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City of Lincoln  ·  City of Rocklin  ·  City of Roseville  ·  Placer County 

Wednesday, January 25, 2012 
10:45 am 

 
Board of Supervisors Chambers 

175 Fulweiler Avenue 
Auburn, California  95603 

 
 

A. Flag Salute  
   
B. Roll Call  

   
C. Approval of Minutes:   Action 
 1. June 29, 2011 Pg.  1 
 2. July 6, 2011 Pg.  4 
   
D. Agenda Review  

   
E. Public Comment  

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

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

Pg.  5 

 1. Certification of the Nevada Station Operating Budget for 
2012 and 2013 

 

 2. Acceptance of Financial Audit  
    

G. Selection of Chair and Vice Chair for 2012 Action 
Pg.  7 

   
H. Tier 1 Placer Parkway Corridor Policy Action 

Pg.  8 
   
I. South Placer Regional Transportation and Air Quality 

Mitigation Fee Program Comprehensive Update 
Action 
Pg.  10 
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J. Executive Director’s Report  
   
K. Board Direction to Staff  
   
L. Informational Items Info 
 1. Technical Advisory Committee Minutes:   
  a. August 9, 2011 Pg. 12 
  b. October 11, 2011 Pg. 13 
  c. January 10, 2012 Pg. 14 
 2. Quarterly Financial Statements (under separate cover)  
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SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
MINUTES 

JUNE 29, 2011 
 

 
The South Placer Regional Transportation Authority met on Wednesday, June 29, 2011 
at 11:00 a.m. at the Placer County Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler 
Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: John Allard  Celia McAdam 

Peter Hill  Sue Sholtis 
Kirk Uhler   
 

 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Allard and second by Uhler, the Board unanimously approved the 
minutes of the December 8, 2010 meeting as submitted. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
CONSENT CALENDAR 
Upon motion by Uhler and second by Allard, the Board unanimously approved the 
consent calendar as submitted. 
 
10:45 – TIMED ITEM – PUBLIC HEARING:  SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION AND AIR QUALITY MITIGATION FEE PROGRAM 
INFLATIONARY ADJUSTMENT 
Celia McAdam noted in accordance with our Joint Powers Agreement, an annual 
inflationary adjustment to the Regional Transportation and Air Quality Mitigation Fees 
must be brought to the Board for consideration to ensure our fees are sufficient to pay 
for the fee program’s projects.  Based on the most current Construction Cost Index the 
annual inflationary increase has been calculated to 2.94315%. 
 
Due to the current economic condition with the housing market significantly down, 
SPRTA’s income has decreased.  Staff strives to make construction and fees 
affordable.  Costs could be offset by adding new units to the overall fee program by 
including new Specific Plans coming online.  These units would need to be captured 
through a comprehensive fee update. 
 
After discussion with Public Works personnel, staff is recommending to defer the 
inflationary increase and move forward with a comprehensive update to the fee program 
next year.  An alternative action is to move forward with adopting the inflationary fee 
increase.  An action to adopt an inflationary increase would require a unanimous 
decision from all four jurisdiction Board Members. 
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Kirk Uhler inquired since there is a Boardmember absent this morning and staff is 
recommending to defer action, is it advisable to conduct a Public Hearing or should the 
Public Hearing be deferred along with the proposed inflationary adjustment.  McAdam 
replied the Board could conduct the Public Hearing or open and continue the Public 
Hearing to our next meeting.  Action to defer could be made with three votes. 
 
Chair Hill opened the Public Hearing.  Dave Palmer, Acting Engineering Services 
Manager from the City of Rocklin, addressed the Board on behalf of their City Manager.  
Palmer reiterated the City’s request that the Board defer action on the SPRTA Annual 
Inflationary Fee for 2011.  Palmer also encouraged the SPRTA Board to look at 
possible reduction in fees to the Comprehensive Fee Program Update.  Chair Hill 
closed the Public Hearing. 
 
John Allard inquired if this item was delayed until the next meeting would there be any 
negative effect besides the 30-day delay.  McAdam responded there would not be, 
since there are not four Boardmembers present which would be needed to adopt a fee 
program change.   A unanimous vote of the three Boardmembers present would meet 
the voting requirement to adopt staff recommendation to take no action.   
 
Allard indicated the City of Roseville has not increased their inflationary fees because of 
the impact on development and the economy and is pleased to hear of staff’s 
recommendation to consider not increasing fees and conducting a comprehensive 
review of the fees. 
 
Kirk Uhler clarified that if the Board approved staff recommendation to defer action on 
the inflationary increase this item would not be brought back at our next meeting and 
the Board would not take action until 2012 on whether to approve the comprehensive 
fee update at that time. 
 
Upon motion by Allard and second by Uhler, the Board unanimously deferred action on 
the inflationary adjustment for 2011 and directed staff to conduct a comprehensive 
update of the Fee Program in 2012. 
 
FY 2011/12 ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET 
Celia McAdam noted under the terms of our Joint Powers Agreement, administrative 
costs are limited to $150,000 per year.  McAdam asked the Board to approve the FY 
2011/12 budget which reflects a reduction of last year’s adopted administrative costs 
but does not include costs for the comprehensive fee update that the Board directed 
staff to pursue.  The cost for this update can be added to this budget and still be within 
the $150,000 limit.  Staff will bring back an amended budget for the Board’s approval. 
 
Upon motion by Uhler and second by Allard, the Board unanimously approved the FY 
2011/12 budget for the administration of the South Placer Regional Transportation 
Authority.  
 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AND AIR QUALITY MITIGATION FEE 
ALLOCATION REQUEST FOR PLACER PARKWAY TIER II ENVIRONMENTAL 
DOCUMENT 
Celia McAdam asked the Board to allocate $2,000,000 of SPRTA fees for the 
environmental document for the Placer Parkway construction level environmental 
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document to Placer County.  McAdam clarified this may not be a full-blown 
Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) but may be 
some lesser version of the environmental document which will be determined later by 
consultant Mark Thomas & Company.  McAdam noted four affirmative votes are 
required in order to allocate funds, and only three Boardmembers are present.  This 
item can be continued or a special meeting could be called. 
 
In response to Kirk Uhler‘s inquiry, McAdam verified a special board meeting could be 
noticed so that it could be conducted by telephone.  Uhler suggested scheduling a 
telephonic board meeting to address this item.  McAdam stated staff will make 
scheduling of this special board meeting a top priority since time of the essence for 
allocating funds to Placer County for the Placer Parkway Tier II project. 
 
CONFLICT OF INTEREST CODE UPDATE 
Celia McAdam asked the Board to approve Resolution No. 11-03, updating SPRTA’s 
Conflict of Interest Code.  The last update of this code was in 2004.  This update would 
expand the coverage of Statement of Economic Interests to every member of PCTPA 
staff that works on SPRTA. 
 
Upon motion by Allard and second by Uhler, the Board unanimously approved 
Resolution No. 11-03, updating the SPRTA Conflict of Interest Code. 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported PCTPA secured $20M for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a under 
Proposition 1B Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) that was adopted by the 
California Transportation Commission last Thursday.  Phase 2a will allow two additional 
lanes for a total of four lanes, two in each direction, from Nelson Lane to Wise Road and 
two lanes north of there.  Construction will commence in 2012. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 11:20 a.m. 
 
 
_____________________________  _______________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Peter Hill, Chair 
Executive Director 
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SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES 

July 6, 2011 
 

 
The South Placer Regional Transportation Authority met on Wednesday, July 6, 2011 at 
1:05 p.m. at the Placer County Board of Supervisors Roseville Field Office, 101 Cirby 
Hills Drive, Roseville, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: John Allard  Celia McAdam 

Peter Hill  Shirley LeBlanc 
Gabriel Hydrick  
Kirk Uhler   

 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AND AIR QUALITY MITIGATION FEE ALLOCATION 
REQUEST FOR PLACER PARKWAY TIER II ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT 
Celia McAdam asked the Board to allocate $2,000,000 of SPRTA fees to Placer County 
for the development of the Tier II (construction level) environmental document for Placer 
Parkway. 
 
Upon motion by Uhler and second by Allard, the Board unanimously approved 
Resolution #11-02 Allocating Regional Transportation and Air Quality Mitigation Fee 
Program Fees to the Placer Parkway Tier II Environmental Document. 
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
None.  
 
Meeting adjourned at 1:10 p.m. 
 
 
_____________________________  _______________________________ 
Celia McAdam     Peter Hill, Chair 
Executive Director 
 



 

299 NEVADA STREET ▪ AUBURN, CA 95603 ▪ (530) 823-4030 ▪ FAX 823-4036 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  January 10, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below is the Consent Calendar item for the January 25, 2012 agenda for your review 
and action. 
 
1. Certification of the Nevada Station Operating Budget for 2012 and 2013  

Certify the attached Nevada Station Operating Budget for 2012 and 2013 
includes required bond payments.  

 
Because SPRTA has certain powers that are not specifically held by the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA), SPRTA agreed to be the 
conduit for the financing of the purchase of the agency’s office building, known as 
the Nevada Station.  Under this arrangement, SPRTA is listed as the official 
owner of the building and fully leases it to PCTPA.   PCTPA, in turn, handles all 
management, operations, maintenance, rental collection, and bond payments.  
Once the bonds have been fully repaid, SPRTA will sell the building to PCTPA 
for $10. 

 
As part of the financing package, the bond administrator requires annual 
certification from both SPRTA and PCTPA that the bond payments have been 
included in the annual budget. 

 
The two-year budget for 2012 and 2013 for the Nevada Station was adopted by 
the PCTPA Board in October, attached, and includes the required bond 
payments. 
 
There is no fiscal impact to SPRTA. 

 
2. Acceptance of Financial Audit 

Accept the 2010/11 annual financial audit of the South Placer Regional 
Transportation Authority (audit under separate cover). 

 



4,000 4,250

NEVADA STATION ‐ OPERATI  NG BUDGET Item F
2010 & 2011 ‐ BUDGET TO  taACTUAL At chment 1
2012 & 2013 ‐ PROPOSED BUDGET

2010 2011 PROPOSED BUDGET

BUDGET ACTUAL BUDGET
ACTUAL 

(Estimated) 2012 2013
GROSS INCOME ‐ PROJECTED
TENANT RENTAL INCOME 273,662       200,700       334,672       194,180        280,827        287,810        
INTEREST INCOME ‐                558               ‐                165                ‐                 ‐                
LESS: 5% VACANCY & CREDIT LOSS (12,952)        (15,981)        ‐                 (7,387)           (7,568)          

TOTAL EFFECTIVE INCOME 260,710       201,258       318,691       194,345        273,440        280,242        

OPERATING EXPENSES ‐ PROJECTED
ACCOUNTANT/ATTORNEY 500               418               500               1,998             1,200            1,200           
CARPET CLEANING 500               ‐                500               ‐                 500                500               
ELEVATOR MAINT/LICENSE 3,000           3,064           3,000           3,064             3,200            3,200           
FIRE EXTINGUISHERS 100               96                 100               ‐                 100                100               
GARBAGE DISPOSAL 3,500           3,219           3,500           2,010             2,500            2,750           
GUTTER CLEANING 250               ‐                250               ‐                 250                250               
HVAC MAINTENANCE 1,600           1,004           1,600           768                1,000            1,000           
INSURANCE 4,500           3,800           4,750           3,800             4,250            4,500           
JANITORIAL SERVICE 4,000           3,566           4,000           3,614             4,000            4,000           
LANDSCAPING SERVICE 3,000           3,250           3,000           3,160             3,500            3,500           
LIGHTING 150               ‐                150               ‐                 150                150               
LOCKSMITH 500               49                 500               385                500                500               
MANAGEMENT FEE ‐ PCTPA 10,000         6,051           10,000         4,878             8,000            7,000           
MISC REPAIRS & EXPENSES 2,500           1,421           2,500           1,515             2,500            2,500           
PAINTING (EXTERIOR) ‐ RESERVE ‐                ‐                ‐                ‐                 ‐                 ‐                
PARKING LOT PAVING ‐ RESERVE ‐                ‐                ‐                ‐                 ‐                 ‐                
PCWA 1,800           1,227           1,800           1,466             1,800            1,800           
PG&EPG&E 2,5002,500          4,2134,213         2,5002,500         3,8233,823           4,000            4,250           
PHONE (ELEVATOR) 200               206               200               189                250                250               
PLUMBING / ELECTRICAL 1,000           987               1,000           1,005             1,200            1,200           
REAL ESTATE TAXES 5,000           1,627           5,000           1,198             5,000            5,000           
RESTROOM SUPPLIES 1,000           663               1,000           1,029             1,250            1,500           
ROOFING ‐ RESERVE ‐                76                 ‐                ‐                 ‐                 ‐                
SECURITY 1,000           887               1,000           1,013             1,250            1,250           
SEWER FEES 3,000           2,419           3,000           2,519             3,000            3,000           
WINDOW WASHING 600               ‐                600               ‐                 600                600               

TOTAL OPERATING EXPENSES 50,200         38,241         50,450         37,433           50,000          50,000          

NET INCOME 210,510       163,017       268,241       156,912        223,440        230,242        

NON‐OPERATING EXPENSES
DEBT SERVICE (Principal + Interest) 230,695       230,674       231,535       231,523        226,880        227,050        
BOND ADMIN FEE 2,200           2,200           2,200           2,200             2,200            2,200           
SECURITY DEPOSIT REFUND ‐                2,378           ‐                ‐                 ‐                 ‐                
LEASE COMMISSIONS 5,000           650               5,000           16,649           2,500            1,250           
TENANT IMPROVEMENTS 5,000           ‐                5,000           18,570           5,000            1,500           
BOND COUNSEL 500               ‐                500               ‐                 500                500               

TOTAL NON‐OPERATING EXPENSES 243,395       235,902       244,235       268,942        237,080        232,500        

ADD: TRANSFER FROM PCTPA RESERVES 33,000         50,000         ‐                115,000        10,000          ‐                

NET OPERATING CASH FLOW 
(LESS VACANCY & CREDIT LOSS ADJUSTMENT) 115               (22,885)        24,006         2,970             3,747             5,310            

Nevada Station Actual 10-11 and Budget 12-13 - Attachment 1, 11/29/2011



 

299 NEVADA STREET ▪ AUBURN, CA 95603 ▪ (530) 823-4030 ▪ FAX 823-4036 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  January 10, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: SELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR FOR 2012 
 
 
Action Requested 
Designate the representative from the City of Roseville to act as Chair and the 
representative from Placer County as Vice Chair for 2012. 
 
Discussion 
Subsection c.(1) of Section 7 of the Joint Exercise of Powers Agreement among the 
Authority’s member entities provides that a Chairperson shall be elected from among 
the membership of the Board to preside over the meetings of the Board. 
 
At the February 2008 SPRTA Board meeting the following officer rotation schedule was 
adopted:   

• Placer County 
• City of Lincoln 
• City of Rocklin 
• City of Roseville   

 
Under this adopted rotation, the representatives from Roseville and Placer County 
would become Chair and Vice Chair, respectively, for 2012, effective upon Board vote. 
 
CM:ss 



 

 
299 NEVADA STREET ▪ AUBURN, CA 95603 ▪ (530) 823-4030 ▪ FAX 823-4036 

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  January 10, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director 
                      Stan Tidman, Senior Planner 

 

  
SUBJECT: PLACER PARKWAY CORRIDOR POLICY 
 
Action Requested 

1. Confirm provisions in the Placer Parkway Corridor Tier 1 environmental document to: 
a. Limit access (no interchanges) between Pleasant Grove Road and Fiddyment 

Road and 
b. Make potential adjustments to the corridor’s 500’- to 1,000’- width as part of the 

Tier 2 environmental document. 
2. Support jurisdiction efforts on project level development proposals in the Parkway 

vicinity so long as they: 
a. Do not jeopardize Tier 1 approvals and regulatory agency agreements 
b. Do not result in increased net costs to the overall Parkway project 

 
Background 
The Placer Parkway is a high priority regional transportation project for the six-county 
Sacramento region.  The approximate 15-mile freeway will connect State Route (SR) 99 in 
south Sutter County at Sankey Road to SR 65 in Placer County/Rocklin at Whitney Ranch 
Parkway.  It will reduce anticipated congestion on both the local and regional transportation 
system as well as advance economic development goals in accordance with local 
jurisdictions’ land use plans. 
 
On December 3, 2009, the Board certified the Final Tier 1 Program Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) and selected a 500’- to 1,000’-wide Preferred Alternative Corridor (Alternative 
#5) with five interchanges.  This action culminated a 7 ½-year process to comply with 
federal/state environmental requirements.  This work involved extensive coordination with 
federal/state agencies, local jurisdictions, property owners and other interested individuals 
and organizations.  On May 4, 2010, the Federal Highway Administration completed the 
federal portion of the environmental work and selected the Preferred Alternative via a Record 
of Decision.  Later project-level (or Tier 2) analyses for segments are to evaluate the 
freeway’s specific footprint within the corridor. On October 28, 2009, the Board designated 
Placer County as the lead for Tier 2/Project-level environmental and design work. 
 
Discussion 
Two of the most discussed issues from the Tier 1 work involved: 
 

• Limiting access (no new interchanges) to the future Parkway within a 7-mile segment 
between Pleasant Grove Road and Fiddyment Road. 

• Determining the ultimate width of 500’- to 1,000’-wide corridor. 
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Restricting access to the Parkway will preserve it as a high-speed facility and will limit 
opportunities for growth inducement related to new interchanges in this segment.  Creating a 
corridor wider than needed for the future freeway will promote a ‘parkway’ concept with visual 
open space and encourage linkages to adjacent open space (agricultural and biological 
resource) areas. 
 
The Tier 1 document cites that the final size and shape of the 500’- to 1,000’-wide corridor 
may be considered for project-level proposals on a case-by-case basis in agriculturally-
designated areas undergoing urban development based on (yet to-be-determined) 
performance standards.  The corridor width would depend upon identifying land use needs of 
the future approved development, restricting Parkway access (for the 7-mile segment), and 
complying with agreements made via the modified NEPA/404 process.  
 
As documented above, there has been a significant amount of time and money already 
invested by SPRTA, its member agencies, and regulatory agency partners to develop the 
environmental document for the Placer Parkway.  It is critical to maintain the integrity of these 
efforts, particularly as the Tier 2, or construction level, environmental document is now 
underway.   
 
Member jurisdictions are now working on project-level Placer Parkway implementation and/or 
development proposals, which will be crossed by the future Parkway.  To date, SPRTA staff 
has encouraged proposals that would facilitate future Parkway construction.  Early 
coordination with the regulatory agencies has also been recommended.   
 
With these proposals moving forward, staff sees the need for the Board to articulate a policy 
for projects that potentially impact the development of the Placer Parkway.  Specifically, staff 
recommends that SPRTA support jurisdiction efforts on project-level proposals so long as 
they do not jeopardize Tier 1 approvals and regulatory agency agreements.   
 
Funding any major transportation facility is challenging and cost containment must be a 
constant focus.  Therefore, staff also recommends that the policy also specify that SPRTA 
would support development proposals so long as they do not result in an increase in net 
costs to the Parkway project.   
 
The Board’s confirmation of the Tier 1 Placer Parkway Corridor access, corridor width, 
existing agreements, and funding provisions will help to facilitate member jurisdictions’ 
Parkway implementation and vicinity development proposals.  
 
CM:ss 
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TO: Board of Directors DATE:  January 12, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AND AIR QUALITY 

MITIGATION FEE PROGRAM COMPREHENSIVE UPDATE 
 
Action Requested 

1. Update Fee Program to conform to the latest trip generation rates provided by the 
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) 8th edition; 

2. Defer action on a comprehensive update of the Fee Program to 2013 or later;  
3. Defer action on inflationary fee program adjustment for 2012. 

 
Background 
In April 2002, the SPRTA Board adopted the Regional Transportation and Air Quality 
Mitigation Fee (known as the Fee Program), which assessed new development for its 
impacts on specified regional transportation facilities, which went into effect on July 1, 2002.  
SPRTA’s Joint Powers Agreement provides that an annual inflationary adjustment to the 
fees, based on the published Construction Cost Index, be brought to the Board for 
consideration.   
 
The Board adopted inflationary adjustments to the Fee Program in 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 
and 2008.  In 2006 and 2009, the Board adopted comprehensive updates to the Fee 
Program, to reflect changes in adopted land uses and project costs.  No changes to the Fee 
Program were adopted in 2010 or 2011.  In June 2011, the Board directed staff to implement 
a comprehensive update to the fee program in 2012. 
 
Discussion 
Economic Considerations 
The housing industry has seen devastating impacts in recent years as a result of the 
economic crisis, with dramatic drops in prices that have created job losses and steep 
declines in development activities.  Costs of development have not necessarily tracked with 
the declining housing prices.  To help stimulate the economic activity generated by 
development, many jurisdictions are considering reductions to their development impact fee 
programs.  These considerations provide a counterpoint to the annual inflationary increase.        
 
Comprehensive Update 
Out of the nine projects included in the Fee Program, seven are flat dollar amount 
contributions that would not change based on the cost of the project.  Of the two remaining 
projects, the I-80/Douglas Blvd Interchange has been fully completed.  On Sierra College 
Boulevard, all but two of the ten segments have been partially or completely constructed.  In 
other words, the only project vulnerable to cost changes would be the unconstructed portions 
of Sierra College Boulevard. 
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Project cost is not the only factor in determining fee levels in the Fee Program.  Development 
unit equivalents (DUEs) and trip generation factors are also part of the formula.  The more 
DUEs that the project costs can be spread over, the lower the fee per DUE.  The recent 
approval of the Sierra Vista Specific Plan would add nearly 12,000 DUEs to the Fee Program, 
and the pending Creekview Specific Plan would add another 2,366.  Another specific plan, 
Amoroso Ranch, is in the pipeline.  While a comprehensive update would be needed to 
capture those additional approved units as part of the overall Fee Program, it is unlikely that 
development projects within these areas will be at a point of pulling building permits and 
paying SPRTA fees for a number of years.  
 
While a full comprehensive update to the Fee Program would cost approximately $50,000 to 
$60,000, there are strategic aspects that can be updated cost-effectively.  Specifically, the 
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) has come out with the latest version of its trip 
generation tables, which reflect latest trends in actual traffic impacts of various uses.  For 
example, in this new 8th edition, banks show a lower traffic generation per square foot to 
reflect the significant increase in online banking.   
 
The update for trip generation would not change the overall fees by district.  It would merely 
adjust the distribution of what individual developments would pay, based on a more modern 
assessment of the impacts.  Moreover, this update could be done for approximately $5,000. 
 
Recommended Action  
Based on the cost benefit factors for a full comprehensive Fee Program update, as well as 
ongoing economic conditions, staff is recommending that both the inflationary adjustment and 
comprehensive update for the Fee Program be deferred until at least 2013.  Staff is instead 
recommending that the Fee Program be updated for the current 8th edition of the ITE Trip 
Generation Manual.   
 
The SPRTA TAC has reviewed this recommendation and unanimously concurs. 
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SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

August 9, 2011 
 
 
ATTENDANCE:  Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln 

Rich Moorehead, Placer County Public Works 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
Chris Kraft, City of Roseville 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
 
Alan Vail, VCS Consulting  
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
Stan Tidman, PCTPA 
 

Tier II MOU Fee Credit Request – Placer Parkway/Amoroso Ranch 
Chris Kraft gave an overview of the Brookfield proposal which reflects the preferred 
alignment, Alternative 5, for the Placer Parkway project.  Brookfield’s team is working with the 
various regulatory agencies for this project.  They will be doing a NEPA analysis and looking 
at alignment narrowing the footprint. 
 
Celia McAdam inquired what the regulatory agencies’ reaction was to this proposal.  Kraft 
responded there were mostly just general comments about the project and they are waiting 
for additional feedback.   
 
Bruce Burnworth asked if the mitigation costs would change with the lower property value.  
Stan Tidman responded probably not.   
 
Kraft noted the Tier II Memorandum of Agreement cited the potential for fee credits or 
reimbursement.  Applicant will be requesting a fee credit and will be bringing forth the scope 
of work and associated cost estimate to the TAC and ultimately to the SPRTA Board. 
 
McAdam commented there are no Tier II fees being generated and applicant would have to 
wait some time should the fee credit be granted.  Kraft mentioned SPRTA may be expecting 
Tier II fees within a few years.   
 
Kraft summarized his purpose was to inform SPRTA TAC of this proposal and applicant will 
be coming back at a later time with a scope of work and cost estimate for board approval for 
a fee credit.   
 
Rhon Herndon noted the City of Roseville feels it makes sense for developers to ask for 
reimbursement rather than fee credit. 
 
Rich Moorehead stated the need to preserve a right of way for Bus Rapid Transit. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 4:00 p.m. 
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SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

October 11, 2011 
 
 
ATTENDANCE:  Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln 

Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Ken Grehm, Placer County Public Works 
Scott Gandler, City of Roseville 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Steve Propst, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
 

Placer Parkway Right of Way Issues – Western Placer 
Ken Grehm reported he received a proposal to build a solar farm in West Placer, a 
portion of which is in the central section of the Placer Parkway corridor.  A map showing 
the proposed solar farm was reviewed by TAC members.  The proposal asked for a 40-
year lease.  This area is also in the Placer County Conservation Plan.  Grehm wanted to 
check for concerns from TAC members before responding to this proposal. 
 
After discussion amongst the TAC members, it was agreed that Grehm will respond to 
the proposal offering a 30-year lease, continuing on a year to year basis, with an 
Irrevocable Offer of Dedication (IOD) for that portion at the end of the term for the 
Placer Parkway.  It is unlikely there will be sufficient funding for the Placer Parkway to 
be built to that area within 30 years. 
 
Celia McAdam noted this raises the issue of temporary use versus permanent use.  
There was discussion regarding development in Sutter County, including Sutter Pointe 
development. 
 
Meeting adjourned. 



  Page 1 

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. 
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