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SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

January 10, 2012 
 
 
ATTENDANCE:  Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln 

Rich Moorehead, Placer County Public Works 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Kathy Pease, City of Roseville 
 
Alan Vail, VCS Consulting  
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
David Melko, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
 

South Placer Transportation Project Priorities/SPRTA Cash Flow Update – 
Update/Discussion 
Celia McAdam provided an updated Summary of Potential Allocations and Cash Flow 
spreadsheet to TAC members, noting we are projecting a balance of just above $1M in 
upcoming years.  Projected income creeps up over time then flattens out.  We did 
receive $1M from the Thunder Valley Casino. 
 
This cash flow projection reflects finishing out the obligation for the Lincoln Bypass 
project.  It also reflects ongoing funding for the environmental work on the Placer 
Parkway project, and reimbursements for Sierra College Blvd. Segment 7 to the City of 
Roseville and to Placer County for Auburn Folsom Road.  Rhon Herndon commented 
on the optimistic revenue forecasting in the coming years.  McAdam acknowledged that 
was a possibility, and noted these figures are updated quarterly based on actual 
revenues.  It was agreed if the revenue does not come in it just pushes our projects out 
further. 
 
McAdam noted we are updating our federal legislative program for next year and asked 
TAC members for a discussion of their priorities.  Rich Moorehead conveyed that the 
Placer Parkway and Auburn Folsom Road projects are priorities for Placer County.  
Rhon Herndon shared that the City of Roseville is pursuing federal funding for their 
Washington/Andora project.  McAdam also suggested to the group we may want to look 
at putting seed money into the widening of SR 65. 
 
TAC members concurred the next south Placer transportation priority is SR 65.  
Members are in agreement with the projects outlined in the cash flow spreadsheet with 
widening of SR 65 being a subsequent project for SPRTA.  McAdam noted she does 
not like to go much under $1M with SPRTA’s cash flow. 
 
Dave Palmer mentioned the actual costs on the Sierra College Blvd. segments may be 
less than projected.   
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McAdam indicated the SPRTA Board directed staff to conduct a comprehensive fee 
update this year since both that update as well as the inflationary fee increase were 
deferred last year.  McAdam asked TAC members if they wanted to conduct a 
comprehensive fee update this year or to defer this action.  The group agreed there was 
not much need for analysis, as land use and inflation was not changing significantly, 
and this action should be deferred for an additional year since it would not be cost 
effective.  Rhon Herndon indicated the City of Roseville updates their fee structure 
every five years.  SPRTA’s last update was in 2009.   
 
Scott Gandler pointed out there is now an 8th Edition of the Institute of Transportation 
Engineers (ITE) available that would better reflect actual traffic generation by individual 
land uses.  This would not affect overall DUE fees, but how much individual projects 
would pay based on actual impacts. This update would cost approximately $5,000 and 
Fehr & Peers could perform this update under their existing contract.  It was agreed to 
recommend to the SPRTA Board to update to the 8th Edition of the ITE and defer the 
inflationary increase as well as the comprehensive fee update.   
 
Bruce Burnworth indicated the City of Lincoln is attempting to update to a fee schedule 
similar to SPRTA’s.  Other jurisdiction representatives replied they have done this. 
 
Rhon Herndon inquired whether the SPRTA Board will be looking at adding the 
widening of SR 65 as a proposed project.  McAdam responded she was just looking for 
TAC direction and it was premature to bring this before the Board at this time.  With the 
traffic study to be conducted as part of the I-80/SR 65 Interchange project hopefully the 
cause of the backup on Highway 65 will be better understood.   
 
Placer Parkway Corridor Width Policy 
Celia McAdam stated that as the Placer Parkway Tier 2 environmental project is moving 
forward and there are also proposals looking to develop on the footprint of the corridor.  
Staff is suggesting SPRTA needs to articulate a policy on Placer Parkway’s corridor 
width.  After discussion, TAC concurred with the provision that SPRTA support 
jurisdictions’ efforts on project level proposals so long as they do not jeopardize Tier 1 
approvals and regulatory agency agreements and do not result in increased net costs to 
the overall Placer Parkway project.    
 
This item will go before both SPRTA and PCTPA Boards for consideration at their 
January 25 Board meetings. 
 
Nevada Station Budget 
Celia McAdam provided TAC members with Nevada Station’s operating budget, 2010 & 
2011 budget to actual and 2012 & 2013 proposed budget which was approved by the 
PCTPA Board last October.  PCTPA staff maintains the building but SPRTA technically 
has the authority to purchase and lease this property thus the budget goes before both 
Boards for approval as required by the bond funding for the building.  TAC concurred 
with the budget as proposed.  This will go before SPRTA’s Board for approval at the 
January 25 Board meeting. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 2:55 p.m. 


