on January 8 by Congressman Ken Calvert (R-CA-42) with no cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the House Committee on Natural Resources. 

S.268, Rebuild America Act of2015 

Introduced on January 27 by Senator Bernard Sanders (1-VT) with one cosponsor. The bill was 
referred to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

H.R.l308, Economy in Motion: The National Multimodal and Sustainable Freight 
Infrastructure Act 

Introduced on March 4 by Congressman Alan Lowenthal (D-CA-47) with 3 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Committees on Transportation and Infrastructure and Ways and Means. The 
bill directs the Secretary of Transportation to: (1) establish a Multimodal Freight Funding 
Formula Program to distribute funds to states, and a National Freight Infrastructure Competitive 
Grant Program to make grants to entities for projects, to improve the efficiency and reliability of 
freight movement in the United States; (2) establish a multimodal national freight network to 
accomplish the goals of the national freight policy, including increasing the productivity and 
efficiency of the national freight system and improving its safety, security, and resilience; (3) 
develop, maintain, and post on the public website of the Department of Transportation a national 
freight strategic plan that includes an assessment of the condition and performance of the 
national freight system; and ( 4) develop and improve tools to support an outcome-oriented, 
performance-based approach to evaluate proposed freight-related and other transportation 
projects. Amends the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (or MAP-21) to: (1) 
expand the membership and duties of state freight advisory committees; and (2) require state 
freight plans to include strategies and goals to decrease greenhouse gas emissions, local air 
pollution, water runoff, and wildlife habitat loss. Amends the Internal Revenue Code to: (1) 
impose a I% excise tax upon taxable ground transportation of property (i.e., transportation by 
freight rail or truck trailer and semitrailer chassis and bodies, suitable for use with a trailer or 
semitrailer with a gross vehicle weight of26,000 pounds or more), and (2) deposit such tax 
revenues into a Freight Trust Fund (established by this Act) to finance the Multimodal Freight 

142 



H.R.413, Partnership to Build America Act of2015 

Introduced on January 20 by Congressman John Delaney (D-MD-6) with 35 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure. The bill establishes the 
American Infrastr1,1cture Fund (AIF) as a wholly-owned government corporation to provide bond 
guarantees and make loans to state and local governments, non-profit infrastructure providers, 
private parties, and public-private partnerships for state or local government sponsored 
transportation, energy, water, communications, or educational facility infrastructure projects 
(Qualified Infrastructure Projects [QIPs ]). Authorizes AIF also to make equity investments in 
QIPs. Directs the Secretary of the Treasury, acting through the AIF, to issue American 
Infrastructure Bonds with an aggregate face value of $50 billion. Requires proceeds from the sale 
of the bonds to be deposited into the AIF. Amends the Internal Revenue Code to allow U.S. 
corporations to exclude from gross income qualified cash dividend amounts received during a 
taxable year from a foreign-controlled corporation equal to the face value of qualified 
infrastructure bonds the corporation has purchased. Prohibits allowance of a foreign tax credit to 
the excluded portion of any dividend received by aU .S. corporation. Prohibits also the allowance 
of a deduction for expenses related to that excludable portion. 

H.R.1330, American-Made Energy and Infrastructure Jobs Act 

Introduced on March 4 by Congressman Steve Stivers (R-OH-15) with one cosponsor. The bill 
was referred to the Subcommittee on Water Resources and Environment of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee. Directs the Secretary to collect non-refundable fees from the 
operators of facilities subject to inspection under this Act. Establishes in the Treasury the Ocean 
Energy Enforcement Fund as depository for oil and gas leasing fees. Redefines the OCS to 
include all submerged lands lying within the U.S. exclusive economic zone and the Continental 
Shelf adjacent to any U.S. territory. Authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
President's approval, to: (1) borrow for highway and transportation project expenditures and for 
water infrastructure expenditures, and (2) issue interest-bearing infrastructure revenue bonds for 
the amounts borrowed. Amends the Internal Revenue Code to appropriate to the Highway Trust 
Fund 95% of any proceeds from the issuance of such infrastructure revenue bonds. Makes 
available to the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency for making capitalization 
grants to eligible states: (I) 2.5% of infrastructure revenue bond proceeds for grants under the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, and (2) 2.5% of such proceeds for grants under Safe 
Drinking Water Act. 

H.R.278, Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery for Cities 
Underfunded Because of Size Act of 2015 or TIGER CUBS Act 

Introduced on January 12 by Congressman Rick Larsen (D-WA-2) with one cosponsor. The bill 
was referred to the Committees on Appropriations and Budget. The bill provides $500 million in 
supplemental FY2015 appropriations to the Department of Transportation for national 
infrastructure investments under a competitive grant program commonly known as the 
Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) program. At least $100 
million ofthe funds must be used for projects located in cities with populations between 10,000 

143 



and 50,000. The funding provided by this bill is designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. This funding is 
only available if the President designates the amounts as an emergency and submits the 
designation to Congress. 

H.R.680, Update, Promote, and Develop America's Transportation Essentials Act of2015 

Introduced on February 3 by Congressman Earl Blumenauer (D-OR-3) with 25 cosponsors. The 
bill was referred to the House Committee on Ways and Means. The bill expresses the sense of 
Congress that by 2024 the gas tax should be repealed and replaced with a more sustainable, 
stable funding source. Amends the Internal Revenue Code, with respect to the excise tax on 
motor fuels, to increase the rate of tax on: (1) gasoline other than aviation gasoline to 26.3 cents 
per gallon in 2016, 30.3 cents per gallon in 2017, and 33.3 cents per gallon after 2017 and before 
2028; (2) diesel fuel or kerosene to 32.3 cents per gallon in 2016, 36.3 cents per gallon in 2017, 
and 39.3 cents per gallon after 2017 and before 2027; and (3) diesel-water fuel emulsion. Delays 
the termination of such increased rates from the end ofFY2016 to December 31, 2026. Requires 
an adjustment for inflation to such increased rates beginning after 2017. Increases allocations in 
the Mass Transit Account of the Highway Trust Fund in 2016 and 2017 and after 2017. Imposes 
a floor stocks tax on rate increases for gasoline, diesel fuel, and kerosene (other than aviation
grade kerosene), subject to specified exemptions for exempt uses and low-volume producers. 

S.762, Innovation in Surface Transportation Act of2015 

Introduced on March 17 by Senator Roger Wicker (R-MS) with 3 cosponsors. The bill was 
referred to the Committee on Environment and Public Works. The bill directs the Secretary of 
Transportation, in coordination with state transportation departments, to establish an innovation 
in surface transportation program. Requires states to make competitive grants for innovative 
surface transportation projects to eligible entities, including local governments, metropolitan 
planning organizations, regional transportation authorities, transit agencies, tribal governments, 
private providers of public transportation, nonprofit transportation organizations, port authorities, 
joint power authorities, fi·eight rail providers, and local rail authorities. Requires each state 
(including the governor and state department of transportation) to establish an innovation in 
surface transportation selection panel to formulate criteria for selecting projects. Requires a state 
to reserve certain percentages of federal funds apportioned for the national highway 
performance, the highway safety improvement, the congestion mitigation and air quality 
improvement, surface transportation, and transportation alternatives programs in order to fund 
related projects under state innovative surface transportation grants. Authorizes states to reserve 
a certain percentage of such funds for a fiscal year to meet specific requests for project 
application support from eligible rural local governments. 

H.R.1620, To expedite the deployment of highway construction projects, and for other 
purposes. 

Introduced on March 25 by Congressman Randy Forbes (R-VA-4) with no cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure. 
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April30, 2015 

To: Celia McAdam 
From: Sante and Michael Esposito 
Subject: April Monthly Report 

Board DC Visit/Meetings 

Federal Advocates Lnc. 
1701 Pennsylvania A venue 

Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20006 
Phone: (202) 351-6855 

Fax: (202) 351-6855 
www .federaladvocates.con1 

On April21, Board Chair Ruslin, Board Member Holmes, Executive Director McAdam and 
Federal Advocates met with various Hill staff (see listing below) to present the Agency's Federal 
Legislative Program for 2015 with specific emphasis on "asks" regarding MAP-21 
reauthorization. The Agency discussed its priority projects- I-80/SR 65 Interchange, Placer 
Parkway, Sacramento to Roseville Third Track and with the first two projects as the basis, the 
following MAP-21 reauthorization requests: 

Policy principles: (expeditious enactment, multi-year bill, stabilized Highway Trust Fund 
funding, increased local control and streamlined project approval); 

Discretionary programs (reauthorization of Projects ofNational and Regional Significance and 
establishment of a new National Freight Program): and, 

Railroad programs (support for the Railroad Rehabilitation and Improvement Financing {RRIF} 
and the Rail Line Relocation and Improvement Capital Grants Programs {RLR}. 

Helena Zyblikewyz, Minority Staff Director 
Subcommittee on Highways and Transit 
House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure 
590 Ford HOB 
202-225-9989 

Chris Tudor, LA 
Congressman Torn McClintock 
2331 RHOB 
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202-225-2511 

Kyle Chapman, LD 
Anne Clement, LA 
Senator Boxer 
112 HSOB 
202-224-3553 

Trevor Higgins, LA 
Senator Feinstein 
331 HSOB 
202-224-3841 

Tyler Rushforth, Minority Counsel 
Senate Environment and Public Works Committee 
508 HSOB 
202-224-8832 

MAP-21 Reauthorization 

MAP-21, the current Federal-aid highway Federal program, expires on May 31, By then, either a 
new reauthorization bill will have to be enacted into law or the program will have to be extended 
for some period oftime. The latter is more realistic. The Senate Environment and Public Works 
Committee (EPW) would like to extend the program until August 1. According to the 
Department of Transportation, there would be enough funds in the Highway Trust Fund to 
support the program through July without any additional revenue needed. Extending only until 
August 1, the Senate argues, would also keep the pressure on to do a substantive, multi-year 
reauthorization bill. The House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee's (T &I) extension 
position is different. It would prefer to extend the program until either September 30, the end of 
the current fiscal year, or December 31. The Committee believes that the Senate's August 1 
position is arbitrary and avoids an inevitable further extension. To extend the program until Sept. 
30 requires additional revenues of$8-10B. To extend the program until Dec. 31, requires 
additional revenues of around $11B. The reason for the minimal increase in revenues to extend 
from Sept 30 to Dec. 31 is because ofthe down time in highway construction in the fall. To do a 
multi-year bill, $15-18B in new revenues per each fiscal year would be needed just to keep the 
program at current levels. The challenge continues to be where to get the additional funds. 
Options include a gas tax increase, applying an inflation factor to the gas tax, barrel tax versus 
taxing at the pump, repatriation funds, etc. All have advantages and disadvantageous both in 
terms of substance and politics. No one approach has generated widespread support. The general 
sense in both Houses is that the issue of funding a multi-year program will be decided within the 
context of an overall tax reform bill. Legislative jurisdiction over funding the Highway Trust 
Funds lies with the two tax-writing committees of the Congress- the House Ways and Means 
Committee and the Senate Finance Committee. There are currently ongoing discussions between 
the two committees on the issue oftax reform. Both the EPW and T&I Committees have been 
part of the discussions related to Highway Trust Fund spending. Pending that, staffs of both the 
EPW and T &I Committees continue to meet internally on developing a bill. Two program areas 
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of interest and apparent support on both sides ofboth Committees are reauthorization ofProjects 
of National and Regional Significance and establishment of a new National Freight Program. If a 
multi-year bill is not enacted this year, the consensus is that it will be put off until after next year 
given the presidential election. 

Pending bill reauthorization action, MAP-21 hearings continued. On April21, the Senate 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs held a hearing entitled, "Surface 
Transportation Reauthorization: Building on the Successes ofMAP-21 to Deliver Safe, Efficient 
and Effective Public Transportation Services and Projects." The witness was Therese McMillan, 
Acting Administrator, Federal Transit Administration. On April23, the Banking Committee held 
a second day of hearings on the same subject. The witnesses were Michael Melaniphy, President 
and CEO, American Public Transportation Association; Janet Kavinoky, Executive Director, 
Transportation and Infrastructure, U.S. Chamber of Commerce, and Vice President, Americans 
for Transportation Mobility Coalition; Barbara Cline, Upper Midwest Regional Director, 
Community Transportation Association of America, and Executive Director, Prairie Hills 
Transit; and Harry Lombardo, International President, Transport Workers Union of America, 
AFL-CIO. On April29, the Committee held a hearing entitled, "Exploring Opportunities for 
Private Investment in Public Infrastructure." The witnesses were Jane Garvey, North America 
Chairman, Meridiam Infrastructure; Colleen Campbell, Board Member, Infrastructure Ontario; 
and Cal Hollis, Managing Executive Officer for Countywide Planning and Development, Los 
Angeles County Metropolitan Authority. On April 29, the Subcommittee on Highways and 
Transit of the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure held a hearing on "The 
Future of Commercial Motor Vehicle Safety: Technology, Safety Initiatives, and the Role of 
Federal Regulation." Witnesses were Danny Schnautz, Operations Manager, Clark Freight 
Lines; on behalf of the Owner-Operator Independent Drivers Association; Tom Kretsinger, 
President, American Central Transport; on behalf of the American Trucking Associations; Bill 
Reese, Captain, Idaho State Police; on behalf of the Commercial Vehicle Safety Alliance; Brian 
Scott, President, Escot Bus Lines, LLC; on behalf of the United Motorcoach Association; and, 
LaMont Byrd, Director of Safety and Health, International Brotherhood ofTeamsters. 

President's Transportation Bill (MAP-21 Reauthorization) 

To review, on March 30, the Administration unveiled "The Generating Renewal, Opportunity, 
and Work with Accelerated Mobility, Efficiency, and Rebuilding oflnfrastructure and 
Communities throughout America Act," or GROW AMERICA Act, a $478 billion, six year 
transportation reauthorization proposal that provides increased funding for the nation's 
highways, bridges, transit, and rail systems. The Administration's proposal is funded by 
supplementing current revenues from the Highway Trust Fund in combination with a 14 percent 
transition tax on up to $2 trillion of untaxed foreign earnings that U.S. companies have 
accumulated overseas. This is intended to prevent Trust Fund insolvency for six years and 
increase investments to meet national economic goals. Highlights of the proposal are: 

$317 billion for the highways. The proposal increases highway funds by an average of about 29 
percent above FY 20 15 enacted levels. 

$115 billion for transit. The proposal increases average transit spending by 76 percent above FY 
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2015 enacted levels. 

Tools and resources for regional coordination and local decision-making. The proposal includes 
policy reforms to incentivize improved regional coordination by Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations (MPOs). 

Tools for dangerous vehicle and tire defects. The proposal gives NHTSA the authority to issue 
imminent hazard orders requiring vehicle manufacturers to immediately take action to alleviate 
harm in cases where there is an imminent risk of injury or death. 

$18 billion for a multi-modal freight program. The proposal provides $18 billion over six years 
to establish a new multimodal freight grant program. 

$28.6 billion for rail investments. The proposal includes $28.6 billion over six years for high 
performance and passenger rail programs. 

Competitive funding to spur innovation. The proposal provides $7.5 billion over six years for the 
TIGER competitive grant program and $6 billion for a new competitive grant program called 
Fixing and Accelerating Surface Transportation (or "FAST"). 

Project delivery and the Federal permitting and regulatory review process. The proposal builds 
on recent efforts to expedite project approval timelines. 

Cost effective investments. The proposal provides performance incentives to maintain safety and 
conditions of good repair and expand research and technology activities. 

$6 billion to attract private investment in transportation 

House FY16 Transportation Appropriations Bill 

On April29, the House Appropriations Subcommittee marked up its version of the FY16 
Transportation Appropriations Bill (no action to date in the Senate) with highlights as follows: 

Transportation- The bill includes $17.2 billion in discretionary appropriations for the 
Department of Transportation for fiscal year 2016. This is $1 billion below the fiscal year 2015 
enacted level and $6.8 billion below the President's request. Within this amount, funding is 
prioritized on programs and projects with national need or significance, and that will help make 
the nation's transportation systems more efficient. 

Highways - The bill provides over $40.25 billion from the Highway Trust Fund to be spent on 
the Federal-aid Highways Program. This is equal to the fiscal year 2015 level. This funding is 
contingent on the enactment of new transportation authorization legislation, as the current 
authorization expires this year. 

Air- Included in the legislation is $15.9 billion in total budgetary resources for the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA)- $159 million above the fiscal year 2015 enacted level and $40 
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million above the request. This will provide full funding for all air traffic control personnel, 
including 14,500 air traffic controllers, 7,400 safety inspectors, and operational support 
personnel. The bill also funds FAA's Next Generation Air Transportation Systems (NextGen) at 
$931 million, and funds Contract Towers at $154 million. These investments will help ease 
future congestion and help reduce delays for travelers in U.S. airspace. In addition, the bill 
rejects the Administration's proposals for new passerfger facility and general aviation fees. 

Rail- The Federal Railroad Administration is funded at $1.4 billion, a reduction of$262 million 
below the fiscal year 2015 enacted level. This includes $289 million for Amtrak operations
continuing service for all current routes- and $850 million for capital grants. The bill also 
continues reforms to ensure the best use of tax dollars, such as requiring overtime limits for 
Amtrak employees to reduce unnecessary costs, and prohibiting federal funding for routes where 
Amtrak offers a discount of 50% or more off normal, peak fares. No funding is provided for 
High-Speed Rail. In addition, rail safety and research programs are funded at $226 million, 
equal to the fiscal year 20 15 enacted level. This will fund inspectors and training to help ensure 
the safety of passengers and local communities. The bill also allows $6.5 million in funding for a 
highway rail-grade crossing safety initiative. 

Transit- The bill provides $10.7 billion for the Federal Transit Administration (FTA)- $161 
million below the fiscal year 2015 enacted level. Transit formula grants total $8.6 billion, which 
is consistent with the MAP-21 authorization legislation, to help local communities build, 
maintain, and ensure the safety of their mass transit systems. This funding is contingent on the 
enactment of new transportation authorization legislation, as the current authorization expires 
this year. Within this amount, the legislation provides a total of$1.9 billion for Capital 
Investment Grants ("New Starts"), full funding for all current "Full Funding Grant Agreement" 
(FFGA) transit projects, and an additional $250 million for projects that will enter a FFGA by 
the end of fiscal year 2016. Also included is $40 million for core capacity projects, and full 
funding for all state and local "Small Starts" projects that will begin in fiscal year 2016. These 
programs provide competitive grant funding for major transit capital investments - including 
rapid rail, light rail, bus rapid transit, and commuter rail- that are planned and operated by local 
communities. 

Maritime- The legislation includes $361 million for the Maritime Administration, $19.8 million 
above the fiscal year 2015 enacted level, to increase the productivity, efficiency and safety of the 
nation's ports and intermodal water and land transportation. The Maritime Security Program is 
funded at the full authorized level of $186 million. 

Safety- The legislation contains funding for the various transportation safety programs and 
agencies within the Department ofTransportation. This includes $837 million in total budgetary 
resources for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA)- an increase of 
$6.5 million over the fiscal year 2015 enacted level- and $572 million for the Federal Motor 
Carrier Safety Administration. Also included is $227 million for the Pipeline and Hazardous 
Materials Safety Administration, an increase of $6.9 million over the fiscal year 2015 enacted 
level, to help address safety concerns including the transport of energy products. 

Grants- The legislation funds National Infrastructure Investment grants (also known as TIGER 
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grants) at $100 million, $400 million below the fiscal year 2015 enacted level and $1.15 billion 
below the request. 

FY16 Congressional Budget Resolution 

Reports are that an agreement has been reached on the FY16 Congressional Budget Resolution. 
As reported, the agreement boosts defense spending by nearly $40 billion, eliminates the 
option of using reconciliation for non-Obamacare changes and drops the so-called "premium 
support" Medicare plan popularized by Rep. Paul Ryan (R-Wis.) last Congress. The agreement 
also assumes deep cuts to domestic agency budgets and safety net programs for the poor to 
promise a balanced budget by 2024, eliminates the option of using a fast-track budget bill to 
target food stamps and Pell Grants and allows for the advance of the 12 annual spending bills 
for the 2016 budget year beginning Oct. 1 to the House and Senate floors. Category details will 
be forthcoming. Note: see the language in the House-passed Budget Resolution regarding 
transportation. Also, as previously noted, the congressional budget does NOT have the force and 
effect of law. It is adopted in the form of a concurrent resolution that means that a final version 
must be approved by both Houses on or before April but does not go to the President for 
approval or disapproval. It is simply the Congress imposing upon itself a funding discipline. Nor 
are the policies assumed in the resolution binding on the Congress. The only thing binding by a 
budget resolution is the overall level of funding via the appropriations process for FY16. How 
the Appropriations Committees choose to allocate the overall level between various programs is 
their decision. 

"Transportation- A reliable and robust transportation system is vital to growing America's 
economy. Businesses depend on roads, bridges and other infrastructure to move goods to 
markets. This budget begins to make the needed reforms to ensure we have fiscally responsible 
transportation policies. The financial well being of the Highway Trust Fund is eroding year after 
year. Over the past decade, gas-tax receipts fell while spending continued to grow. Despite $63.1 
billion in taxpayer bailouts, CBO projects the Highway Trust Fund still faces insolvency by the 
end of Fiscal Year 2015. Without reform, the Highway Trust Fund faces two outcomes. Under 
current law, the Highway Trust Fund cannot incur negative balances, so spending will 
automatically decrease and the Department of Transportation (DOT) will have to ration the 
amounts it reimburses to states to maintain a "prudent balance" in the fund. Alternately, 
Congress will need to continue to provide additional bailouts, in the form of transfers from the 
general fund, paid for with borrowed money. Our budget advocates sensible reforms to ensure 
the solvency of the Highway Trust Fund while at the same time providing flexibility for a 
surface-transportation reauthorization that does not increase the deficit. The budget includes a 
reserve fund to provide for innovative thinking to bring a new surface-transportation bill to 
passage, as long as that legislation is deficit neutral. Further, this budget recognizes the need to 
explore innovative financing mechanisms to support surface-transportation infrastructure and 
safety programs - for example, with further public-private sector partnerships demonstrated in 
the Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act program. The budget also 
recommends giving states more flexibility to fund the highway projects they feel are most 
critical. Beyond the Highway Trust Fund, this budget targets inefficiencies and duplication in a 
wide range of federal transportation programs to increase effectiveness for travelers and save 
taxpayer 
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FY15 Omnibus Appropriations 

To review, on December 16, the President signed into law the FY15 Omnibus Appropriations 
bill (PL 113-235), to provide funding for 11 of the 12 annual Appropriations bills through the 
end ofthe fiscal year, September 30, 2015. Transportation funding is as follows: 

(1) Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) Grants: $500 million for 
grants to state and local governments to support a wide variety of transportation options, 
including roads and bridges, railroads, transit systems and port infrastructure. 

(2) Federal-aid Highways Program: $40.3 billion for the Federal-aid Highways program, which 
is equal to the level enacted for fiscal year 2014. 

(3) Rail Investments: $1.39 billion for Amtrak, which is consistent with the level of funding 
provided in fiscal year 2014. 

(4) Transit Investments: $10.9 billion for transit programs, $141 million more than the fiscal year 
2014 enacted level. 

(5) Air Transportation: $15.7 billion for the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), which is 
$83 million more than the fiscal year 2014 enacted level. 

(6) Automobile Safety: $830 million for the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
(NHTSA), which is $11 million more than the fiscal year 2014level. 

Federal Grants/Other Federal Funding Opportunities 

We continue to check weekly the government grant solicitation database (organized by agencies 
and/ or subject matter) for possible "matches" to fund PCTPA projects. If determined, we would 
advise PCTPA and then discuss strategy. 

Bill Tracking 

Note: some of the following bills lack a subject summary. That is because the internal Hill bill 
information system has still not "caught up" with the number of bills introduced. It will. Also, 
some of the following bills may drop off the tracking list depending upon what is learned about 
their subject matter. 

H.R.935, To establish a National Freight Network Trust Fund to improve the performance 
of the national freight network, and for other purposes. 

Introduced on Feb. 12 by Congresswoman Janice Hahn (D-CA-44) with 11 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Committees on Transportation and Infrastructure and Ways and Means. 
Last Congress: On July 14, Congresswoman Janice Hahn (D-CA), Co-Chair ofthe 
Congressional Ports Caucus, introduc~d H.R. 5101, the "National Freight Network Trust Fund 
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Act of 20 14". The legislation (with 39 cosponsors) calls for transferring five percent of all import 
duties collected by U.S. Customs and Border Protection (calculated to be about $1.9B annually) 
into a new freight trust fund. Her goal is to use this bill to continue the freight funding discussion 
as the House Transportation and Infrastructure Committee starts to draft its MAP-21 
reauthorization bill. Hahn's bill: operates as a competitive grant program in which the U.S. 
Secretary ofTransportation makes the selections; requires a federal project cost share of90 
percent; names ports, states, and local and regional transportation bodies as eligible entities; 
names state freight plan projects and state transportation plan projects as eligible; specifies that 
funds can be used for connectors, regional freight projects, cross-border projects, on dock rail, 
and intermodal freight facility projects; and, requires state freight plans be updated every five 
years. 

H.R.198, the "MOVE Freight Act of 2015" 

Introduced on January 7 by Congressman Albio Sires (D-NJ-8) with no cosponsors. The bill was 
referred to the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure. The Multimodal 
Opportunities Via Enhanced Freight Act of2015 or "MOVE Freight Act of2015"defines the 
"national freight network" as a network composed of highways, railways, navigable waterways, 
seaports, airports, freight intermodal connectors, and aerotropolis transportation systems most 
critical to the multimodal movement of freight; revises requirements for establishment and 
designation of a national freight network; directs the Secretary of Transportation (DOT) to 
establish a national freight network for efficient movement of freight on highways (as currently), 
railways, and navigable waterways, as well as into and out of inland ports, seaports, and airports; 
recharacterizes the primary freight network as multimodal, including critical rail corridors, 
critical intermodal connections, and critical inland port, seaport, and airport infrastructure; 
directs the Secretary to require (currently, encourage) states to develop state freight plans for 
immediate and long-range planning activities and investments with respect to freight. Requires 
states to coordinate with neighboring states to ensure multistate network continuity and 
connectivity; directs the Secretary to establish a competitive grant program for capital investment 
projects that improve the efficiency of the national transportation system to move freight; limits 
the federal share of project net capital costs to 80%; and, requires a grant recipient to submit to 
the Secretary: (1) a project management plan and an annual financial plan for a project with a 
total cost of$500 million or more, or (2) an annual financial plan for a project with a total cost of 
$100 million or more. 

S.206, Local Transportation Infrastructure Act 

Introduced on January 21 by Senator Kelly Ayotte (D-NH) with no cosponsors. The bill was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, Science and Transportation. The bill 
revises and reauthorizes the state infrastructure bank program for FY20 15 and FY20 16. 

H.R.652, State Transportation and Infrastructure Financing Innovation Act (STIFIA) 

Introduced on February 3 by Congressman Richard Hanna (R-NY -22) with 3 cosponsors. The 
bill was referred to the Subcommittee on Highways and Transit of the Transportation and 
Infrastructure Committee. The bill revises and reauthorizes the state infrastructure bank program 
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for FY2016-FY2020. 

H.R.413, Partnership to Build America Act of2015 

Introduced on January 21 by Congressman John Delaney (D-MD-6) with 34 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Subcommittee on Railroads, Pipelines, and Hazardous Materials of the 
Transportation and Infrastructure Committee. The bill establishes the American Infrastructure 
Fund (AIF) as a wholly-owned government corporation to provide bond guarantees and make 
loans to state and local governments, non-profit infrastructure providers, private parties, and 
public-private partnerships for state or local government sponsored transportation, energy, water, 
communications, or educational facility infrastructure projects (Qualified Infrastructure Projects 
[QIPs]). Authorizes AIF also to make equity investments in QIPs. Directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury, acting through the AIF, to issue American Infrastructure Bonds with an aggregate face 
value of$50 billion. Requires proceeds from the sale ofthe bonds to be deposited into the AIF. 
Amends the Internal Revenue Code to allow U.S. corporations to exclude from gross income 
qualified cash dividend amounts received during a taxable year from a foreign-controlled 
corporation equal to the face value of qualified infrastructure bonds the corporation has 
purchased. Prohibits allowance of a foreign tax credit to the excluded portion of any dividend 
received by a U.S. corporation. Prohibits also the allowance of a deduction for expenses related 
to that excludable portion. 

H.R.625, Infrastructure 2.0 Act 

Introduced on January 30 by Congressman John Delaney (D-MD-6) with 4 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Committees on Ways and Means and Transportation and Infrastructure. 
Amends the Internal Revenue Code, with respect to the taxation of earnings and profits of a 
deferred foreign income corporation, to: (1) make such earnings and profit subject to taxation in 
the last taxable year that ends before the enactment of this Act; (2) reduce the rate of tax on such 
earnings and profits by allowing an exemption of75% (equal to a tax of8.75% of repatriated 
earnings and profits); and (3) allow such corporations to elect to pay such tax in eight 
installments. Establishes the American Infrastructure Fund to provide assistance to states, local 
governments, and other public and private entities for investment in public infrastructure 
prqjects. Appropriates tax revenues from this Act to the Highway Trust Fund. Establishes the 
Highway Trust Fund Solvency Commission to submit recommendations and proposed legislation 
for achieving long-term solvency of the Highway Trust Fund. Sets forth congressional 
procedures for the expedited consideration of a bill containing such legislation. Directs the 
Secretary of Transportation to establish a regional infrastructure accelerator pilot program to 
assist public entities in developing infrastructure projects. Establishes a deadline of 18 months 
after the enactment of this Act for the enactment of legislation that reforms the international tax 
system by eliminating the incentive to hold earnings in low-tax jurisdictions. Imposes a tax on 
repatriated offshore corporate earnings upon the expiration ofthe deadline. Sets forth provisions 
for the reform ofthe international tax system (to be effective if reform legislation is not enacted 
by the 18-month deadline established by this Act), including provisions relating to subpart F 
income and insurance income, gains and losses from the sale or exchange of stock in controlled 
foreign corporations, limitations on the foreign tax credit, and the tax treatment of previously 
deferred foreign income. 
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H.R.211, REBUILD Act 

Introduced on January 8 by Congressman Ken Calvert (R-CA-42) with no cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the House Committee on Natural Resources. 

S.268, Rebuild America Act of2015 

Introduced on January 27 by Senator Bernard Sanders (1-VT) with one cosponsor. The bill was 
referred to the Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs. 

H.R.1308, Economy in Motion: The National Multimodal and Sustainable Freight 
Infrastructure Act 

Introduced on March 4 by Congressman Alan Lowenthal (D-CA -4 7) with 3 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Committees on Transportation and Infrastructure and Ways and Means. The 
bill directs the Secretary ofTransportation to: (1) establish a Multimodal Freight Funding 
Formula Program to distribute funds to states, and a National Freight Infrastructure Competitive 
Grant Program to make grants to entities for projects, to improve the efficiency and reliability of 
freight movement in the United States; (2) establish a multimodal national freight network to 
accomplish the goals of the national freight policy, including increasing the productivity and 
efficiency of the national freight system and improving its safety, security, and resilience; (3) 
develop, maintain, and post on the public website of the Department of Transportation a national 
freight strategic plan that includes an assessment of the condition and performance of the 
national freight system; and (4) develop and improve tools to support an outcome-oriented, 
performance-based approach to evaluate proposed freight-related and other transportation 
projects. Amends the Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act (or MAP-21) to: (1) 
expand the membership and duties of state freight advisory committees; and (2) require state 
freight plans to include strategies and goals to decrease greenhouse gas emissions, local air 
pollution, water runoff, and wildlife habitat loss. Amends the Internal Revenue Code to: (1) 
impose a 1% excise tax upon taxable ground transportation of property (i.e., transportation by 
freight rail or truck trailer and semitrailer chassis and bodies, suitable for use with a trailer or 
semitrailer with a gross vehicle weight of26,000 pounds or more), and (2) deposit such tax 
revenues into a Freight Trust Fund (established by this Act) to finance the Multimodal Freight 

H.R.1330, American-Made Energy and Infrastructure Jobs Act 

Introduced on March 4 by Congressman Steve Stivers (R-OH-15) with one cosponsor. The bill 
was referred to the Subcommittee on Water Resources and Environment of the Transportation 
and Infrastructure Committee. Directs the Secretary to collect non-refundable fees from the 
operators of facilities subject to inspection under this Act. Establishes in the Treasury the Ocean 
Energy Enforcement Fund as depository for oil and gas leasing fees. Redefines the OCS to 
include all submerged lands lying within the U.S. exclusive economic zone and the Continental 
Shelf adjacent to any U.S. territory. Authorizes the Secretary ofthe Treasury, with the 
President's approval, to: (1) borrow for highway and transportation project expenditures and for 
water infrastructure expenditures, and (2).issue interest-bearing infrastructure revenue bonds for 
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the amounts borrowed. Amends the Internal Revenue Code to appropriate to the Highway Trust 
Fund 95% of any proceeds from the issuance of such infrastructure revenue bonds. Makes 
available to the Administrator ofthe Environmental Protection Agency for making capitalization 
grants to eligible states: (1) 2.5% of infrastructure revenue bond proceeds for grants under the 
Federal Water Pollution Control Act, and (2) 2.5% of such proceeds for grants under Safe 
Drinking Water Act. 

H.R.278, Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery for Cities 
Underfunded Because of Size Act of 2015 or TIGER CUBS Act 

Introduced on January 12 by Congressman Rick Larsen (D-WA-2) with one cosponsor. The bill 
was referred to the Committees on Appropriations and Budget. The bill provides $500 million in 
supplemental FY2015 appropriations to the Department ofTransportation for national 
infrastructure investments under a competitive grant program commonly known as the 
Transportation Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) program. At least $100 
million ofthe funds must be used for projects located in cities with populations between 10,000 
and 50,000. The funding provided by this bill is designated as an emergency requirement 
pursuant to the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985. This funding is 
only available if the President designates the amounts as an emergency and submits the 
designation to Congress. 

H.R.680, Update, Promote, and Develop America's Transportation Essentials Act of2015 

Introduced on February 3 by Congressman Earl Blumenauer (D-OR-3) with 25 cosponsors. The 
bill was referred to the House Committee on Ways and Means. The bill expresses the sense of 
Congress that by 2024 the gas tax should be repealed and replaced with a more sustainable, 
stable funding source. Amends the Internal Revenue Code, with respect to the excise tax on 
motor fuels, to increase the rate of tax on: (1) gasoline other than aviation gasoline to 26.3 cents 
per gallon in 2016, 30.3 cents per gallon in 2017, and 33.3 cents per gallon after 2017 and before 
2028; (2) diesel fuel or kerosene to 32.3 cents per gallon in 2016, 36.3 cents per gallon in 2017, 
and 39.3 cents per gallon after 2017 and before 2027; and (3) diesel-water fuel emulsion. Delays 
the termination of such increased rates from the end ofFY2016 to December 31,2026. Requires 
an adjustment for inflation to such increased rates beginning after 2017. Increases allocations in 
the Mass Transit Account of the Highway Trust Fund in 2016 and 2017 and after 2017. Imposes 
a floor stocks tax on rate increases for gasoline, diesel fuel, and kerosene (other than aviation
grade kerosene), subject to specified exemptions for exempt uses and low-volume producers. 

S.762, Innovation in Surface Transportation Act of2015 

Introduced on March 17 by Senator Roger Wicker (R-MS) with 3 cosponsors. The bill was 
referred to the Committee on Environment and Public Works. The bill directs the Secretary of 
Transportation, in coordination with state transportation departments, to establish an innovation 
in surface transportation program. Requires states to make competitive grants for innovative 
surface transportation projects to eligible entities, including local governments, metropolitan 
planning organizations, regional transportation authorities, transit agencies, tribal governments, 
private providers of public transportation, nonprofit transportation organizations, port authorities, 

155 



joint power authorities, freight rail providers, and local rail authorities. Requires each state 
(including the governor and state department of transportation) to establish an innovation in 
surface transportation selection panel to formulate criteria for selecting projects. Requires a state 
to reserve certain percentages of federal funds apportioned for the national highway 
performance, the highway safety improvement, the congestion mitigation and air quality 
improvement, surface transportation, and transportation alternatives programs in order to fund 
related projects under state innovative surface transportation grants. Authorizes states to reserve 
a certain percentage of such funds for a fiscal year to meet specific requests for project 
application support from eligible rural local governments. 

H.R.1620, 414 Plan Act of 2015 

Introduced on March 25 by Congressman Randy Forbes (R-VA-4) with no cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the House Committee on Transportation and Infrastructure. Declares that federal 
laws and regulations (including prevailing rate of wage requirements under the Davis-Bacon 
Act) shall not apply to any federal-aid highway or highway safety construction project, except 
those relating to: (1) the safety or durability of a highway facility, or (2) public or workplace 
safety. Repeals the prohibition against approval of federal-aid highway projects or regulatory 
actions that will result in the severance of an existing major route or have significant adverse 
impact on the safety for nonmotorized transportation traffic and light motorcycles, unless the 
project or action provides for a reasonable alternative route or such a route exists. Defines 
"transportation alternatives" as any ofthe following activities when carried out as part of an 
authorized or funded federal-aid highway program or project, or as an independent program or 
project related to surface transportation for the construction, planning, and design of: (1) 
transportation projects to achieve compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990; 
or (2) infrastructure-related projects and systems that will provide safe routes for nondrivers, 
including children, older adults, and individuals with disabilities to access daily needs. Repeals 
the authorization for states to use certain funds for construction of pedestrian walkways and 
bicycle transportation facilities. Eliminates the requirement that statewide transportation plans 
and statewide transportation improvement programs provide for the development of accessible 
pedestrian walkways and bicycle transportation facilities. Expresses the sense of Congress that 
states, federal agencies, localities, and private stakeholders should take steps toward increased 
cooperation to further expedite surface transportation projects. 

H.R.1663, Infrastructure Jobs and Energy Independence Act 

Introduced on March 26 by Congressman Tim Murphy (D-PA-18) with 3 cosponsors. The bill 
was referred to the Committees on Natural Resources, Energy and Commerce, Judiciary, Rules, 
Budget and Transportation and Infrastructure. 
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Capitol Corridor March 2015 Monthly Performance Report 

Service Performance 
The performance results for the Capitol Corridor in March 2015 represent 12 consecutive months of ridership 
and revenue increases. During the month, Capitol Corridor trains carried a total of 124,767 passengers, a 
5.3% increase over March 2014, and revenue increased 4.7% compared to March 2014. This trend of 
monthly revenue increases, combined with lower fuel prices, keeps the year-to-date (YTD) Operating Ratio 
at 51%, which is 8.8% above the standard of 4 7%. 

On-time Performance (OTP) for March 2015 was 88%, the first time the OTP was below the 90% standard 
since March 2010. Three trespasser fatalities in March 2014 delayed a total of30 trains which in turn 
dropped reliability by 4%. Notwithstanding the substandard OTP for March, YTD OTP is still at 93%, 
which maintains the Capitol Corridor service as the most reliable in the Amtrak system. 

Standard Mar. 2015 vs. I\·!ar. 2014 l:!D vs.Prio:rYID vs. FY15 Plan 

Ridership 124-,761 5.3% 720,4® 4.7% 4.2'% 
Revenue. $2,465,547 0 .. 917'0 $2,530,845 5.2% 4.6% 

Ope:ratine: Ratio 50% 57% 51% 0.2% &.SRi~ 

OTP &&1!/o 95% 93~7(; -2.8% 2.9% 

Notes: The perlonnance :results fo:rthe Capitol Corridor in March 2015 :represent 12 months of 

continued ridership and :revenue increases. The Capitol Corridor trains carried a total of 

124,767 passengers in Mar-ch 2015, a 5.3% inc:reas e over March 2014 -w-ith revenues up by 43% 
versus March 2014. These revenues increases combined >v"ith fuel prices that are below budget 

are keeping the year to-date {YID) Operating Ratio at 51%,, 8..8% above the standard -of 471!/o. 

On-time Perlbnnance (OTP) fo:r March 2015 was &s~-b, the first time the OTP was belo.,_v theW% 

standard since March 2010. Reliability ;vas dragge.d do\v"'fl by 4% due to trespasser fatalities 

that delayed 30 trains during the month ofiv!arch 2015. YID OTP is 93%, which still keeps the 

Capitol Corridor sen'ice as the most :reliable in the Amtrak system. 

In March 2015, ridership for weekday and weekend trains increased by 3% and 4% respectively. Weekday 
trains to Silicon Valley/San Jose show continued growth, and increases in weekend ridership can be 
attributed in part to the Take 5 on Weekends discounted fare promotion for families and small groups. 

Using the most recent monthly detailed reports provided by Amtrak (February 2015), the following data is 
available for train and station segments: 

See the attached tables below for station city-pairs and station activity in February 2015, which shows 
strong, positive gains for nearly all stations. 
The table shows the improvement in OTP for February 2015 [95%] when compared to the prior 
month's OTP of92% in February 2014. 

FY 15-16 Business Plan Update 
FY 16 Operating Budget: Based on the FY2016 operating forecasts received from Amtrak on March 31, 
2015, the CCJPA's costs to support the Amtrak operation ofthe Capitol Corridor service for FY2016 
are projected to drop slightly compared to the current FY2015 budget. This is due to revenue increases 
(from ridership growth) and reduced rolling stock insurance that offsets increases in operating (labor) 
expenses. The CCJPA will continue to work with Amtrak and update any budget revisions as part of the 
development of the FY2015-16 operating contract. In addition, efforts will continue, as necessary, to 
participate in any state legislative budget hearings that will be reflected in the Governor's May Revise of 
the FY2015-16 State Budget. 

Cap and Trade Auction Proceeds: With $125 million available in the Cap and Trade Transit/Intercity 
Rail Capital Program (TICRP), the CCJPA Board has authorized staff to work with its service partners 
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to prepare an application for a travel time savings project that was submitted by the April10, 2015 grant 
deadline. 

Select Committee on Passenger Rail (Senate and Assembly) Due to scheduling conflicts, Senator 
Hannah-Beth Jackson and Assembly member Adam Gray have moved the Joint Hearing of the 
Assembly and Senate Select Committees on Passenger Rail to Thursday, May 14 at 10 a.m. (location to 
be determined). The hearing will review prior funding levels for the state's conventional passenger rail 
services and determine how to ramp up investment (from state, federal, and local funds) so that these 
services can meet growing demand and help achieve the state's clean air goals and sustainable 
community strategies, while also ensuring seamless integration with the planned California High Speed 
Train service. 

Reauthorization of PRIIA and Amtrak 
With the passage of the Passenger Rail Reform and Investment Act of2015, or PRRIA (H.R. 749), by the 
House, the CCJPA and theCA Intercity Passenger Rail (CIPR) agencies sent a letter of support for HR 749 
and have begun discussions to help meet the tenets of this bill: (1) provide direct federal capital grants to 
state IPR agencies, and (2) improve the budgeting and cost allocation systems between state IPR agencies 
and Amtrak. The U.S. Senate has introduced its version of a passenger rail bill that focuses on safety and 
specifically addresses the need to extend the December 31, 2015 deadline to implement the Positive Train 
Control (PTC) collision-avoidance train signaling system. 

Customer Service Program Upgrades 
Bicycle Access Program: To supplement the current program (initiated by CCJPA and Amtrak) that 
provides two cars with extra bicycle capacity on selected trainsets, the CCJP A is now moving forward 
with contracts to install bicycle eLockers at 13 ofthe 17 Capitol Corridor stations. (Exceptions being 
those joint Capitol Corridor/BART stations and Caltrain stations, which already have bike lockers.) The 
eLocker installation will take approximately one year and will begin in summer 2015. Once eLockers 
gain momentum, the CCJPA will begin implementing a folding bicycle lease program to further reduce 
on-train bicycle crowding and encourage more convenient and safe Capitol Corridor bicycle travel as 
the first/last-mile portion of the trip. 

Improvements to CCJPA Train Status Feature on Website: A vendor is now under contract to implement 
upgrades to the train status feature on the CCJP A website and mobile app. CCJPA staff coordinated 
Amtrak resources to establish a data stream to the vendor and CCJPA website. Testing will be underway 
in late spring, and it is anticipated that implementation will happen by June 2015. 

New Passenger Fare Discounts: Capitol Corridor introduced three fare discounts aimed at increasing 
off-peak ridership. The fare discounts are: Take 5 for weekend and holiday weekend travel, Friends & 
Family small group discount available every day, and a return of the popular Senior Midweek discount 
available Tuesday through Thursday. Marketing and advertising for these discounts will begin in April 
2015. 

Safety Initiatives 
Security Cameras at Capitol Corridor Stations: Funding is currently being secured to install cameras and 
surveillance equipment at the Auburn, Rocklin, Roseville, Suisun, Martinez, Emeryville, Oakland Jack 
London, and Fremont stations. 

Positive Train Control Update: Installation of the PTC equipment on the state-owned equipment 
(locomotives and cab cars) is complete for the Northern California intercity rail fleet= (supporting the 
Capitol Corridor and San Joaquin trains) with the exception of attaching specialized cabling to PTC 
radio antennas on the locomotives that is currently underway. Once the state-owned equipment is fully 
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equipped, Capitol Corridor trainsets will be tested for interoperability with Caltrain's PTC system, 
which is expected to be installed and ready for testing in mid- to late-2015. The Union Pacific Railroad 
has not finalized a schedule for testing of the system on the Capitol Corridor route, though they have 
stated that testing in the Northern California area will follow implementation of the system in the Los 
Angeles area. The PTC system is currently being tested in Southern California. 

Station and Platform Safety Upgrades: The CCJPA staff had Amtrak survey stations along the Capitol 
Corridor route to identify those stations requiring platform safety upgrades. The identified 
improvements included replacing broken platform tactile edges; repainting tactile edges; restriping 
yellow safety lines along the main platform; repainting safety text along the main platforms; and 
installing safety signs. This work has now been completed at all Capitol Corridor stations. CCJPA staff 
met with the City of Davis staff in early March 2015 to determine which additional safety improvements 
can be implemented at this station, and the parties will begin to identify the funding requirements to 
advance these projects. 

Project Updates 
CCJP A Oakland-San Jose Phase 2 Project: The engineering and environmental consultants working for 
CCJPA on this project have completed initial survey data gathering and are in the process of assembling 
the base maps for use in the design process. There is ongoing negotiation with the Union Pacific 
Railroad regarding the set of sub-projects that will best achieve the desired service frequency increases. 

Sacramento to Roseville 3rd Track Environmental Review/Preliminary Engineering: The CCJPA is on 
target for a November 2015 adoption ofthe required California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for this project which will add capacity to allow up to 10 round 
trips per day to/from Roseville. The parallel National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) environmental 
documentation is required to be completed by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA). Starting June 
2015, the draft version ofthese two environmental documents will be circulated for public review and 
comment as per the requirements. In addition, there will be at least two public sessions to receive 
comments on the draft documents. 

Outlook - Closing 
At the midpoint ofFY2015, the Capitol Corridor continues to exceed its performance standards. Strong 
ridership and revenue, along with high customer satisfaction ratings (#2 in the Amtrak system) continue to 
propel the service into the second half of the fiscal year. Looking ahead to next year's budgets, the CCJP A 
staff will (1) develop targets for the UPRR OTP incentive payments; (2) establish standards for trainset 
cleanliness, reliability, and sizing to ensure improved cost efficiencies and continued high customer 
satisfaction and (3) maintain the highest commitment to the safety of the passengers, employees and 
members of the communities along the Capitol Corridor route. 
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Capitol Corridor March 2015 Monthly Performance Report 

Station Name Feb '15 Feb '14 %Change 
Auburn, CA 1.095 1.185 w7,6 

~ 
10,776 10,438 +3.2 
28.567 26.979 +5.9 

Emeryville, CA 27,997 26.152 +7.1 
Fremont. CA 2,514 2.402 +4.7 
Santa Clara (Great America) 9.826 8,813 +11.5 
Hayward. CA 3.015 2,787 +8.2 
Martinez. CA 16,015 14.680 +9.1 
Oakland. CA 3,587 3,091 +16.0 
Oakland. CA 14,940 13,958 +7.0 
Richmond, CA 14,248 +3.7 

~ t218 1,248 -2.4 
1.924 1.798 +7.0 

Sacramento. CA 57.9021 55.573 +4.2 
Santa Clara (Univ), CA 2.303 1,725 +33.5 
Sao Jose, CA 12,445 11.536 +7.9 
Suisun Citv. CA 12.540 12.003 +4.5 

Total +6.1 

Station Name FY15TD %Chan e 
Auburn, CA 5,906 6,985 -15.4 
Berkele , CA 56,347 54,873 +2.7 
Davis, CA 149,738 142,081 +5A 

149,342 142,770 +4.6 
13,136 13,323 -1.4 
52,987 43,417 
15,744 15.059 
86.676 83.610 
21,461 18,928 
79.114 77.232 
80.223 76.366 
6.127 6,657 

oseville. CA 10,407 9.601 
Sacramento. CA 317.920 
Santa Clara Univ • CA 11.409 
San Jose, CA 68.205 
Suisun Cit • CA 66,542 +3.7 

Total +4.5 
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Friday Apr 17 2015 

By: Eyragon Eidam of the Auburn Journal 

North Auburn school move concerns city leaders 

Does move put safety, future airport expansion plans at risk? 

The relocation of a child care center into a regulated municipal airport zone is getting pushback from Auburn officials, 
who have concerns about safety and incremental encroachment. 

Though wholesale giant Costco withdrew its plans to develop the O'Brien Child Development Center's current home 
at the De Witt Center, the daytime preschool and daycare facility must still relocate. 

In February the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission deemed the proposed new location in the Black Forest 
Shopping Center incompatible with the airport's Cl zoning. 

Because of noise and safety standards for areas around municipal airports, uses, like schools and hospitals, are 
regulated. The CI designation indicates an area of a "moderate degree of both noise and risk," according to county 
airport policy documents. 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency Executive Director Celia McAdam said despite the staff 
recommendations against the plan, the commission narrowly approved a March appeal in a 5 to 4 vote. 

"Generally speaking, the closer you are to the airport, the more potential for conflict there is," she said. 

Upon review the commission found that the child development center had done their due diligence in attempting to 
find an alternative location, airport traffic patterns were safer than the current location and the inclusion of safety 
measures and evacuation plans met the necessary requirements. 

From Mayor Keith Nesbitt's point of view, the decision to grant the use appeal means a potential risk to children and 
future plans for airport expansion. 

"The incremental encroachment concern is about safety," Nesbitt said. "An air accident could result in a cry to close 
our airport." 

Council member Bill Kirby, who is also a pilot, said the plans equate to an "absolutely irresponsible" move for the 
childcare facility and the commission members who voted in favor of the appeal. 

"I strongly believe the city needs to go against this as strongly as possible," he said. 

While Kirby said he understands that the business needs a new location as a result of the De Witt Center closure, but 
said the risks to the children are too great. 

fie also agreed that the allowance for such a business could potentially hamper any future plans to expand the airport 
in the years to come. 

"Our airport is the number one economic driver for our city," he said. "They definitely need a place to go," I am a big 
proponent of these kids, but [Placer] County dislodged them from DeWitt 
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North Auburn school move concerns city leaders: continued 
Friday Apr 17 2015 

Both Nesbitt and Kirby said an accident, like the 1972 incident in which a jet crashed into an ice cream parlor near the 
Sacramento Executive airport killing 22 people, is cause for concern especially when it comes to children 

Council member Bridget Powers, who has taken an active role in the Auburn Municipal Airport business community, 
agrees that the school is not an allowable use under the airport's compatibility requirements. 

"It is a worthy business, it's just in the wrong location," she said. 

As for the potential for future airport expansion, McAdam said the Auburn Municipal Airport Master Plan would need 
to be established to better protect future growth potential. 

"This is a longstanding issue," McAdam said. "The problem is there is no adopted plan." 

According to Nesbitt, conversations about an updated master plan are underway. 

A representative of O'Brien Child Development Center did not return phone calls for comment as of press time 
Thursday afternoon, but staff at the center said no one would be commenting. 
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PLACER HERALD 
Wednesday Apr 22 2015 

New tax may fund 1-80/SR-65 projects for Rocklin-Roseville area 

PCTP A moves forward with new freeway, lane extensions 
By: Andrew Westrope, Staff Writer 

Area transportation officials aren't blind to the daily congestion on 
and around the intersection of Interstate 80 and Highway (State 
Route) 65, but their $30-million plan to address it needs more 
funding. 

Project leaders from the Placer County Transportation Planning 
Agency were making the rounds last week at Rocklin and Roseville 
city council meetings with an update on the status of their plan, its 
timeline and possible funding options. 

Senior Engineer Luke McNeel-Caird said several projects have been 
in various stages of development since 2010, and he outlined four 

related to the interstate-highway congestion: making improvements to the I-80/SR-65 interchange, adding auxiliary 
lanes to I-80, widening SR-65, and creating the new Placer Parkway freeway between SR-65 and SR-99. 

"(SR-65 south) is actually congested from 6 a.m.-7 p.m., and it's even congested on the weekends," he said April 15 at 
a Roseville City Council meeting. "Right now, traffic is backing up one mile from State Route 65 to Eureka Road, and 
within six years we anticipate it will back up three miles past Douglas Boulevard." 

MeN eel-Caird said PCTP A's highest priority is revamping the interchange, and his staff is in the process of drafting an 
environmental impact document for that project. 

"The main part of this project is, there are four connectors between State Route 65 and Interstate 80. We're going to 
add a lane to each of those connectors," he said. "We're also going to build a carpool lane, a direct connector, from 
eastbound Interstate 80 to northbound State Route 65, and then from southbound State Route 65 to westbound 
Interstate 80- basically to and from the Sacramento area." 

PCTPA has three alternatives for what this would entail, each ofwhich involves changing the existing access to Taylor 
Road. The one favored by Caltrans, Lincoln, Rocklin, Roseville and Placer County involves building a new system of 
collector/distributor ramps, barrier-separated roadways parallel to 1-80 east that would siphon traffic from the freeway 
near Eureka Road, Roseville Parkway and Taylor Road exits. 

To alleviate congestion on westbound I-80 at the Douglas Boulevard interchange, PCTPA wants to add auxiliary lanes 
- a fourth lane on I -80 east from SR -65 to Rocklin Ro~d, then widen the Rocklin Road off ramp to two lanes and 
extend the existing fifth lane on I-80 west at Douglas ~oulevard to reach Riverside Avenue. 

A third project would widen SR-65 for seven miles fr()lll Galleria Boulevard and Stanford Ranch Road up to Lincoln 
Boulevard, and the long-planned Placer Parkway wouJ4 create a new, 14-mile freeway starting at the Whitney Ranch 
interchange, on which the City ofRocklinjust broke gn:mnd this month, to connect State Route 65 to State Route 99. 
Placer County is taking the lead on the first segment ofthis project, from State Route 65 to Foothills Boulevard. 
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New tax may fund 1-80/SR-65 projects for Rocklin-Roseville area- continued 
Wednesday Apr 22 2015 

Designs, and in some cases environmental studies, are already underway. But PCTPA Executive Director Celia 
McAdam said paying for the actual construction of these improvements will take more than the current federal and 
state gas taxes, and developer impact fees have been "maxed out." 

"(The taxes) have lost about two-thirds of their buying power since they were last raised in the early 90s, and that's the 
reason the federal Highway Trust Fund is essentially bankrupt- they've been borrowing from the general fund for 
years," she said. "As for the state, what little money they have is going for alternative transportation, possibly even 
road maintenance, but this administration has made a pretty strong statement that they're not interested in any kind of 
capacity improvements, which is what we're looking for here." 

McAdam said the county has also considered high-occupancy toll lanes on I-80, but those would cost more to 
administer than they would generate. 

According to McAdam, the most viable option would be levying a 0.5-percent, 30-year transportation sales tax in 
Placer County that would generate about $1.25 billion and require a two-thirds majority vote in a county-wide ballot. 
She said last year's polls showed support for the idea in the low-60s, and she's out of alternatives. 

"About 85 percent of the state is covered by transportation-sales-tax counties, and in the last 30 years, they've paid for 
more than half the money that has gone into the state highway system statewide, so that's a huge component of 
transportation funding that we don't have access to," she said. "These projects and many others are desperately 
needed, and we have no cash." 

McAdam said PCTP A has just begun discussing this tax with the public, but all local municipalities would need to be 
on board before it would reach a ballot. 
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friday Apr 24, 2015 
By: Eyragon Eidam of the Auburn Journal 

Auburn seeks rehearing on airport land use decision 

The city of Auburn is moving for a rehearing on the decision to move a child development center into a restricted airport zone. 

In late March, members of the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission narrowly approved the appeal for the move of the 
O'Brien Child Development Center near Highway 49 and Dry Creek Road, an area zoned as on Auburn Municipal Airport's flight 
path. 

The five-to-four commission vote left city officials concerned about the safety of the proposed site and incremental 
encroachment that could impede future airport expansion plans. 

Now, the city is pushing for a rehearing of the decision to clarify facts they feel were left out of the decision-making process. 

At Tuesday morning's Meddlers Forum, Mayor Keith Nesbitt said the Auburn City Council was in support of pursuing legal action 
unless a rehearing of the O'Brien project was considered. 

"We don't feel like enough people from the airport got noticed on this and so we're asking for a rehearing on this. Lack of a 
rehearing on this and we may have to resort to judicial action. That's the consensus of the council," he said. 

In a letter from Assistant City Attorney Michael Cobden to the Placer County Airport Land Use Commission General Counsel 
Nancy Miller, Cobden cites the approval was made under an "erroneous understanding" of airport operations. 

"I write on behalf of the city of Auburn, to request a rehearing of the Placer County Airport land Use Commission's (ALUC) 
determination that the O'Brien Daycare Facility project is compatible with the Placer County Airport land Use Compatibility 
Plan (ALUCP)," the letter reads. "This request is based upon additional evidence which was not considered ... which would have 
altered the outcome of the hearing." 

Planning and Public Works Director Bernie Schroeder, who oversees the airport, said it is the city's position that the O'Brien 
project is not in keeping with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, which was recently approved by the same commission in 
February 2014. 

"The city's position is that some pertinent information was not brought forth," she said. 

While a facility that served more than 14 children would be a compatible use for the C1 zone, Schroeder said the O'Brien facility 
could have as many as 59 occupants at any given time. 

Based on the "island" nature of the municipal airport, the city controls the operations of the airport, while the county controls 
the lands around it. 

;'It's a very active airport and that's why these Incremental encroachments are of concern," she said. Celia McAdam, executive 
director of the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, said any consideration of the request for another hearing would 
be at the discretion of the commission at thi~ point. 

As McAdam understands from speaking with Miller, because the city's appeal letter was not sent within 10 days of the decision, 
there Is no mandatory consideration for a rehearing. 
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Auburn seeks rehearing on airport land use decision: continued 
Friday Apr 24, 2015 

Despite an extensive noticing process for the March appeal hearing, McAdam said there were no opponents to the project at 
the meeting. 

While the commission narrowly approved the land use for the child development center, PCTPA staff had originally 
recommended against the project approval. 

Placer County Supervisor Jim Holmes, who also serves on the Airport Land Use Commission, said he believes the proposed 
location is safer than the current location in the DeWitt Center. 

Holmes also said the owners of the O'Brien Child Development Center adequately met safety requirements and proved they 
had sufficiently searched for an alternate location in the area. 

"It's a lot safer than the place they're at now," he said. "They did their due diligence in trying to find another spot that would 
work for them." 

Based on the commission policies, a member who voted in support of the appeal would need to request a rehearing of the 
issue before it could be brought back to the members, Holmes said. 

It is unclear whether a rehearing will be considered by the commission at this time. 

Despite numerous attempts, no one from the O'Brien Child Development Center could be reached for comment. 

Reach Eryagon Eidam at eyragone@goldcountrymedia.com. 

"It's a very active airport and that's why these incremental encroachments are of concern." 

Bernie Schroeder, Auburn Planning and Public Works director 
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Friday and Saturday, May 1 & 2, 2015 
By: Deleste Magda of the Auburn Journal 

Auburn Bike Festival launches on Sunday to shift into bicycle month 

BY DELESTE MAGDA 
OFTHEAUBURNJOURNAL 

The Auburn Bike Festival is 
kick starting May, the official 
bike month, with a whirl. 

The festival will be from 11 
a.m. to 2 p.m. Sunday with rides 
starting at 8:30 a.m. and 9:30 
a.m. at Auburn's Recreation 
Park. 

"The goal is to raise aware
ness about cycling in our com
munity and to increase the 
number of cyclists in the 
Auburn area," said Dennis Ben
nett, director of the Auburn Bike 

He said he hopes that by set
ting a good example they will fol
low. 

Organizers of the event want 
to see the community out in 
force on Sunday. 

"This is an opportunity for our 
cycling club, the Sierra Foothills 
Cycling Club, to give back to our 
community by sponsoring a fun 
day of biking, activities and free 
barbecue," Bennett said. "This is 
the third year for the festival and 
I have a fantastic committee of 
volunteers with me." 

He said they are planning the 
event for about 150 attendees 
and already have about 60 riders 
pre-registered, 25 volunteers and 
another 15 booth participants. 

"This is an opportunity for 
o~Jr cycling dub, the Sierra 
foothills Cyding Club, to 
give back to our 
community by sponsoring a 
fun day of biking, activities 
and free barbecue." 
Dennis Bennett, director of the Auburn 
Bike Festival 

Festival. "We are doing this in 
conjunction with the 'May is 

Bike Month' initiative." 
He said their primary objec

tive is to increase the number of 
people who use bikes to com
mute for work and recreation. 

Jesse Johnson, of Auburn, 
said he has heard that May is 
bike month and is trying to get 
back into cycling to be healthi
er. 

"My wife and I are trying to 
get our girls into riding bikes," 
Johnson said. . "It is the 
endurance capital of the world 
and riding is fun." 

• SEE FESTIVAL PAGE A 10 
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SAG vehicles will be standing 
by at ARD Park; you can call 
them for assistance if needed. 
Theit cell phone numbers will be 
prov~ded on the ride sheets. 

After the rides there will be a 
festiial with representatives 
fromi local bike shops and other 
health related operations, con
currently putting on a free bar
becue for all riders, which is 
scheduled to start around noon 
after all the riders return. Hot 
dogs, hamburgers, veggie burg
ers, etc will be provided along 
with water. 

The public is invited to bring 
other non-alcoholic beverages of 
their choice, as well. Although 
there is no cost, donations are 
accepted. "We have three rides, a 41 mile 

ride that starts at 8:30, a 21 mile 
ride that starts at 9:30 and a fam
ily Fun Ride of 1.5 miles that will 
be lead by Auburn's Police Chief 
John Ruffcorn which starts at 11 
a.m.," Bennett said. "In addition, 
we have a fun tricycle ride within 

the confines of the park for the 
very small children." 

He said all rides will have a 
ride leader who will also sweep 
the course to make sure every
one gets in safely. The ride leader 

will also provide route sheets to 
guide you along. There will not 
be any aid stations so bring 
enough fluids and food to get 
through your selected route, offi
cials said. 

The local bike shops and the 
cycling dub will be providing 
free safety inspections of bikes. 

All proceeds benefit the boys 
and Girls Club of Placer County. 

"We reqlly have something for 
everyone," Bennett said. 



Friday and Saturday, May 1 & 2, 2015 

By: Deleste Magda of the Auburn Journal 

Auburn Bike Festival launches on Sunday to shift into bicycle month 

BY DELESTE MAGDA 
OF THE AUBURN JOURNAl 

The Auburn Bike Festival is 
kick starting May, the official 
bike month, with a whirl. 

The festival will be from II 
a.m. to 2 p.m. Sunday with rides 
starting at 8:30 a.m. and 9:30 
a.m. at Auburn's Recreation 
Park. 
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the third year for the festival and 
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He said they are planning the 
event for about 150 attendees 
and already have about 60 riders 
pre-registered, 25 volunteers and 
another 15 booth participants. 

"This is an opportunity for 
our cycling club, the Sierra 
Foothills Cycling Club, to 
give back to our 
community by sponsoring a 
fun day of biking, activities 
and free barbecue." 
Dennis Bennett, director of the Auburn 
Bike Festival 

Festival. "We are doing this in 
conjunction with the 'May is 

Bike Month' initiative." 
He said their primary objec

tive is to increase the number of 
people who use bikes to com
mute for work and recreation. 

Jesse Johnson, of Auburn, 
said he has heard that May is 
bike month and is trying to get 
back into cycling to be healthi
er. 

"My wife and I are trying to 
get our girls into riding bikes," 
Johnson said .. "It is the 
endurance capital of the world 
and riding is· fun." 
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sAG vehicles will be standing 
by at ARD Park; you can call 
them for assistance if needed. 
Their cellphone numbers will be 
pro>ided on the ride sheets. 

After the rides there will be a 
festi./al with representatives 
fromilocal bike shops and other 
health related operations, con
currently putting on a free bar
becue for all riders, which is 

, scheduled to start around noon 
after all the riders return. Hot 
dogs, hamburgers, veggie burg
ers, etc will be provided along 
with water. 

The public is invited to bring 
. other non-alcoholic beverages of 

their choice, as well. Although . 
there is no cost, donations are 
accepted. "We have three rides, a 41 mile 

ride that starts at 8:30, a 2I mile 
ride that starts at 9:30 and a fam
ily Fun Ride of 1.5 miles that will 
be lead by Auburn's Police Chief 
Jolm Ruffcorn which starts at 11 
a.m.," Bennett said. "In addition, 
we have a fun tricycle ride within 

the confmes of the park for the 
very small children." 

He said all rides will have a 
ride leader who will also sweep 
the course to make sure every
one gets in safely. The ride leader 

will also provide route sheets to 
guide you along. There will riot 
be any aid stations so bring 
enough fluids and food to get 
through your selected route, offl
cialssaid. 

The local bike shops and the 
cycling ~lub will be providing 
·tree safety inspections of bikes. 

All proceeds benefit the boys 
and Girls Pub of Placer County. 

"We re<:~ll.y have something for 
everyone,'~ Bennett said. 
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