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 1. Letter of Task Agreement for Traffic Modeling Services for  
FY 2012/13 – Fehr & Peers Associates 
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 2. Letter of Task Agreement for Financial Auditing Services 
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SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
MINUTES 

FEBRUARY 22, 2012 
 

 
The South Placer Regional Transportation Authority met on Wednesday, February 22, 
2012 at 10:45 a.m. at the Placer County Board of Supervisors Chambers, 175 Fulweiler 
Avenue, Auburn, California. 
 
 ATTENDANCE: John Allard   Celia McAdam 

Peter Hill   Sue Sholtis 
Gabriel Hydrick  
Kirk Uhler   
 

 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Upon motion by Hill and second by Uhler, the Board unanimously approved the minutes 
of the January 25, 2012 meeting as submitted. 
 
AGENDA REVIEW 
None. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
None. 
 
PLACER PARKWAY CORRIDOR POLICY 
Celia McAdam noted this item is seeking Board confirmation of policies regarding the 
Placer Parkway corridor and to provide direction for those jurisdictions that are 
contemplating land use development proposals that are in the vicinity of the Placer 
Parkway.  McAdam recognized extensive staff efforts on the Tier 1 work performed by 
PCTPA resulting in the Preferred Alternative via a Record of Decision, with the Tier 2 
construction level environmental process currently being led by Placer County.   
 
Key issues contained in the environmental document include the limited access in the 
seven-mile segment between Fiddyment and Pleasant Grove Road in Sutter County as 
well as the ultimate width of the corridor at a to-be-determined level.  In an effort to have 
all of the jurisdictions from the SPRTA Board on the same page as those jurisdictions 
are dealing with development proposals, staff is seeking to confirm the principles of the 
Tier 1 environmental document regarding limited access and potential adjustments to 
the corridor width and provide direction to the jurisdictions.   
 
McAdam noted that the impact of future interchanges was specifically examined in the 
Tier 1 environmental document as one of the scenarios that may happen in the future 
but the clearance of any of these future interchanges would be separate projects. This 
question came up during the PCTPA Board meeting earlier this morning. 
 
Gabriel Hydrick questioned the limited access on the seven-mile segment and how 
would economic development goals in accordance with local jurisdictions’ land use 
plans be advanced if about half of the Parkway has limited access.  McAdam responded 
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the purpose is to maintain free flow on the Parkway since a lot of the economic 
development will be in the 65 corridor area.  There is access at Highway 65, Foothills, 
Fiddyment and at a future extension of Watt Avenue, all in that seven-mile segment.  
There is also the potential for future interchanges if proposed in the future and 
separately evaluated.  Access is critical for goods movement, thus aiding economic 
development.  If the Parkway has too much access it could become congested and 
hinder the “Just In Time” type of delivery systems.   
 
Hydrick noted he was uncomfortable with the wording of Item 2a “… do not jeopardize 
Tier 1 approvals and regulatory agency agreements” recognizing that regulatory 
agencies were not in the business of enhancing economic development, that they are in 
place to somewhat suffocate economic development.  Hydrick questioned why we 
would agree to these parameters since we are seeking to advance economic 
development.   
 
Peter Hill indicated the Parkway was envisioned as a way to provide motorists a way to 
get around without traveling on I-80 and to stimulate economic development on 
Highway 65 – all the way from Roseville/Rocklin out to Lincoln.  After years and years of 
difficult efforts we are at the point where we have approvals and agreements from the 
regulatory agencies.  Hill recognized Kirk Uhler’s efforts in obtaining those agreements.  
Staff doesn’t want to jeopardize what we have accomplished and have those hard-won 
agreements needed to move forward to construction.   
 
Kirk Uhler added the Tier 1 analysis determined that the alignment that met the Least 
Environmentally Damaging Practicable Alternative (LEDPA) requirement and became 
our preferred project alternative.  This is a necessary component for us to move forward 
and we are not anticipating there is anybody that would be operating outside of our 
approvals that we secured under the Tier 1 analysis.  
 
Uhler questioned what we anticipate will ultimately be the needed right of way within the 
500 or 1,000 foot corridor that has been identified.  McAdam responded that specific 
information will come out of the Tier 2 environmental work that Placer County has just 
started.  Uhler asked what sense of what we ultimately think we need by total right of 
way.  McAdam stated there are certain areas that are required in order to maintain the 
geometrics for a high-speed facility.  There is engineering sensibility involved; noting the 
footprint of the facility is around 300 feet wide to maintain flexibility for widening later as 
well as for potential future bus rapid transit. 
 
Uhler expressed his concern with the language, “The corridor width would depend upon 
identifying land use needs of the future approved development …” Uhler noted the 
corridor width is determined by our transportation needs and should have nothing to do 
with land use as identified on either side of the roadway that is necessary to 
accommodate the vehicle lanes of traffic, safe shoulder, and safe median.  McAdam 
noted this wording came directly from the environmental document with the idea being 
that the corridor could be narrowed based on those adjacent land use needs. 
 
Hydrick reiterated while he realized he had not been a part of the previous challenges in 
this project, he is struggling with his efforts in advancing economic development.  He 
expressed frustration that Board and Council members are forced to give in to 
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regulatory agencies who take no accountability, while we are confined by their 
parameters.   
 
Upon motion by Hill and second by Uhler, the Board unanimously 1) confirmed the 
Placer Parkway Corridor Tier 1 environmental document provides for: a) limited access 
between Pleasant Grove Road and Fiddyment Road and b) potential adjustments to the 
corridor width as part of the Tier 2 environmental document and 2) supports 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 and b) do not 
result in increased net costs to the overall Parkway project.   
 
Hill commented sometimes you have to keep a broader perspective and recognize you 
have to work with the regulatory agencies to get projects built.  It is a delicate balancing 
act.   
 
SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AND AIR QUALITY MITIGATION 
FEE PROGRAM COMPREHENSIVE UPDATE 
Celia McAdam indicated this item addresses the Board discussion from our January 
Board meeting about changes to Sierra College Boulevard, Segments 6 and 7, in 
Rocklin.  Staff discussed this issue with our Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and 
looked at the prospect of reconfiguring the fee program to reduce the scope of these 
two segments.  This would require a comprehensive update of the fee program since 
the majority of the cost is the traffic modeling.  TAC members’ consensus was to defer 
the comprehensive update to 2013 or 2014.   
 
Peter Hill agreed with staff recommendation that an update is not appropriate at this 
time.  Kirk Uhler questioned whether there is anything that precludes continued 
conversations to realign the existing lanes.  McAdam responded those conversations 
should continue and there is nothing to preclude those efforts.   
 
Upon motion by Hill and second by Hydrick, the Board unanimously deferred action on 
a comprehensive update of the Fee Program to 2013 or later.   
 
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
Celia McAdam reported the bid package for the Lincoln Bypass Phase 2a was released 
yesterday and those bids will be opened on April 11. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 10:15 a.m. 
 
 
 
_____________________________  _______________________________ 
Celia McAdam     John Allard, Chair 
Executive Director 
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TO: Board of Directors DATE:  June 12, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
 
Below is the Consent Calendar item for the June 27, 2012 agenda for your review and 
action. 
 
1. Letter of Task Agreement for Traffic Modeling Services for FY 2012/13 – Fehr & 

Peers Associates 
Staff recommends Board approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for 
traffic modeling services from Fehr & Peers Associates for FY 2012/13 on a time 
and materials contract. 
 

2. Letter of Task Agreement for Financial Auditing Services for FY 2012/13 – 
GALLINA LLP 
Staff recommends Board approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for 
financial auditing services for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2012 from GALLINA 
LLP for an amount not to exceed $6,230. 
 

3. Master Agreement and Letter of Task Agreement for Hwy 65 Lincoln Bypass 
Phase II Construction Monitoring Services for FY 2012/13–2013/14 – LSA 
Associates 
Staff recommends Board approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for 
Phase II Construction Monitoring Services Hwy 65 Lincoln Bypass for FY 
2012/13 and FY 2013/14 for an amount not to exceed $141,109. 

 
4. Letter of Task Agreement for Legal Services for FY 2012/13 – Miller & Owen 

Staff recommends Board approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for 
FY 2012/13 legal services from Miller & Owen with primary legal counsel, Nancy 
Miller, at a billing rate of $265 per hour. 
 

5. Letter of Task Agreement for Accounting Oversight Services for FY 2012/13 – 
Hal Weber, CPA 
Staff recommends Board approval of the attached Letter of Task Agreement for 
accounting oversight services from Hal Weber, CPA for FY 2012/13 at a rate of 
$110 per hour. 
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June 27, 2012 
 
Alan D. Telford, P.E. 
Executive Vice President 
Fehr & Peers Associates 
2990 Lava Ridge Court, Suite 200 
Roseville, CA 95661 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #12-01  

BETWEEN FEHR & PEERS ASSOCIATES AND  
THE SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY  

 
Dear Mr. Telford: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the 
South Placer Regional Transportation Planning Authority (SPRTA) and Fehr & Peers 
Associates, Inc.” dated June 23, 2010. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This Letter of Task Agreement is the statement of 

contract-specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Fehr & 
Peers Associates to provide traffic modeling services for the South Placer Regional 
Transportation and Air Quality Mitigation Fee Program. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2012 and shall be completed in 

such a sequence as to assure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end on June 
30, 2013.  Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  
During the term of this contract, you are not to engage in other work that would be 
deemed a conflict of interest with SPRTA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform the tasks described below.  Celia McAdam, 

Executive Director will act as Project Manager. 
 

 Tasks 
• Revisions and/or updates to traffic model, as needed  
• Revisions and/or updates to impact fee levels based on modeling updates, as 

needed 
• Meetings with technical staff, policy makers, and other appropriate parties to 

gather and/or disseminate information on traffic modeling efforts, as required 
 
4. Personnel:  The consultant team, as outlined in the consultant Statement of 

Qualifications dated July 1, 2002 is to perform the work outlined above.  
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5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated for time and 

materials at the following rates: 
 

Fehr & Peers 
Classification  Hourly Rate 

Principal $185 - $355 
Senior Associate $165 - $225 

Associate $125 - $195 
Senior Engineer/ Planner $120 - $175 

Engineer/Planner $90 - $140 
Senior Technical Support $100 - $155 

Administrative Support $60 - $125 
Technician $75 - $115 

Intern $60 - $90 
 
• Other direct costs / reimbursable expenses are invoiced at cost plus 10% for 

handling. 
• Personal auto mileage is reimbursed at the current IRS approved rate. 
• Reproduction and communication expenses (telephone, fax, computer, e-mail, 

etc.) are invoiced at cost as a percentage of project labor.  
• Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed.  Such invoices 

shall include tasks completed, hours associated with each task, staff member 
completing the task, and hourly rate.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) 
days of receipt. 

 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  
Questions concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia 
McAdam at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
                                                                  ________________________________ 
Celia McAdam,   Date   Alan D. Telford, P.E.    Date 
Executive Director     Executive Vice President, Principal 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency  Fehr & Peers Associates 
 
CM/sl 
Encl. 
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June 27,2012 

Brad Constantine, CPA 
GALLINA LLP 
925 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 450 
Roseville, CA 95678 

SUBJECT:	 LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #12-01 
BETWEEN GALLINA LLP AND 
THE SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

Dear Mr. Constantine: 

This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the "Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and GALLINA LLP." dated June 23, 2010. 

1)	 Incorporated Master Agreement: This Letter of Task Agreement is the statement of 
contract-specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by 
GALLINA LLP in fiscal year 2012/2013 for the South Placer Regional Transportation 
Authority (SPRTA). This signed Letter of Task Agreement comprises the contract 
between GALLINA LLP and SPRTA, with PCTPA acting as contract administrator. 

2)	 Term: Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2012 and shall be completed in 
such a sequence as to assure its expeditious completion in light of the purposes of this 
Letter of Task Agreement, but in any event, all of the services required herein shall be 
completed no later than December 31,2012. 

3)	 Scope of Services: 
•	 Consultant will perform the tasks for the fiscal year ending June 30, 2012 as 

described in the proposal submitted to PCTPA, dated March 12, 2010, in accordance 
with standard accounting practices and standards for government entities, including 
the preparation of an independent fiscal audit of SPRTA and the State Controller's 
Financial Transactions Report for SPRTA 

•	 GALLINA LLP engagement letter, dated May 29,2012 is an integral part of this 
agreement and further clarifies the scope of services to be conducted and audit 
objectives and procedures. 

4)	 Personnel: Consultant shall provide its own personnel to perform the work in the 
proposal. Consultant shall provide administrative support and overhead expenses. 
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5)	 Compensation: For services rendered in FY 2012/2013, consultant will receive a sum 
not to exceed $6,230. Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed 
and reference the appropriate work completed, the cost of each task and shall include a 
ten percent (10%) retainage. The accumulated retainage will be released upon acceptance 
by SPRTA of the final audit report. Requisitions for payment shall reference the 
appropriate work completed and the cost of each task. Invoices will be paid within thirty 
(30) days of receipt. 

If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy. 
Questions concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Shirley 
LeBlanc, Fiscal/Administrative Officer at (530) 823-4030. 

Sincerely,	 Accepted by: 

Celia McAdam, Date Brad Constantine, CPA Date 
Executive Director Partner. 
South Placer Regional Transportation Authority GALLINA LLP 

Enc!. 

CM/sl 
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May 29,2012 

Shirley LeBlanc
 
South Placer Regional
 
Transportation Authority
 

299 Nevada Street
 
Auburn, CA 95603
 

We are pleased to confirm our understanding of the services we are to provide the South Placer 
Regional Transportation Authority (Authority) for the year ended June 30, 2012. We will audit 
the financial statements of the Authority as of and for the year ended June 30, 2012. Accounting 
standards generally accepted in the United States of America provide for certain required 
supplementary information (RSI), such as management's discussion and analysis (MD&A), to 
supplement the Authority's basic financial statements. Such information, although not a part of 
the basic financial statements, is required by the Governmental Accounting Standards Board who 
considers it to be an essential part of financial reporting for placing the basic financial statements 
in an appropriate operational, economic, or historical context. As part of our engagement, we 
will apply certain limited procedures to the Authority's RSI in accordance with auditing 
standards generally accepted in the United States of America. These limited procedures will 
consist of inquiries of management regarding the methods of preparing the information and 
comparing the information for consistency with management's responses to our inquiries, the 
basic financial statements, and other knowledge we obtained during our audit of the basic 
financial statements. We will not express an opinion or provide any assurance on the information 
because the limited procedures do not provide us with sufficient evidence to express an opinion 
or provide any assurance. The following RSI is required by generally accepted accounting 
principles and will be subjected to certain limited procedures, but will not be audited: 

1. Management's Discussion and Analysis 

Audit Objectives 

The objective of our audit is the expression of opinions as to whether your basic financial 
statements are fairly presented, in all material respects, in conformity with U.S. generally 
accepted accounting principles and to report on the fairness of the supplementary information 
referred to in the second paragraph when considered in relation to the financial statements as a 
whole. Our audit will be conducted in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in 
the United States of America and the standards for financial audits contained in Government 

925 Highland Pointe Drive, Suite 450 • Roseville, CA 95678-5418 
tel: 916.784.7800 • fax: 916.784.7850 • www.gallina.com 



Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States, and will include 
tests of the accounting records of the Authority and other procedures we consider necessary to 
enable us to express such opinions. If our opinions on the financial statements are other than 
unqualified (unmodified), we will discuss the reasons with you in advance. If, for any reason, 
we are unable to complete the audit or are unable to form or have not formed opinions, we may 
decline to express opinions or to issue a report as a result of this engagement. 

We will also provide a report (that does not include an opinion) on internal control related to the 
financial statements and compliance with the provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant 
agreements, noncompliance with which could have a material effect on the financial statements 
as required by Government Auditing Standards. The report on internal control and compliance 
will include a statement that the report is intended solely for the information and use of 
management, the body or individuals charged with governance, others within the entity, and 
specific legislative or regulatory bodies and is not intended to be and should not be used by 
anyone other than these specified parties. If during our audit we become aware that the 
Authority is subject to an audit requirement that is not encompassed in the terms of this 
engagement, we will communicate to management and those charged with governance that an 
audit in accordance with U.S. generally accepted auditing standards and the standards for 
financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards may not satisfy the relevant legal, 
regulatory, or contractual requirements. 

Our audit will also include the following: 

•	 Preparation of the State Controller's Report for the Authority. The report will be prepared 
and submitted to the State Controller's Office by the filing date provided by the State 
Controller's Office. 

Management Responsibilities 

Management is responsible for the basic financial statements and all accompanying information 
as well as all representations contained therein. As part of the audit, we will prepare the trial 
balance for use during the audit. Our preparation of the trial balance will be limited to 
formatting information into a working trial balance based on management's chart of accounts. 
We will assist with preparation of your financial statements and related notes. You are 
responsible for making all management decisions and performing all management functions 
relating to the financial statements and related notes and for accepting full responsibility for such 
decisions. You will be required to acknowledge in the written representation letter our assistance 
with preparation of the financial statements and that you have reviewed and approved the 
financial statements and related notes prior to their issuance and have accepted responsibility for 
them. Further, you are required to designate an individual with suitable skill, knowledge, or 
experience to oversee any nonaudit services we provide and for evaluating the adequacy and 
results of those services and accepting responsibility for them. 

Management is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal controls, including 
evaluating and monitoring ongoing activities, to help ensure that appropriate goals and objectives 
are met; for the selection and application of accounting principles; and for the fair presentation in 
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the financial statements of the respective financial position the Authority and the respective 
changes in financial position and cash flows, where applicable, in conformity with U.S. generally 
accepted accounting principles. 

Management is also responsible for making all financial records and related information 
available to us and for ensuring that management is reliable and financial information is reliable 
and properly recorded. You are also responsible for providing us with (1) access to all 
information of which you are aware that is relevant to the preparation and fair presentation of the 
financial statements, (2) additional information that we may request for the purpose of the audit, 
and (3) unrestricted access to persons within the government from whom we determine it 
necessary to obtain audit evidence. 

Your responsibilities include adjusting the financial statements to correct material misstatements 
and confirming to us in the written representation letter that the effects of any uncorrected 
misstatements aggregated by us during the current engagement and pertaining to the latest period 
presented are immaterial, both individually and in the aggregate, to the financial statements taken 
as a whole. 

You are responsible for the design and implementation of programs and controls to prevent and 
detect fraud, and for informing us about all known or suspected fraud affecting the government 
involving (1) management, (2) employees who have significant roles in internal control, and (3) 
others where the fraud or illegal acts could have a material effect on the financial statements. 
Your responsibilities include informing us of your knowledge of any allegations of fraud or 
suspected fraud affecting the government received in communications from employees, former 
employees, grantors, regulations, or others. In addition, you are responsible for identifying and 
ensuring that the entity complies with applicable laws, regulations, contracts, agreements, and 
grants for taking timely and appropriate steps to remedy any fraud, illegal acts, violations of 
contracts or grant agreements, or abuse that we may report. 

You are responsible for preparation of the supplementary information in conformity with U.S. 
generally accepted accounting principles. You agree to include our report on the supplementary 
information in any document that contains and indicates that we have reported on the 
supplementary information. You also agree to include the auditing financial statements with any 
presentation of the supplementary information that includes our report thereon or make the 
auditing financial statements readily available to users of the supplementary information no later 
than the date the supplementary information is issued with our report thereon. Your 
responsibilities include acknowledging to us in the written representation letter that (a) you are 
responsible for presentation of the supplementary information in accordance with GAAP; (b) that 
you believe the supplementary information, including its form and content, is fairly presented in 
accordance with GAAP; (c) that the methods of measurement or presentation have not changed 
from those used in the prior period (or, if they have changed, the reasons for such changes); and 
(d) you have disclosed to us any significant assumptions or interpretations underlying the 
measurement or presentation of the supplementary information. 

Management is responsible for establishing and maintaining a process for tracking the status of 
audit findings and recommendations. Management is also responsible for identifying for us 
previous financial audits, attestation engagements, performance audits, or other studies related to 
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the objectives discussed in the Audit Objectives section of this letter. This responsibility 
includes relaying to us corrective actions taken to address significant findings and 
recommendations resulting from those audits, attestation engagements, performance audits, or 
studies. You are also responsible for providing management's view on our current findings, 
conclusions, and recommendations, as well as your planned corrective actions, for the report, and 
for the timing and format for providing that information. 

Audit Procedures - General 

An audit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence supporting the amounts and disclosures in 
the financial statements; therefore, our audit will involve judgment about the number of 
transactions to be examined and the areas to be tested. An audit also includes evaluating the 
appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of significant accounting 
estimates made by management, as well as evaluating the overall presentation of the financial 
statements. We will plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable rather than absolute 
assurance about whether the financial statements are free of material misstatement, whether from 
(1) errors, (2) fraudulent financial reporting, (3) misappropriation of assets, or (4) violations of 
laws or governmental regulations that are attributable to the entity or to acts by management or 
employees acting on behalf of the entity. Because the determination of abuse is subjective, 
Government Auditing Standards do not expect auditors to provide reasonable assurance of 
detecting abuse. 

Because of the inherent limitations of an audit, combined with the inherent limitations of internal 
control, and because we will not perform a detailed examination of all transactions, there is a risk 
that material misstatements or noncompliance may exist and not be detected by us, even though 
the audit is properly planned and performed in accordance with U.S. generally accepted auditing 
standards and Government Auditing Standards. In addition, an audit is not designed to detect 
immaterial misstatements or violations of laws or governmental regulations that do not have a 
direct and material effect on the financial statements or major programs. However, we will 
inform the appropriate level of management of any material errors or any fraudulent financial 
reporting or misappropriation of assets that come to our attention. We will also inform the 
appropriate level of management of any violations of laws or governmental regulations that 
come to our attention, unless clearly inconsequential. Our responsibility as auditors is limited to 
the period covered by our audit and does not extend to any later periods for which we are not 
engaged as auditors. 

Our procedures will include tests of documentary evidence supporting the transactions recorded 
in the accounts, and may include tests of the physical existence of inventories, and direct 
confirmation of receivables and certain other assets and liabilities by correspondence with 
selected individuals, funding sources, creditors, and financial institutions. We will request 
written representations from your attorneys as part of the engagement, and they may bill you for 
responding to this inquiry. At the conclusion of our audit, we will require certain written 
representations from you about the financial statements and related matters. 

Audit Procedures - Internal Controls 
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Our audit will include obtaining an understanding of the entity and its environment, including 
internal control, sufficient to assess the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements 
and to design the nature, timing, and extent of further audit procedures. Tests of controls may be 
performed to test the effectiveness of certain controls that we consider relevant to preventing and 
detecting errors and fraud that are material to the financial statements and to preventing and 
detecting misstatements resulting from illegal acts and other noncompliance matters that have a 
direct and material effect on the financial statements. Our tests, if performed, will be less in 
scope than would be necessary to render an opinion on internal control and, accordingly, no 
opinion will be expressed in our report on internal control issued pursuant to Government 
Auditing Standards. 

An audit is not designed to provide assurance on internal control or to identify significant 
deficiencies or material weaknesses. However, during the audit, we will communicate to 
management and those charged with governance internal control related matters that are required 
to be communicated under AICPA professional standards and Government Auditing Standards. 

Audit Procedures - Compliance 

As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free of 
material misstatement, we will perform tests of the Authority'S compliance with provisions of 
applicable laws, regulations, contracts, and agreements, including grant agreements. However, 
the objective ofour audit will not be to provide an opinion on overall compliance and we will not 
express such an opinion in our report on compliance issued pursuant to Government Auditing 
Standards. 

Engagement Administration, Fees, and Other 

We may from time to time, and depending on the circumstances, use third-party service 
providers in serving your account. We may share confidential information about you with these 
service providers, but remain committed to maintaining the confidentiality and security of your 
information. Accordingly, we maintain internal policies, procedures, and safeguards to protect 
the confidentiality of your personal information. In addition, we will secure confidentiality 
agreements with all service providers to maintain the confidentiality of your information and we 
will take reasonable precautions to determine that they have appropriate procedures in place to 
prevent the unauthorized release of your confidential information to others. In the event that we 
are unable to secure an appropriate confidentiality agreement, you will be asked to provide your 
consent prior to the sharing of your confidential information with the third-party service 
provider. Furthermore, we will remain responsible for the work provided by any such third-party 
service providers. 

We understand that your employees will prepare all cash or other confirmations we request and 
will locate any documents selected by us for testing. 

At the conclusion of the engagement, we will provide bound copies, unbound copies and 
electronic copies in portable document format (PDF) of all reports in the quantities you have 
designated. However, management is responsible for distribution of the reports and the financial 
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statements. Unless restricted by law or regulation, or containing privileged and confidential 
infonnation, copies of our reports are to be made available for public inspection. 

The audit documentation for this engagement is the property of GALLINA LLP and constitutes 
confidential infonnation. However, pursuant to authority given by law or regulation, we may be 
requested to make certain audit documentation available to the State Controller's Office or its 
designee, a federal agency providing direct or indirect funding, or the U.S. Government 
Accountability Office for purposes of a quality review of the audit, to resolve audit findings, or 
to carry out oversight responsibilities. We will notify you of any such request. If requested, 
access to such audit documentation will be provided under the supervision of GALLINA LLP 
personnel. Furthennore, upon request, we may provide copies of selected audit documentation 
to the aforementioned parties. These parties may intend, or decide, to distribute the copies or 
infonnation contained therein to others, including other governmental agencies. 

The audit documentation for this engagement will be retained for a minimum of seven years after 
the report release or for any additional period requested by the State Controller's Office. If we 
are aware that a federal awarding agency, pass-through entity, or auditee is contesting an audit 
finding, we will contact the party(ies) contesting the audit finding for guidance prior to 
destroying the audit documentation. 

The parties agree that any controversy or claim arising out of or relating to the services provided 
pursuant to this engagement letter agreement shall be detennined by arbitration in accordance 
with the applicable Arbitration Rules for Professional Accounting and Related Services Disputes 
of the American· Arbitration Association; and judgment on the award rendered by the 
arbitrator(s) may be rendered in any court of competent jurisdiction. 

We expect to begin our audit on approximately September 19, 2012. and to issue our reports no 
later than December 27,2012. Brad Constantine is the engagement partner and is responsible for 
supervising the engagement and signing the reports or authorizing another individual to sign 
them. Our fee for these services will be as follows: 

Audit and compilation of fmancial statements 
re aration of the State Controller's Re ort 

Our invoices for these fees will be rendered each month as work progresses and are payable on 
presentation. The above fee is based on anticipated cooperation from your personnel and the 
assumption that unexpected circumstances will not be encountered during the audit. If 
significant additional time is necessary, we will discuss it with you and arrive at a new fee 
estimate before we incur the additional costs. 

Government Auditing Standards require that we provide you with a copy of our most recent 
external peer review report and any letter of comment, and any subsequent peer review reports 
and letters of comment received during the period of the contract. Our 2009 peer review 
accompanies this letter. 
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We appreciate the opportunity to be of service to the South Placer Regional Transportation 
Authority and believe this letter accurately summarizes the significant terms of our engagement. 
If you have any questions, please let us know. If you agree with the terms of our engagement as 
described in this letter, please sign the enclosed copy and return it to us. 

Very truly yours, 
GALLINALLP 

(lJ~JJ 
Brad W. Constantine, 
Partner
 

RESPONSE:
 

This letter correctly sets forth the understanding of the South Placer Regional Transportation
 
Authority. 

By: _ 

Title: _ 

Date: 
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HANSEN,	 BARNETT & MAXWELL, P.e.
 
A Professional Corporation
 

Registcred with the Public Compan)'CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 
,-\rt'llunling O"ersigbl Board 

5 Triad Callcr. Suite 750 
Salt Lake City, LJT 84180·1128 ~ .. ,,,;:tpt·=.·l,. ...~"'r 

I)hone: (801) 532·2200 BAKER TillY 
Fax: (801) 532·7944 INTI'.RNATIONAt 
www.hbmepas.com A Member of the J10rum of Firms 

SYSTEM PEER REVIEW 

November 20,2009 

To the Partners 
Gallina LLP and the Peer Review Committee of the California Society ofCPAs 

We have reviewed the system of quality control for the accounting and auditing practice of Gallina LLP 
(the finn) in effect for the year ended May 31. 2009. Our review was conducted in accordance with the 
Standards for Perfonning and Reporting on Peer Reviews established by the Peer Review Board of the 
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants. The finn is responsible for designing a system of 
quality control and complying with it to provide the finn reasonable assurance of perfonning and 
reporting in confonnity with professional standards in all material respects. Our responsibility is to 
express an opinion on the design of the system of quality control and the finn's compliance therewith 
based on our review. The nature, objectives. scope, limitation of and the procedures perfonned in a 
System Review are described in the standards at www.aicpa.orglprsummary. 

As required by the standards. engagements selected for review included engagements perfomled under 
the Govemmelll Auditing Standards; and audits of employee benefit plans. 

In our opinion. the system of quality control for the accounting and auditing practice of Gallina LLP in 
effect for the year ended May 31, 2009, has been suitably designed and complied with to provide the 
firm with reasonable assurance of perfonning and reporting in confonnity with applicable professional 
standards in all material respects. Firms can receive a rating of pass, pass with de/iciellcy(ies) or fail. 
Gallina LLP has received a peer review rating ofpass. 



 

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

 
 
June 27, 2012 
 
Jeff Bray, Principal/Biologist 
LSA Associates, Inc. 
4200 Rocklin Road, Suite 11B 
Rocklin, CA  95677 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #12-01  

BETWEEN LSA ASSOCIATES, INC.  
AND THE SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

 
Dear Mr. Harlacher: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the South 
Placer Regional Transportation Planning Authority (SPRTA) and LSA Associates, Inc.” dated June 
27, 2012. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This amended letter of task agreement is the statement of 

contract-specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by LSA 
Associates, Inc. to provide Phase II Construction Monitoring services for the Route 65 Lincoln 
Bypass project. 

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence immediately and shall be completed in such a 

sequence to ensure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end no later than June 30, 
2014.  Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  During 
the term of this contract, you are not to engage in other work that would be deemed a conflict 
of interest with SPRTA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  LSA Associates will perform the tasks as shown on your proposal letter 

of February 29, 2011 (Attachment A). Consultant will perform the tasks as noted for Pre-
construction, Construction Season 2012, Construction Season 2013, and Post-Construction.  
Celia McAdam, Executive Director, will act as Project Manager. 

 
4. Personnel:  The LSA Associates team, as outlined in the attached proposal letter, is to 

perform the work. 
  
5. Compensation:  For services rendered, LSA Associates will be compensated for an amount 

not to exceed $141,109.   Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed.  
Such invoices shall includes tasks completed, hours associated with each task, and hourly 
rate. All reimbursable expenses shall be itemized with appropriate documentation.  Invoices 
will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
 
  



 
 
LSA Associates, Inc. 
Letter of Task Agreement #12-01 
June 27, 2012 
Page Two 
 
 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  
Questions concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia 
McAdam, Executive Director, at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
                                                                  ________________________________ 
Celia McAdam,    Date  Jeff Bray,   Date 
Executive Director     Principal/Biologist  
  
 
CM/sl 
Attachment  
 



POINT RICHMOND 
LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. BERKELEY FRESNO RIVERSIDE 
4200 ROCKLIN ROAD, SUIT E I I B 916.630.4600 TEL CARLSBAD IRVINE SAN LUIS OBISPO 
ROCKLIN, CALIFORNIA 95677 916.630.4603 FAX FORT COLLINS PALM SPRINGS SOUTH SAN FRANCISCOLSA 

RECEIVED
 
February 29, 2011 

MAR 0 1 2012 
Celia McAdam, AICP 
Executive Director 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency	 P.C.T.P.A. 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Subject: Route 65 Lincoln Bypass - Proposal for Phase II Construction Monitoring 

Dear Ms. McAdam: 

LSA Associates, Inc. (LSA) is pleased to present this proposal to Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency (PCTPA) for continued involvement in monitoring the Route 65 Lincoln Bypass 
project as it moves into Phase II of construction. This proposal is for construction monitoring in 
accordance with provisions included in environmental documents and permits for the project. In 
preparing our scope of work for this phase of the project, we have coordinated with Caltrans Senior 
Resource Biologist Chris Collison, Construction Liaison Encanta Engelby, and Construction Engineer 
Carl Berexa. 

In summary, LSA proposes to continue the following services, based on our revised and approved 
scope of work for Phase I (December 6, 2010) that includes: 

•	 monitoring of new grading to assure that Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) fencing is 
installed where needed and work is contained within the established project limits; 

•	 on-going monitoring and reporting to assure that ESA fencing is maintained and off-site impacts 
do not occur; 

•	 environmental Awareness Training (including preparation of a training DVD); 

•	 monitoring for nesting birds; and 

•	 helping relocate stranded wildlife. 

SCOPE OF WORK 

1.	 Pre-construction Tasks 

The following work will be performed by LSA's Biological Monitor prior to initiation of 
construction: 

1.1. Review all relevant environmental documents, permits, project plans, and specifications 
and provide recommendations to Caltrans regarding the need to implement mitigation 
measures prior to the contractor bid process. 

1.2. Review Contractor's proposed schedule of work and document that scheduling of 
construction activities is consistent with mitigation measures and permit requirements. 
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. 

1.3. Review rough grading plans and staking and document that field grading/construction 
limits are consistent with the plans, particularly in regard to any ESAs. 

1.4. Attend the preconstruction meeting, and up to two additional meetings as needed, with 
Engineer and Construction Contractor. 

1.5. Provide an initial presentation during the preconstruction meeting to educate all project 
personnel on protecting sensitive biological resources and, in particular, sensitive species 
that may occur in the project area; monitor construction crews and conduct up to two 
additional training sessions per construction season, as needed, to maintain wildlife 
awareness (includes providing U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) documentation 
of the training materials). 

1.6. Assure that ESAs and any other native habitats to be protected, including wetlands and 
other jurisdictional areas, adjacent to the construction limits are staked and clearly 
flagged prior to the start of construction. 

1.7. Assisting Caltrans with regulatory permitting, as necessary, including obtaining permits 
for new bridges at Markham Ravine and Lincoln Airport Creek. 

2. Construction Tasks 

Throughout the construction period, LSA's monitor will perform the following tasks on a regular 
basis (approximately once a week unless otherwise noted) during the years of 2012 and 2013 
construction periods: 

Construction.Season 2012 (March - December) 

2.1.	 Attend up to four construction meetings as needed during the construction period ; 
provide an annual presentation during a construction meeting to educate all project 
personnel on protecting sensitive biological resources and, in particular, sensitive species 
that may occur in the project area; conduct up to two additional training sessions per 
construction season, as needed, to maintain wildlife awareness; 

2.2.	 monitor ground disturbing activities in undeveloped areas during Phase II bridge
 
construction;
 

2.3.	 conduct weekly inspections during the nesting season (February - August) and when 
construction activities occur near vernal pool and other sensitive habitats; 

2.4.	 monitor construction activities and document that these activities are limited to the
 
specified construction limits, staging areas, and that ESAs remain protected from
 
disturbance; and
 

2.5.	 provide a yearly monitoring report to permitting agencies. 
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LSA ASSOCIATI~S. INC. 

Construction Season 2013 (January - December)1 

2.6.	 Attend up to four construction meetings periodically during the construction period; 
provide an annual presentation during a construction meeting to educate all project 
personnel on protecting sensitive biological resources and, in particular, sensitive species 
that may occur in the project area; conduct up to two additional training sessions per 
construction season, as needed, to maintain wildlife awareness; 

2.7.	 conduct weekly inspections during the nesting season (February - August) and when 
construction activities occur near vernal pool and other sensitive habitats; 

2.8.	 monitor construction activities and document that these activities are limited to the 
specified construction limits, staging areas, and that ESAs remain protected from 
disturbance; and 

2.9.	 provide a yearly monitoring report to permitting agencies. 

3. Post-construction Tasks 

3.1.	 Take post-project photos of the project, as it relates to impacts to jurisdictional waters, in 
accordance with agency permitting requirements; 

3.2.	 notify the permitting agencies of the completion of construction; and 

3.3.	 prepare a post-construction compliance report in accordance with the USFWS Biological 
Opinion. 

BUDGET 
We have based our budget on a construction period of 2 years. During initial construction activity in 
undeveloped areas, including staking, clearing, and grubbing etc., we anticipate site inspections once 
per week, on average. We also anticipate weekly site inspections when construction occurs in areas 
adjacent to vernal pool habitats or other sensitive habitats, and during the nesting bird season 
(generally February - August). Once construction for Phase II is underway, and no longer in areas 
adjacent to sensitive habitats, inspection will occur less frequently (usually biweekly). The actual 
frequency of site inspections will vary depending on construction activity. Many of the activities 
included in our scope of services are to be performed as needed and, consequently, the actual level of 
effort required can only be estimated. Accordingly, we request the opportunity to review our budget 
estimate on an annual basis and make appropriate adjustments to assure that the budget remains 
consistent with the actual work effort. 

Due to the extended duration of these services, we have included a 4 percent annual increase in our 
budget to account for inflation. 

We estimate that $141,109 would be sufficient to complete this scope of work. LSA will perform 
these services on an hourly basis in accordance with our standard rates and expenses (attached). 
A summary of the estimated budget is presented below in Table A and a detailed breakdown of each 
year's budget is attached. The estimated budget will not be exceeded without prior written approval. 

Construction activities may carryover into a third year (January 2014), and will require additional 
monitoring survey site visits as described in Sections 2.4 and 2.8. 
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. 

Table A: Estimated Yearly Costs For Phase II Construction Monitoring 

!Total ~o~;: ~~: 
Note: The total for Year 1 includes Pre-construction costs and Year 2 includes Post-construction costs. 

If you agree with the above terms, please provide written authorization to proceed. We look forward
 
to continuing our long association with this project and with PCTPA.
 

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any questions regarding our proposal.
 

Sincerely,
 

LSA ASSOCIATES, INC.
 

(j/4r
Jeff Bray 
PrincipallBiologist 

cc: Chris Collison 
Carl Berexa 

Attachments 
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Lincoln Bypass Project· Biological Construction Monitoring Budget Estimate 

Task 1 Task 2 Task 3 

Pre- Post-
Construction Construction Activities (2012 and Construction 

Activities 2013) Activities Total Amounts 
Current Year Year 
Hourly 1 Year 1 2 Year 2 

Technical Services Rate Hours Cost Hours Costs Hours Costs Hours Cost Hours Cost 
Jeff Bray 150 8 $1,200 24 $3,600 24 $3,600 8 $1,200 64 $9,600 
Laura Belt 85 52 $4,420 454 $38,590 454 $38,590 102 $8,670 1,062 $90,270 
Mike Trueblood 85 108 $9,180 16 $1,360 16 $1,360 8 $680 148 $12,580 
Word Processin~ 70 4 $280 8 $560 8 $560 8 $560 28 $1,960 
Office Assistant 70 4 $280 8 $560 8 $560 8 $560 28 $1,960 

Pro.iect Mana2ement 
Jeff Bray 150 12 $1,800 30 $4,500 30 $4,500 12 $1,800 84 $12,600 

.. Labor Totals /., , " >. $17,1'60 $49;170 $49,170 $13,470 1,330 $128;970 
Expenses 
Grand Totals 

$125 
$17,285 '. 

$1,500 
$50,670 

$1,500 
$50,670 

$75 
$13,545 

$3,200 
$132,170 

Inflation Adjustment (4% 
Annually) $691 $2,027 $4,054 $2,167 $8,939 
Adjusted Total $17,976 $52,697 $54,724 $15,712 $141,109 
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. 

HOURLY BILLING RATES EFFECTIVE AUGUST 2011
 

Planning Environmental Transportation 
Job Classification 

AirlNoise Cultural Resources Biology GIS 
Hourly Rate 

Rangel, 2 

Principal Principal Principal Principal Principal Principal Principal $135-300 
Associate Associate Associate Associate Associate Associate Associate $95-195 
Senior Planner Senior Environmental Senior Transportation Senior Air Qualityl Senior Cultural Senior BiologistIBotanist! Senior GIS $70-170 

Planner PlannerlEngineer Noise Specialist Resources Manager Wildlife Biologist! Specialist 
Ecologist!Soil Scientist! 
Herpetologist!Arborist 

Planner Environmental Planner Transportation Plannerl Air QualitylNoise Cultural Resources BiologistIBotanistlWildlife GIS Specialist $75-115 
Engineer Specialist Manager BiologistlEcologist!Soil 

ScientistlHerpetologist! 
Arborist 

Assistant Planner Assistant Assistant Transportation Air QualitylNoise Cultural Resources Assistant Biologist! Assistant GIS $50-100 
Environmental Planner PlannerlEngineer Analyst Analyst BotanistIWildlife Biologist! Specialist 

Ecologist!Soil Scientist! 
Herpetologist!Arborist 

Field Services 
Senior Field CrewlField Crew $50-85 

Office Services 
Research AssistantlTechnician $30-55 
Graphics $95-115 
Office Assistant $55-95 
Word Processing/Technical Editing $75-95 

The hourly rate for work involving actual expenses in court, giving depositions or similar expert testimony, will be billed at $400 per hour regardless of job classifications.
 
Hourly rates are subject to review at least annually, on or about August 1 of each year, and may be adjusted to reflect changing labor costs at LSA's discretion at that time.
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LSA ASSOCIATES, INC. 

LSA IN-HOUSE DIRECT EXPENSES
 
AUGUST 2011
 

Unit Cost 
Reproduction (8.5 xII) BIW 
Reproduction (8.5 xII) Color 
Reproduction (11 x 17) BIW 
Reproduction (11 x 17) Color 
CD Production 
Plotting 
Mileage On Road 
Mileage Off-Road 
GPS Unit 
Total Station Surveying Instrument 

$.07 per page 
$.40 per page 
$.10 per page 
$.75 per page 
$5.00 per CD 

$3.75 per sf 
$.555 per mile 
$.705 per mile 
$75.00 per day 
$50.00 per day 

Level (Laser or Optical) $25.00 per day 
Laser Rangefinder $25.00 per day 
Sound Meter 
Aerial Photo 
Boat Rental 
Water Quality Meter 

$75.00 per day 
Cost 

$50.00/day 
$25.00/day 
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299 NEVADA STREET ▪ AUBURN, CA 95603 ▪ (530) 823-4030 ▪ FAX 823-4036 

 
 
June 27, 2012 
 
Nancy Miller 
Miller & Owen 
428 J Street, Suite 400  
Sacramento, California 95814 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #12-01  

BETWEEN MILLER & OWEN AND  
THE SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY  

 
Dear Ms. Miller: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the 
South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) and Miller & Owen” dated June 27, 
2012. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of Task Agreement is the statement of 

contract-specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Miller & 
Owen to provide legal counsel to SPRTA. 

  
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2012 and shall be completed in 

such a sequence as to assure that services are completed in a timely manner.  This 
contract shall end on June 30, 2013. Extensions to this contract may be made with the 
agreement of both parties.  During the term of this contract, you are not to engage in 
other work that would be deemed a conflict of interest with SPRTA interests. 

 
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform the tasks described below.  Celia McAdam, 

Executive Director, will act as Project Manager. 
 

a. Provide legal review and advice to the Agency on documents, agreements, 
memoranda of understanding, and funding agreements between agencies and 
analysis of legislation as it may affect Agency programs.   

b. Provide legal review and advice to the Agency on documents, agreements, and 
responsibilities relating to administration and personnel issues for a public agency; 

c. Attend Board meetings as may be required on an “as needed” basis as 
requested by the Executive Director; 

d. Other legal services as may be needed and requested by the Executive Director or 
the Board of Directors.   

 
4. Personnel:  Nancy Miller will provide primary legal counsel; Consultant will provide 

additional personnel to perform above noted services as needed. 
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5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated at the following 

rates: 
 

Miller & Owen Staff 
Hourly Billing 

Rate 
Nancy C. Miller  $            265 
William L. Owen  $            265  
Paul J. Chrisman  $            250  

Christiane E. Layton  $            250  
Madeline E. Miller  $            225  
Jennifer V. Gore  $            225  

Matthew M. McOmber  $            190  
Other Associates  $       165 - 250 

Paralegals  $            105  
 

Documented mileage for this assignment will be reimbursed at the current IRS rate.  
Other actual costs and expenses (excluding travel time) incurred by the firm will also be 
reimbursed (at actual cost, no markup).  All costs and expenses billed will be fully 
itemized.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis for work completed.  Such invoices 
shall includes tasks completed, hours associated with each task, and hourly rate.  
Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt. 

 
If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  
Questions concerning this agreement and the project in general should be directed to Celia 
McAdam at (530) 823-4030. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
 
 
 
___________________________________  ___________________________________ 
Celia McAdam,    Date  Nancy Miller     Date 
Executive Director     Miller & Owen 
South Placer Regional Transportation Authority 
  
CM/sl 
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June 27, 2012 
 
Hal Weber, CPA 
9223 Whittemore Drive 
Elk Grove, CA  95624 
 
SUBJECT:  LETTER OF TASK AGREEMENT #12-01  

BETWEEN HAL WEBER, CPA AND  
THE SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 

 
Dear Mr. Weber: 
 
This letter, when countersigned, authorizes work under the “Master Agreement between the Placer 
County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Hal Weber” dated June 23, 2010. 
 
1. Incorporated Master Agreement:  This letter of task agreement is the statement of contract - 

specific requirements applicable to the work effort to be undertaken by Hal Weber, CPA to 
provide accounting oversight of the South Placer Regional Transportation Authority 
(SPRTA). This signed Letter of Task Agreement comprises the contract between Hal 
Weber and SPRTA, with PCTPA acting as contract administrator.   

 
2. Term:  Consultant services are to commence July 1, 2012 and shall be completed in such a 

sequence as to assure that timelines are met.  This contract shall end on June 30, 2013.  
Extensions to this contract may be made with the agreement of both parties.  

  
3. Scope of Services:  Consultant will perform accounting tasks as required in consultation with 

the Fiscal/Administrative Officer.  Such duties may include: review of SPRTA accounting, 
assistance with complex accounting issues, and assistance with the annual independent 
fiscal audit. 

 
4. Personnel:  The sole consultant is to perform the work in this Letter of Agreement and will 

provide his own administrative support and overhead expenses. 
 
5. Compensation:  For services rendered, Consultant will be compensated at a rate of $110.00 

per hour for a total amount not to exceed $500.  Consultant will invoice on a monthly basis 
for work completed.  Invoices will be paid within thirty (30) days of receipt.  Documented 
mileage for this assignment will be reimbursed at the current IRS rate.  Other actual and 
necessary telephone costs will also be reimbursed.  Telephone bills, invoices, etc. must be 
provided for any reimbursements. 
 

If this Letter of Task Agreement meets with your approval, please sign and return one copy.  
Questions concerning this agreement should be directed to Shirley LeBlanc, Fiscal/ Administrative 
Officer, at 530-823-4034. 
 
Sincerely,      Accepted by: 
        
 
_________________________________  _________________________________                                
Celia McAdam   Date    Hal Weber, CPA  Date 
Executive Director      
South Placer Regional Transportation Authority    
 



 

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

TO: Board of Directors DATE:  June 13, 2012
  
FROM: Celia McAdam, Executive Director  
  
SUBJECT: FY 2012/13 ADMINISTRATIVE BUDGET 
 
 
Action Requested 
Board approval of the FY 2012/13 budget for the administration of the South Placer 
Regional Transportation Authority. 
 
Background 
Under the Implementation Plan adopted by the Board in April 2002, SPRTA allocates 
not more than $150,000 annually for the administration of the Authority.  The intent is for 
that amount to cover administrative contracts, including traffic modeling, legal services, 
and PCTPA's expenses to administer the Authority on an actual cost basis.    
 
Discussion 
As shown in Attachment 1, the FY 2011/12 administrative budget is proposed at 
$78,391, approximately the same as the $79,608 budget in FY 2011/12. 
 
The staffing costs for FY 2011/12 were unusually low, reflecting the reduced staffing 
due to the retirement of Senior Planner Stan Tidman in December; this should increase 
somewhat to reflect our resuming previous staffing levels in July.  No major updates for 
the Regional Transportation and Air Quality Mitigation Fee Program are included for FY 
2012/13 so ongoing costs for traffic modeling and engineering services are expected to 
be lower.  
 
CM:ss 
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Table 1
SPRTA Administrative Budget Summary

FY 2012/13

Expenditures
Adopted

Proposed FY 2011/12 Difference
PCTPA Administrative Contract $55,741 $41,458 $14,283
Legal Services $3,000 $3,000 $0
Traffic Modeling/Engineering Services $12,000 $27,500 ($15,500)
Financial Audits $6,150 $6,150 $0
Direct Expenses (note 1) $1,000 $1,000 $0
Accounting Services $500 $500 $0
Contingency funds $0 $0 $0

Total $78,391 $79,608 ($1,217)

Revenues  
Adopted

Proposed FY 2011/12 Difference
SPRTA Fees $78,391 $79,608 ($1,217)

Total $78,391 $79,608 ($1,217)

Contingency Funds Proposed FY 2011/12 Difference
$0 $0 $0

Revenue to Expenditure Comparison
Adopted

Proposed FY 2011/12
Surplus/(Deficit) $0 $0

Note 1:  Direct expenses include postage, printing, advertising, and meeting expenses.
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SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

May 8, 2012 
 
 
ATTENDANCE:  Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln (via teleconference) 

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

Lincoln Bypass/Nelson Lane Funding Issue 
Bruce Burnworth indicated he has been working with Placer County on constructing a 
new bridge between Nicholas Road and the Lincoln Bypass.  Burnworth is waiting to 
hear from Caltrans on how much is covered under the Highway Bridge Replacement 
Funds Program.  Estimated cost for the unfunded portion of the project is $.5M to $1M 
with a $1M local match.  This project needs to be completed quickly due to the 
construction of the Lincoln Bypass project and reconfiguration of traffic onto Nelson 
Lane.  There will be an increase of 1,200 to 14,000 cars a day when the Bypass is 
completed.  This project is scheduled for completion in 2014 and staff is trying to 
complete the project in 2013.   
 
Burnworth is looking for funding dieas.  Lincoln and the County will provide some local 
match, and will apply for State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) funds.  Burnworth is 
wondering if there is opportunity for SPRTA funding. 
 
Celia McAdam noted this project is eligible for SPRTA funds designated for the Lincoln 
Bypass project, and that we have not fully allocated the full $30 million contribution.  
The problem is cash flow, which is very slim at this point.  She noted that relinquishment 
reimbursements are budgeted to be paid to the County and City in 2014 and we could 
look at accelerating a portion of the City’s reimbursements.  McAdam asked for TAC 
members’ willingness for flexibility to front the money for this project.  Ken Grehm 
mentioned there are other projects in line for reimbursement from SPRTA.  McAdam 
suggested if we reduce SPRTA’s reserves we may be able to front $.5M and keep 
everyone on the existing schedule for reimbursement. 
 
Rhon Herndon suggested keeping the two-lane segment for awhile.  McAdam noted this 
is the last year for SLPP dollars and we would be leaving money on the table if we did 
not pursue these funds.  There was discussion regarding variables for funding of this 
project.  McAdam suggested running the numbers to see if we could use $.5M now for 
half of the Nelson Lane Project from SPRTA, $.5M in the future for relinquishment and 
$1.5M SLPP match.  TAC members concurred with this strategy. 
 



  Page 2 

Burnworth mentioned he attempted to obtain toll credits, but they did not apply for this 
project.  He will go back to the State to attempt to change the requirements and asked if 
TAC members would support this effort.  Grehm noted the Rural Counties made a 
proposal to get their highway bridges covered but did not succeed.  Grehm would 
support Burnworth’s efforts if other projects benefitted as well. 
 
McAdam will run numbers and we will discuss this issue further at our June TAC 
meeting. 
 
Other Issues 
Scott Gandler stated the analysis for the partial Tier 2 fee deferral was almost 
completed.  Upon completion Gandler will forward the information to TAC members and 
will document assumptions. 
 
Meeting adjourned. 
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SOUTH PLACER REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 

June 12, 2012 
 
 
ATTENDANCE:  Bruce Burnworth, City of Lincoln 

Andrew Gaber, Placer County Public Works 
Rich Moorehead, Placer County Public Works 
Dave Palmer, City of Rocklin 
Rhon Herndon, City of Roseville 
Chris Kraft, City of Roseville 
 
Celia McAdam, PCTPA 
Sue Sholtis, PCTPA 
 
 

SPRTA Cash Flow Update 
Celia McAdam summarized the Summary of Potential Allocations and Cash Flow 
handout with TAC members.  McAdam noted cash flow is not doing well.  Notable items 
this year include $1M in fees received from Thunder Valley Casino expansion, as well 
as a $1M invoice from the City of Rocklin for Segments 5 and 6 of Sierra College Blvd., 
all of which have been noted in the cash flow under FY 2011/12. 
 
McAdam indicated we can cover existing allocations, but foresees some potential 
challenges with future allocations in three years paying back Roseville for Segment 7 of 
Sierra College Blvd. and reimbursing Placer County for Auburn/Folsom Road.  The 
most recent cash flow analysis includes fronting $.5M to Lincoln for matching funds on 
the Nelson Lane project as discussed at the May TAC meeting.  McAdam asked TAC 
about various ideas to move dollars around to cover short term needs, while noting the 
impacts to longer term commitments.  Bruce Burnworth expressed concern about too 
much delay in payment of the relinquishment.  TAC members will consider these ideas 
and discuss in further depth at a future meeting.  
 
ITE 8th Edition Fee Update - Timing 
Celia McAdam asked TAC members whether we should have Fehr & Peers update 
SPRTA’s fee schedule to the 8th edition of ITE.  Although not all jurisdictions are 
currently utilizing the 8th edition, TAC members felt it would be good to do from an 
analysis standpoint.  McAdam will ask Fehr & Peers to update the trip generation 
schedule which will be implemented at a later time. 
 
City of Roseville Tier 2 Fee Deferral Proposal and Analysis 
Chris Kraft reviewed the June 4 City of Roseville memo which analyzed deferring 
SPRTA’s Tier 2 fees.  The analysis outlined what type of cash flow there would be with 
different assumptions of fee deferrals, with the idea that deferral of fees would help kick 
start development.  These assumptions and various scenarios were discussed in depth 
by TAC members.  Bruce Burnworth stated he would like the assumptions tied to the 
number of units rather than years.   
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Andrew Gaber noted that if the fee deferrals were to go forward, the Memorandum of 
Agreement for the Tier 2 Development Fee Program would need to be modified and 
brought back before the members’ councils and boards for their approval.   
 
It was agreed that McAdam would work with Kraft to craft principles to bring back to 
next month’s TAC meeting for TAC review and discussion.   
 
SPRTA 2012/13 Administrative Budget 
Celia McAdam reviewed SPRTA’s FY 2012/13 Administrative Budget, noting the 
$78,000 budget is well below the $150,000 annual maximum.  There were no questions 
or comments from TAC members.  This item will go to the SPRTA Board for approval at 
the June Board meeting. 
 
Meeting adjourned at 3:00 p.m. 


