
s 1ra 
Soia-<!~~~~ 

One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, California 94585 

Area Code 707 MEETING NOTICE 

424-6075 • Fax 424-6074 
Wednesday, March 12, 2003 

Members: 

Benicia 
Dixon 
Fairfield 
Rio Vista 
Solano County 
Suisun City 
Vacaville 
Vallejo 

Jim Spering, 
Chair 

City of Suisun City 

Michael Segala 

ITEM 

STA Board Meeting 
Suisun City Hall Council Chambers 
701 Civic Center Drive 
Suisun City, CA 

6:00P.M. Regular Meeting 

MISSION STATEMENT- SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
To improve the quality of life in Solano County by delivering 
transportation system projects to ensure mobility, travel safety, and 
economic vitality. 

Time set forth on agenda is an estimate. Items may be heard before or after the 
times designated 

BOARD/STAFF PERSON 

I. CALL TO ORDER- CONFIRM QUORUM Acting Chair Silva 

II. APPROVAL OF AGENDA (6:00- 6:05p.m.) 

ID. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT (6:05- 6:10p.m.) 
Pursuant to the Brown Act, each public agency must provide the public 
with an opportunity to speak on any matter within the subject matter 
jurisdiction of the agency and which is not on the agency's agenda for that 
meeting. Comments are limited to no more than 5 minutes per speaker. 
By law, no action may be taken on any item raised during the public 
comment period although informational answers to questions may be 
given and matters may be referred to staff for placement on a future 
agenda of the agency. 

This agenda shall be made available upon request in alternative formats 
to persons with a disability, as required by the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 12132) and the Ralph M. Brown 
Act (Cal. Govt. Code Sec. 54954.2). Persons requesting a disability-related 
modification or accommodation should contact Kim Cassidy, Clerk of the Board, at 
707.424.6075 during regular business hours, at least 24 hours prior to the time of the 
meeting. 

STA Boat'd Members: 
Karin MacMillan, Pierre Bidou Mary Ann Courville Marci Coglianese Len Augustine Dan Donahue John Silva 

Vice Chair 
City of Fairfield City of Benicia City of Dixon City of Rio Vista City of Vacaville City of Vallejo County of Solano 

ST A Alternates: 
Harry Price Dan Smith Gil Vega Ed Woodruff Rischa Slade Pete Rey Barbara Kondylis 



IV. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT (6:10-6:15 p.m.)- Pg 1 Daryl K. Halls 

V. COMMENTS/UPDATE FROM STAFF, 
CAL TRANS AND MTC (6:15- 6:45p.m.) 

A. Ca1trans Report 

B. MTC Report 

c. Informational Presentation on 
STA Fund Sources 

VI. CONSENT CALENDAR 
Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one motion 

Y ader Bermudez 

Daryl Halls 

(Note: Items under consent calendar may be removed for separate discussion) 
(6:45-6:50 p.m.)- Pg 13 

A. STA Board Minutes of February 5, 2003 Kim Cassidy 
Recommendation: Approve the minutes of February 5, 2003 - Pg 15 

B. 

c. 

D. 

Approve Draft TAC Minutes of February 26, 2003 
Recommendation: Receive and file draft TAC minutes 
of February 26, 2003- Pg 21 

FY 2002/2003 Second Quarter Financial Report 
Recommendation: Receive and file 
-Pg25 

2004 STIP Amendment for FY 2003-04 
Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to request 
an amendment to the 2002 RTIP in accordance with 
Attachment B- Pg 27 

Kim Cassidy 

Daryl Halls, 
Nancy Whelan 

Mike Duncan 

E. Legislative Report Janice Sells 
Recommendation: Approve the following: 
I. AB 826 (Salinas)- Watch 
2.SB 170 (Torlakson)- Watch 
3. SB 916 (Perala) - Watch- Pg 31 

F. 2003 Tranny Award Nomination for the Solano Dan Christians 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan 
Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to submit 
a 2003 Tranny nomination to the California Transportation 

Foundation for the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan 
-Pg77 



Vll. ACTION ITEMS -FINANCIAL 

A. Revised 5-Year Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan Robert Guerrero 
and TDA Article 3 Claims for 2003-04 
Recommendation: Approve the following: 
I) The 5-Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan for 
2003-2008; and 2) TDA Article 3 claims for projects listed 
for 2003-04 in the 5-Year Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan and submit to 
MTC as follows: 

A. City of Benicia Park Road $160,000 
Bicycle/Pedestrian 
Improvements 

B. County of Solano Dixon to Davis Bike $125,000 
Route 

c. City of Suisun City Central County Bikeway $25,000 
Project 
Total: $310,000 

(6:50-6:55 p.m.)-Pg81 

B. Consultant Service for Analysis of Measure E Daryl Halls 
Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to enter into 
an agreement with Smith, Kempton & Watts for consultant 

services for an amount up to $20, 000 for a four-month period 
beginning on March 17, 2003- (6:55-7:00 p.m.)- Pg 87 

VIII. INFORMATION ITEMS-

A. 

B. 

Draft "Toolkit" STA!YSAQMD 
Land Use Conference Update 
Recommendation: Review and prioritize comments 
- (7:00-7:15 p.m.)- Pg 93 

MTC Partnership Board - Regional Policies 
Update 
Informational- (7: 15-7:20 p.m.)- Pg 97 

(No Discussion Necessary) 

c. 

D. 

North Connector Project Environmental 
Scoping Meeting- March 6, 2003 
Informational- Pg 129 

Highway Projects Status Report 
Informational- Pg 137 

Dan Christians 

Daryl Halls 

Mike Duncan 

Mike Duncan 



E. Funding Opportunities Summary 
Informational- Pg 149 

IX. BOARD MEMBERS COMMENTS 

X. ADJOURNMENT 
(Next meeting: April 9, 2003, Suisun City Hall) 

Robert Guerrero 



DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

March 5, 2003 
STABoard 
Daryl K. Halls 

MEMORANDUM 

Executive Director's Report- March 2003 

Agenda Item IV 
March 12, 2003 

The following is a brief status report on some of the major issues and projects currently being 
advanced by the STA. An asterisk(*) notes items included in this month's Board agenda. 

State Budget Update/CTC and Caltrans Begin to Prioritize Projects 
Both Caltrans Headquarters and the California Transportation Commission (CTC) have begun to 
prepare separate priority project lists in preparation for the need to develop contingency 
allocation plans. The State Highway Account (SHA) continues to be spent down covering the 
project costs for State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and Transportation 
Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) projects previously allocated by the CTC. Caltrans is 
projecting that the SHA balance will reach $0 in May or June of2003. At the joint meeting of 
the California Association of Council of Governments (CALCOG), Regional Transportation 
Planning Agencies (RTP As) and Caltrans, both MTC and Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Los Angeles County) proposed separate and distinctly different approaches for addressing the 
growing cash flow problem facing California's transportation community. At a second statewide 
workshop scheduled for March 12, 2003, the CTC will release and discuss their draft outline and 
priorities for future allocations of SHA funds. Concurrently, Caltrans District IV has developed 
its own prioritization of projects in the Bay Area and they are working with staff from the nine 
Bay Area Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) and MTC to review these priorities in 
preparation for future meetings with Caltrans Headquarters and the CTC. At this point, the 
entire discussion is very fluid and unsettled and will likely remain so until the details of the State 
Budget begin to come together. Currently, STA staff is working with staff from Caltrans, MTC 
and local project sponsors to ensure that the funding for our priority projects is protected to the 
best extent possible. Mike Duncan will be attending the CTC workshop on March 12'h and staff 
will provide an update at the meeting. 

STA Federal Earmark Priorities 
On March 10 -12, I will be joining Jim Spering in Washington D.C. as part of the Bay Area's 
annual advocacy trip. MTC's list of regional earmark priorities includes the 1-80/680 
Interchange as part of regional support for Resolution 3434. Historically, MTC has not 
supported specific earmarks for highway projects, but this year, in recognition of the North Bay's 
support of Resolution 3434 (New Rail Starts), MTC is highlighting three highway earmarks in · 
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Executive Director's Memo 
March 5, 2003 
Page2 

the North Bay (1-80/680 in Solano, 101 Novato Narrows in Marin and Sonoma, and Jameson 
Canyon in Napa and Solano). This recognition by the region's federally designated Metropolitan 
Planning Organization (MPO) will give these projects an advantage in successfully obtaining 
federal earmarks from California's two U.S. Senators (Boxer and Feinstein) in addition to our 
Congressional Representatives, Miller and Tauscher. Board Members (and Alternates) Jim 
Spering, Len Augustine, Dan Donahue, and Harry Price are scheduled to participate in the STA' s 
advocacy trip to Washington D.C. the first week of April. 

Meetings with State Legislators/Priorities for State Lobbyists 
On March 3, 2003, the STA's Executive Committee met with our state lobbyists, Josh Shaw and 
Paul Yoder (Shaw/Yoder), to discuss and provide direction regarding the STA' s priorities and 
legislative strategies for the current state legislative session. In addition to presentations and 
regular written updates, Shaw/Yoder has been tasked with assuming a more proactive role in the 
development and communication with the Board and staff of strategies to ensure STA's 
legislative priorities are well positioned and specific goals are obtained. 

Status of Bridge Toll and MTC/ABAG Merger Legislation* 
State Senator Don Perata has introduced legislation, SB 916, that proposes to increase the toll on 
the Bay Area's seven state owned bridges from $2 to $3. MTC staff has developed a draft 
expenditure plan for the proposed bridge toll, but the plan is not yet public. STA staff has 
worked very closely with MTC Commissioner Jim Spering and MTC staff to ensure STA's 
priority projects are reflected in the Expenditure Plan consistent with the Board's adopted lists of 
projects and recommended allocations for capital and operating. Last week, all four Solano 
County State Legislators (Chesbro, Machado, Wiggins and Wolk) signed a letter addressed to 
Senator Perata supporting the STA's list of projects for Bridge Toll funding. 

Expanded MTC/STA Work Plan -Transportation/Land Use on the Road 
The Bay Area CMA directors met with Steve Heminger, MTC Executive Director, last week, to 
review the proposed MTC/CMA expanded work plan. The meeting was very positive and 
Heminger requested several formatting and minor amendments to the proposed list of tasks. 
MTC' s Planning and Operations Committee is scheduled to consider this item on April 11, 2003. 
ST A staff continues to provide presentations to local government staff and elected officials as 
directed by the Board last month. Staff is planning to agendize this item, with a summary of all 
comments received, for Board consideration in April. 

STA Transportation/Land Use Toolkit and Upcoming Conference* 
Staff and consultants have been working diligently with the Alternative Modes Subcommittee to 
develop the STA's Transportation/Land Use Toolkit for the upcoming Conference on April11, 
2003. The Subcommittee has met twice to review the documents and provide input. Copies of 
the draft "toolkit" were distributed to all members of the STA Board, STA TAC, Transit 
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Executive Director's Memo 
March 5, 2003 
Page 3 

Consortium, and Solano County's Planning Directors last week. This item has been agendized 
for Board discussion and comments at our meeting of March 12, 2003. 

Workshop on STA Funding Sources/2"d Quarter Financial Report for FY 2002/03 (*) 
Included with this agenda is the 2"a Quarter Financial Report for FY 2002/03 prepared by our 
financial consultant, Nancy Whelan. The report illustrates that the STA expenditures are staying 
within spending limits of the STA Board's adopted FY 02/03 budget. In follow up to the Board 
budget workshop provided in November 2002, staff will be providing a short informational 
workshop on the STA's 30 funding sources. This session is designed to help better educate the 
Board Members, particularly some of the newer members, about the variety of transportation 
funding sources and how these funds are utilized to cover the costs of STA' s operations, 
planning, projects and programs. 

Route 30 Transit Service to Sacramento Is Off aud Running 
Over the last two months, the STA Board approved the revised route and service hours, modified 
fare structure, and new funding plan for Transit Route 30. On Monday, March 3, 2003, the new 
service to Sacramento became a reality thanks to the cooperation and participation of the cities of 
Dixon, Fairfield, Vacaville, and Solano County, and the collective efforts of Fairfield/Suisun 
Transit and SNCI staff. 

Attachments: 
Attached for your information are any key correspondence, the STA 's list of acronyms and an 
update of the STA meeting calendar. Transportation related newspaper articles will be included 
with your Board folders at the meeting. 
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ABAG 
ADA 
APDE 

AQMP 
BAAQMD 

BAC 
BCDC 

Solano Transportation Authority 
Acronyms List 

Updated 12/30/02 

Association of Bay Area Governments IS TEA Intermodal Surface Transportation 
Americans with Disabilities Act Efficiency Act 
Advanced Project ITIP Interregional Transportation 
Development!Element (STIP) Improvement Program 
Air Quality Management Plan ITS Intelligent Transportation System 
Bay Area Air Quality Management 
District JARC Jobs Access Reverse Commute 
Bicycle Advisory Committee JPA Joint Powers Agreement 
Bay Conservation and Development LTA Local Transportation Authority 
Commission LEV Low Emission Vehicle 

CAL TRANS California Department of LIFT Low Income Flexible Transportation 
Transportation LOS Level of Service 

CEQA California Environmental Quality Act LTF Local Transportation Funds 
CARB California Air Resource Board 
CCTA Contra Costa Transportation Authority MIS Major Investment Study 
CHP California Highway Patrol MOU Memorandum of Understanding 
CIP Capital Improvement Program MPO Metropolitan Planning Organization 
CMA Congestion Management Agency MTC Metropolitan Transportation 
CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Commission 
CMP Congestion Management Program MTS Metropolitan Transportation System 
CNG Compressed Natural Gas NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 
CTA County Transportation Authority NCTPA Napa County Transportation Planning 
CTC California Transportation Commission Agency 
CTEP County Transportation Expenditure NHS National Highway System 

Plan 
CTP Comprehensive Transportation Plan OTS Office of Traffic Safety 

DBE Disadvantage Business Enterprise PCC Paratransit Coordinating Council 
DOT Federal Department of Transportation PCRP Planning and Congestion Relief 

Program 
EIR Environmental Impact Report PDS Project Development Support 
EIS Environmental Impact Statement PDT Project Delivery Team 
EPA Federal Environmental Protection PMP Pavement Management Program 

Agency PMS Pavement Management System 
PNR Park and Ride 

FHWA Federal Highway Administration POP Program of Projects 
FTA Federal Transit Administration PSR Project Study Report 
GAR VEE Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicles RABA Revenue Alignment Budget Authority 
GIS Geographic Information System REPEG Regional Environmental Public 

Education Group 
HIP Housing Incentive Program RFP Request for Proposal 
HOV High Occupancy Vehicle RFQ Request for Qualification 

RTEP Regional Transit Expansion Policy 

4 



RTIP 

RTMC 

RTP 
RTPA 

SA COG 

SCTA 

SHOPP 

SNCI 
SOY 
SMAQMD 

SP&R 
SRITP 
SRTP 
STA 
STAF 
STIA 

STIP 

STP 
TAC 
TAZ 
TCI 
TCM 
TCRP 

TDA 
TEA 
TEA-21 

TDM 
TFCA 
TIP 
TLC 

TMTAC 

TOS 

Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program 
Regional Transit Marketing 
Committee 
Regional Transportation Plan 
Regional Transportation Planning 
Agency 
Sacramento Area Council of 
Governments 

Sonoma County Transportation 
Authority 
State Highway Operational Protection 
Program 
Solano Napa Commuter Information 
Single Occupant Vehicle 
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District 
State Planning and Research 
Short Range Intercity Transit Plan 
Short Range Transit Plan 
Solano Transportation Authority 
State Transit Assistance Fund 
Solano Transportation Improvement 
Authority 
State Transportation Improvement 
Program 
Surface Transportation Program 
Technical Advisory Committee 
Transportation Analysis Zone 
Transit Capital Improvement 
Transportation Control Measure 
Transportation Congestion Relief 
Program 
Transportation Development Act 
Transportation Enhancement Activity 
Transportation Efficiency Act for the 
21" Century 
Transportation Demand Management 
Transportation for Clean Air Funds 
Transportation Improvement Program 
Transportation for Livable 
Communities 
Transportation Management Technical 
Advisory Committee 
Traffic Operation System 
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TRAC 
TSM 

UZA 
VTA 

W2Wk 

Trails Advisory Committee 
Transportation Systems Management 

Urbanized Area 
Valley Transportation Authority (Santa 
Clara) 

Welfare to Work 
WCCCTAC West Contra Costa County 

Transportation Advisory Committee 

YSAQMD Yolo/Solano Air Quality Management 
District 

ZEV Zero Emission Vehicle 



DATE TIME 
Mar. 12 6:00p.m 
Mar. 13 6:30p.m. 
Mar. 21 12:30 p.m. 
Mar. 26 10:00 a.m. 
Mar. 26 1:30p.m. 
Apr. 3 6:00p.m. 
Apr. 9 6:00p.m. 
Apr. 11 8:00a.m. 
Apr. 30 10:00 a.m. 
Apr. 30 1:30p.m. 
May 14 6:00p.m. 
May 16 12:30 p.m. 

~ay28 10:00 a.m. 
May28 1:30 p.m. 
June 5 6:00p.m. 
June 11 6:00p.m. 
June 25 10:00 a.m. 
June 25 1:30 p.m. 
July 9 6:00p.m. 
July 18 !2:30p.m. 
July 30 10:00 a.m. 
July 30 1:30 p.m. 
August 7 6:00p.m. 
Sept. 10 6:00p.m. 
Sept. 19 12:00 p.m. 
Sept. 24 10:00 a.m. 
Sept. 24 1:30 p.m. 
Oct. 2 6:00p.m. 

STA MEETING SCHEDULE 
(For The Calendar Year 2003) 

DESCRIPTION 
STA Board Meeting 
Bicycle Advisory Committee Meeting 
Paratransit Coordinating Council 
Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium 
Technical Advisory Committee 
Bicycle Advisory Committee 
STA Board Meeting 
Transportation Land Use Conference 
Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium 
Technical Advisory Committee 
STA Board Meeting 
Paratransit Coordinating Council 
Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium 
ST A Board Meeting 
Bicycle Advisory Committee 
STA Board Meeting 
Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium 
Technical Advisory Committee 
ST A Board Meeting 
Paratransit Coordinating Council 
Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium 
Technical Advisory Committee 
Bicycle Advisory Committee 
ST A Board Meeting 
Paratransit Coordinating Council 
Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium 
Technical Advisory Committee 
Bicycle Advisory Committee 

LOCATION CONFIRMED 
Suisun City Hall X 
STA Conference Room X 

FF Committee Center/Conference Rm. X 

STA Conference Room X 
STA Conference Room X 

STA Conference Room X 

Suisun City Hall X 

Travis Employ. Credit Union X 

STA Conference Room X 

STA Conference Room X 

Suisun City Hall X 
FF Committee Center/ Conference Rm. X 
STA Conference Room X 

STA Conference Room X 
STA Conference Room X 

Suisun City Hall X 

STA Conference Room X 
STA Conference Room X 

Suisun City Hall X 
FF Committee Center/Conference Rm. X 
STA Conference Room X 

STA Conference Room X 
ST A Conference Room X 

Suisun City Hall X 

FF Committee Center/Conference Rm. X 
STA Conference Room X 

STA Conference Room X 

STA Conference Room X 
-

Updated 03/05/2003 



Oct. 8 6:00p.m. ST A Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X 
! 

Oct. 29 10:00 a.m. Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room X 

Oct. 29. 1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X 

Nov. 12 5:00p.m. ST A Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X 

Nov. 12 6:00p.m. STA 6lli Annual Awards Suisun City Community Center X 

Nov. 21 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council FF Committee Center/Conference Rm. X 

Dec. 4 6:00p.m. Bicycle Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X 

Dec. 10 6:00p.m. STABoard Meeting Suisun City Hall X 

Dec. TBD Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium ST A Conference Room X 

Dec. TBD Technical Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X 

-...1 
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The Ferguson Group, LLC 
1215 K Street+ Suite 1905 + Sacramento, CA + 95814 
Phone (916) 443-8500 + Fax (916) 443-8545 

March 3, 2003 

Memorandum 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Solano Transportation Authority 
City of Vacaville 

Mike Miller 

Client Report 

••• 

City of Fairfield 
City of Vallejo 

The following is a brief update on February 2003 activity and anticipated Ferguson Group action 
items in March 2003 on behalf of the Solano Transportation Authority, the City of Fairfield, the 
City of Vacaville, and the City of Vallejo. Our projects are: 

- 80/680 Interchange -Jepson Parkway 
- Vallejo Station - Fairfield!V acaville Station 

Capitol Hill Update. 

Congress finally passed the Fiscal Year 2003 Omnibus Appropriations bill in February. The bill 
included all Transportation Appropriations. The bill included the following earmarks for our 
projects: 

• $1,000,000 for the Vallejo Station Project; and 

• $500,000 for the Fairfield I Vacaville Train Station. 

The Bush Administration is finalizing its T3 reauthorization billin advance of sending it to 
Congress for consideration. The legislation could be sent to Capitol Hill as early as the week of 
March lOth. Congress is also drafting T3 reauthorization legislation. The House deadline for 
project requests was extended to March 14'h. STA's project requests have been submitted to our 
congressional delegation for consideration. Congress and the Administration are still on track to 
pass T3 by September 30th-TEA-21's expiration date. 

1130 Connecticut Ave., N. W. • Suite 300 • Washington, DC • 20036 • (202) 331-8500 • Fax (202) 331-1598 
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February 2003 - Activities. 

• Track congressional appropriations activities. 

• Identify targets for April DC meetings. 

• Track congressional committee and subcommittee assignments. 

• Continued communications with congressional delegation regarding protecting FY 2003 
House earmarks. 

• Track reauthorization activities in Congress and in the Administration- monitor 
Administration public statements regarding T3 status and priorities. 

March 2003 - Action Items. 

• Track appropriations legislation and recommend ST A communications with congressional 
offices when appropriate. 

• Schedule April DC meetings. 

• Track T3 Member Projects submission. 

• Continue briefing key congressional staff regarding our T3 projects. 

• Advise STA regarding communications with congressional offices supporting our requests. 

• Develop project descriptions and submit requests for FY 2004 Transportation Appropriations 
projects. 

9 

The Ferguson Group 
February 3, 2003 
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Project Request 

Interstate 80 I 680 T3 request $50 million. 
Interchange 
Project 

FY04 request pending development. 

Vallejo Station FY 03 $10 million request -
Transportation Appropriations- Ferry 
& Ferry Facilities Account. 

FY04 approps request pending. 

T3 request $10 million. 

Jepson Parkway T3 request $23 million. 
Project (I-80 
Reliever Route) 

Fairfield- FY03 $5.3 million request-
Vacaville Station Transportation Appropriations- Bus & 

Bus Facilities Account. 

FY04 approps request pending. 

T3 request $16 million. 

10 

Status 

T3 request submitted to Rep. Tauscher and 
Rep. Miller. 

FY04 request pending development. 

Final earmark included in FY 2004 
appropriations bill- $1 million. 

FY04 request pending development. 

T3 request submitted to Rep. Miller and 
Rep. Tauscher. 

T3 request submitted to Rep. Tauscher and 
Rep. Miller. 

Final earmark included in FY 03 
appropriations bill- $500,000. 

FY04 request pending development. 

T3 request submitted to Rep. Tauscher and 
Rep. Miller. 

The Ferguson Group 
February 3, 2003 
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1e Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, California 94585 

Area Code 707 
424-6075 • Fax 424-6074 

January 13, 2003 

Mernbers: 

Benicia 
Dixon 
Fairtield 
Rio Vista 
Solano County 
Suisun City 
Vacaville 
Vallejo 

Steve Heminger 
Executive Director 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
1850 Broadway 
Oakland, CA 

Subject: Request for Modification Regional Housing Incentives Program 

Dear Steve: 

On January 8, 2003, the Solano Transportation Authority's Board of Directors unanimously 
supported a recommendation from the Solano City and County Plmmer's Group to request MTC consider 
revisions its Regional Housing Incentives Progrmn (HIP). 

The Regional HIP is a new and innovative program that has captured the attention of several of 
Solano Com1ty's local jurisdictions. Based on discussions with Solano County's Planning Directors, there 
is a general interest in applying for the progrmn, but an overall sentiment that the progran1's current criteria 
"tends to favor the denser, more urbanized counties of the Bay Area" and that it is very difficult for Solano 
County's jurisdictions to qualify for these fimds, but witl1 a few modifications a larger number of 
jurisdictions could qualify and would submit projects for consideration. 

Attached is list of some suggested modifications to the HIP prepared by the Solano City and 
County Plmmer's Group. These modifications would enable local jurisdictions in Marin, Napa, Solano m1d 
Sonoma to qualify for tlris im10vative progrmn and foster expanded participation in pursuing the goals and 
objectives of the program, including the planning for and implementation of development prqjects that 
improve the linkage between land use m1d transportation and provide tl1e type of land uses tl1at encourage 
increased use of transit, bicycling, and pedestrian modes of trm1sportation. 

Please contact Dm1 Christians, Assistant Executive Director/Director of Planning at 
(707) 424-6075 to schedule a meeting to discuss tl1is request. Thank you for your consideration of this 
matter. 

Sincerely, 

~tc-~ 
Daryl K. Halls 
Executive Director 

Cc: James Spering, MTC Commissioner m1d STA Board Chair 
STA Board Members 
Farhad Mansourian, Marin CMA 
Snzmme Wilford, SCTA 
Mil<e Zdon, NCTPA 
Bay Area CMA Directors 
Dimme Steinhauser and Ashley Nguyen, MTC 
Solano ColUlty City Manager's Association 
Solano Cmmty Plmming Director's Group 

Attaclm1ent: Letter from Solano City and Cmmty Plam1er's Group 
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OS-05-0S 12:02pm From-

Napa County 
Transportation 
Planning Agency 

February 19,2003 

Steve Kinsey 
ChairMTC 
1 0 1 Eighth Street 
Oakland CA. 94607-4700 

RE: Regional Housing Incentive Program (HIP) Criteria 

Dear Chairman Kinsey: 

T-412 P.02/02 F-171 

1804 )OSCOI Ave., Suite 200 • Napa, CA 94559· 1346 
Tel: (707) 259·B6:SI 

Fax: (107} 259-8638 

The NCTPA Board reviewed existing criteria for the allocation of Regional Housing 
Incentive Program funds at its meeting of February 19th_ The Board concurred with the 
position of the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) that existing criteria "tends to 
favor denser, more urbanized counties of the Bay Area". A review of the allocation of 
these funds over the last year will bear that analysis out. 

We therefore respectfully request that the Commission consider modifying its criteria as 
recommended on the attachment to this letter. With this change to the density and 
transit service level criteria NCTPA feels there will be projects locally that encourage 
smart growth near transit. 

As we continue to increase the efficiency of transit in Napa County and review future 
alternatives for rail the HIP program offers an opportunity to develop housing in the 
most efficient manner near transit/pedestrian oriented centers. 

Please call Mike Zdon at 707 259-8634 if we can provide any additional information. 

Sincerely, 

Joe Potter 
Chair NCTPA 

Cc: NCTPA Board 

-

Supervisor Bill Dodd, Napa Cities and County MTC Representative 
Steve Heminger, MTC Executive Director 

Member Agencies: ·Calistoga, St. Helena, Yountville, City of Napa, American Canyon, County of Napa 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 

March 4, 2003 
STABoard 
Kim Cassidy, Clerk ofthe Board 

Agenda Item VI 
February 6, 2003 

RE: CONSENT CALENDAR (Any consent calendar item can be pulled for 
discussion) 

Recommendation: 

The STA Board approve the following attached consent items: 

A. STA Board Minutes of February 5, 2003. 

B. Approve Draft TAC Minutes ofFebruary 26, 2003. 

C. FY 2002/2003 Second Quarter Budget Report 

D. 2004 STIP Amendment for FY 2003-04 

E. Legislative Report 

F. 2003 Tranny Award Nomination 
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SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY 
Minutes of Meeting of 

February 6, 2003 

Agenda Item VI.A 
March 12, 2003 

I. CALL TO ORDER- CONFIRM QUORUM 

Chair Spering called the regular meeting to order at 6:00 p.m. A quorum was confirmed. 

MEMBERS 
PRESENT: 

MEMBERS 
ABSENT: 

STAFF 
PRESENT: 

ALSO 
PRESENT: 

Jim Spering (Chair) 
Harry Price (Member Alternate) 
Pierre Bidou 
Mary Ann Courville 
Marci Coglianese 
Len Augustine 
Dan Donahue 
John Silva 

Marci Coglianese 

Daryl K. Halls 
Dan Christians 
Mike Duncan 
Elizabeth Richards 
Kim Cassidy 
Janice Sells 
Jennifer Tongson 

Alan Nadritch 
Morrie Barr 
Gary Cullen 
MarkAkaba 
Bernice Kay lin 
Y ader Bermudez 

15 

City of Suisun City 
City of Fairfield 
City of Benicia 
City of Dixon 
City of Rio Vista 
City of Vacaville 
City of Vallejo 
County of Solano 

City of Rio Vista 

ST A-Executive Director 
STA-Asst. Exec. Director/Director for Planning 
STA-Director for Projects 
ST NSNCI Program Director 
STA Clerk of the Board 
STA-Program Manager/ Analyst 
STA Projects Assistant 

City of Benicia 
City of Fairfield 
City of Suisun City 
City of Vallejo 
League ofWomen Voters-Solano County 
Caltrans 



IT. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

On a motion by Member Silva, and a second by Member Bidou, The STA Board 
unanimously approved the agenda. 

Ill. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
None presented. 

IV. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT 

Daryl Halls provided an update on the following items: 

• State Budget Update 
• Meetings with State Legislators 
• STA Federal Earmark Priorities 
• Expanded MTC/CMA Work Plan- Transportation/Land Use 
• Impressive Panel of Speakers on Tap for Transportation/Land Use Conference 
• FY 2001/02 Annual Audit Completed and Reagendized 
• Funding for Route 30 Transit Service to Sacramento 

V. COMMENTS/UPDATE FROM STAFF, CAL TRANS, AND MTC 

A. Caltrans Report 
Y ader Bermudez provided an update on construction progress for the Carquinez and 
Benicia-Martinez Bridges. 

B. MTC Report 
None presented 

C. Discussion of Expanded MTC/CMA Work Program 
Daryl Halls provided a presentation on the proposed expanded MTC/CMA Work Program; 
reviewed the background, regional discussion and current STA policies and activities 
related to transportation/land use. He discussed funding/resources needed and the 
recommended budget for the STA to take on these expanded tasks. 

Len Augustine cited his opposition to regional agencies encroaching on local land use 
decisions. 

Chair Spering explained the intent of the proposed program and noted this program would 
maintain local land use control. He noted that the program would be clearly defined to 
address Mayor Augustine's concern. 

John Silva requested staff obtain comments on the expanded with Program Planning 
Directors, City Managers, the Solano Mayor's Conference, and the Board of Supervisors 
prior to returning to the Board. 
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VI. CONSENT CALENDAR 

On a motion by Member Courville, and a second by Member Donahue, the Consent 
Calendar items were approved in one motion. Member Alternate Price abstained from vote 
on Agenda Item VI. A (Approve ST A Board Minutes of January 8, 2003). 

A. Approve STA Board Minutes of January 8, 2003 
Recommendation: Approve the minutes of January 8, 2003. 

B. Approve Draft TAC Minutes of January 22, 2003 
Recommendation: Receive and file draft TAC minutes ofJanuary 22, 2003. 

C. Application for the FTA Section 5310 
Program to Replace Two Solano Paratransit Vehicles 
Recommendation: Approve the following: 1) Authorize staff to submit an 
application for the FTA Section 5310 Program for purposes of replacing two 
Solano Paratransit vehicles and 2) Request transit operators from the Solano 
Paratransit service areas write a letter of support to include into the STA' s FTA 
Section 5310 application submittal. 

D. YSAQMD Clean Air Application 
Recommendation: Approve the following: 1) Authorize STA staff to submit 
YSAQMD Clean Air Applications for the following projects: 

A. City Link Route 30 Bus Service for $20,000 
B. 2003 Solano-Yolo BikeLinks Map for $7500 
C. Commuter Incentives Program for $10,000, 

2) Support the City of Vacaville's Clean Air application for Solano BART Express 
(Route 40) in the amount of$30,000 and 3) Direct STA staff to prioritize submittals 
to the screening committee 

E. 2003-04 TFCA 40% Program Manager Guidelines And Call to Projects 
Recommendation: Approve the following: 1) 2003-04 TFCA Program Manager 
Guidelines and 2) Authorize staff to initiate a Call for Projects for the TFCA 
Program Manager funds 

F. Legislative Update 
Recommendation: Approve the following: 
1) ACA 7 (Dutra)- Support and 
2) SCA 2 (Torlakson)- Watch 

G. Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Program Equipment Request 
Recommendation: Approve the purchase of Abandoned Vehicle Abatement 
Program equipment for the City of Vallejo in the amount of$7,545.59 

H. STIP-TAP Agreement 2002/2003 
Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a Funding 
Agreement with MTC for FY 2002-2003 STIP-TAP funds for $100,000 
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VII. ACTION ITEMS: FINANCIAL 

A. Route 30 Revised Shared Funding Agreement 

Elizabeth Richards summarized the proposed route and fare change to extend transit 
service to Sacramento on Route 30. She noted the increase in net operational cost of the 
service, funding options, and the marketing plan for the new Route 30 service prior to 
implementation. 

Recommendation: Approve the funding shares for Route 30 for FY 2002-03 and FY 
2003-04 as shown in Attachment A. 

On a motion by Member Alternate Price, and a second by Member Silva, the Board 
unanimously approved this recommendation. 

B. STA's FY 2001102 Annual Audit and Financial Reports 

Daryl Halls summarized STA's FY 2001/02 Annual Audit findings, Financial Reports 
and Recommendations to Management as provided by the accounting firm of Caporicci 
& Larson. 

Recommendation: Accept the Annual Audit ofSTA's FY 2001/02 Budget 

On a motion by Member Donahue, and a second by Member Alternate Price, the Board 
unanimously approved this recommendation. 

C. Jepson Parkway Funding Reallocations 

Mike Duncan reviewed the funding for the Jepson Parkway including: STIP funding by 
levels, project status and the strategy developed to reallocate funds to projects and 
maintain programming of STIP funds or future entitlements to replace Federal funds 
distributed to other segments. 

Recommendation: 1. Authorize the Executive Director to use Federal funds from the 
$12.1 M Federal earmark for the Jepson Parkway to complete the Federal Environmental 
Impact Study/Report for the Jepson Parkway, including $185,000 in additional funding 
and up to $200,000 to replace programmed 2002 STIP funds, 2. Authorize the Executive 
Director to use Federal funds from the $12.1M Federal Earmark for the Jepson Parkway 
to substitute for STIP funds that are programmed for project segments moving to the 
construction phase, if STIP allocations are delayed due to CTC actions, and 3. Direct the 
Executive Director to ensure the funding levels for all segments approved in February 
2002 by the STA Board are maintained by programming STIP funds or future Federal 
entitlements to replace Federal funds that are redistributed to the FEIS/R and/or other 
segments. 
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On a motion by Member Augustine, and a second by Member Alternate Price, the Board 
unanimously approved this recommendation. 

VIII. ACTION ITEMS- NON-FINANCIAL 

A. Federal Earmarks for TEA 3 

Daryl Halls summarized recommended adjustments to specific project earmark requests 
for STA's 4 priority projects including: 1-80/680/SR 12 Interchange, Jepson Parkway, 
Vallejo Baylink Intermodal Station and Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal Station. 

He also reviewed the request to include Travis Air Force Base access, improvements and 
the Leisure Town Park and Ride Lot as part of Jepson Parkway earmark request and letters 
of support for the following 3 projects 1. City of Benicia- Intermodal Train Station and 
Transit Hub, 2. City of Vacaville- Ulatis Creek Bike Route and 3. City of Vallejo
Vallejo Bay/Ridge Trail Connector. 

Recommendation: Approve the following: 1. Approve federal reauthorization earmark 
requests for the STA's four priority projects as specified in attachment A, 2. Approve 
inclusion of Travis Air Force Base access improvements as part of Jepson Parkway 
earmark request, 3. Approve inclusion of Leisure Town Park and Ride Lot as part of 
Jepson Parkway earmark request and 4. Authorize Executive Director to forward letters of 
support for these three additional projects as requested. 

On a motion by Member Bidou, and a second by Member Silva, the Board unanimously 
approved this recommendation as amended. 

IX. INFORMATION ITEMS: 

A. State Budget Update 

Mike Duncan provided an update on federal projects in construction, federal 
projects not obligated until the next obligation cycle, and projects obligated in 
2003-04. 

(No Discussion Necessary) 

B. Multi-Modal Travel Demand Model Status 

C. STA/YSAQMD Transportation Land Use Conference and 
"Toolkit" 

D. ABAG Draft 2003 Projections 

E. Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Conformity 
Status 
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F. Highway Projects Status Report 

G. Funding Opportunities Summary 

X. BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS 

XI. ADJOURNMENT 

The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 7:00p.m. The next regular meeting is scheduled for 
March 12, 2003 at 6:00p.m. at Suisun City Hall. 

Respectfully submitted, 

3·S-O~ 
Date: 
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Agenda Item Vl.B 
March 12, 2003 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Minutes of the meeting of 

February 19, 2003 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

The regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee was called to order at approximately 
1: 32 p.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority Conference Room. 

Present: 
T AC Members Present: 

Others Present: 

Dan Schiada 
Janet Koster 
Ron Hurlbut 
Dave Melilli 
Gary Cullen 
Dale Pfeiffer 
MarkAkaba 
Charlie Jones Jr. 

Morrie Barr 
Charlie Beck 
Ray Chong 
Julie Pappa 
Gian Aggarwal 
Ed Huestis 
Gary Leach 
Paul Wiese 
Daryl Halls 
Mike Duncan 
Elizabeth Richards 
Kim Cassidy 
Robert Guerrero 
Jennifer Tongson 
Rob Collison 
Bob Grandy 

IT. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
None presented. 
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City of Dixon 
City of Fairfield 
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City of Fairfield 
City of Fairfield 
City of Fairfield 
City of Suisun City 
City of Vacaville 
City of Vacaville 
City of Vallejo 
County of Solano 
STA 
STA 
STNSNCI 
STA 
STA 
STA 
Rob Collison Engineering 
Grandy & Associates 



ill. REPORTS FROM CAL TRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF 

Caltrans -None presented. 

MTC - None presented. 

STA- Mike Duncan reviewed the summary of the FY 2003-04 Fund Estimate Regional 
Summary, process for programming and allocations. 

IV. CONSENT CALENDAR 

The following Consent Calendar was approved unanimously: 

A Minutes of Meeting of January 22, 2003 
Recommendation: Approve minutes of January 22, 2003 

B. Funding Opportunities 
C. Legislative Report 
D. Updated ST A Meeting Schedule for 2003 

On a motion by Dave Melilli, and a second by Mark Akaba, the STA TAC unanimously 
approved the consent calendar. 

V. ACTION ITEMS 

A. Revised 5-Year Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan and 
TDA Article 3 Claims for 2003-04 
Robert Guerrero reviewed the procedures to claim TDA Article 3 funds, the proposed 5-
year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan with updates and TDA Article 3 projects to 
be claimed for 2003-04. 

Recommendation: Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to: 
1) Approve the 5-Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan for 2003-2008; and 2) 
Approve TDA Article 3 Claims for projects listed for 2003-04 in the 5-Year 
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan and submit to MTC as follows: 

A. City of Benicia Park Road $160,000 
Bicycle/Pedestrian 
Improvements 

B. County of Solano Dixon to Davis Bike $51,500 
Route 

c. County of Solano Dixon to Davis Bike $73,500 
Route 

D. City of Suisun City Central County Bikeway $25,000 
Project 
Total: $310,000 
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On a motion by Michael Throne, and a second by Dale Pfeiffer, the ST A TAC approved 
the recommendation. 

B. 2002 STIP Amendment for FY 2003-04 

Mike Duncan provided an update on the current 2002 RTIP and the proposed amendment 
to the 2002 RTIP to reprogram funds to subsequent fiscal years for allocation. 

Recommendation: Recommend to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to 
request an amendment to the 2002 RTIP in accordance with Attachment B. 

On a motion by Dave Melilli, and a second by Dale Pfeiffer, the STA TAC approved the 
recommendation. 

C. MTC/CMA Partnership
Transportation/Land Use 

Daryl Halls discussed the proposed expanded MTC/CMA Work Program; reviewed the 
background, regional discussion and current ST A policies and activities related to 
transportation/land use. He provided an update on the funding/resources needed and the 
recommended budget for the STA to take on these expanded tasks. 

By consensus this item was tabled to March 26, 2003. 

VI. INFORMATION ITEMS 

A. MTC Partnership Board- Regional Policies Update 

Daryl reviewed Solano County's current investment strategies for track 1 and 2 and the 
2004 RTP Public Outreach and Involvement. He discussed regional policy issues and 
funding priorities. 

Mike Duncan provided a Local Road and Transit Shortfall Task Force Update. 

B. Highway Projects Status Report 

Mike Duncan provided an update on the status of funds for the following projects: 
I-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange, North Connector, I-80/1-680/1-780 MIS/Corridor Study, 
Segments 2-7, I-80/1-680/1-780 Transit Corridor Study, Caltrans Auxiliary Lanes Project, 
Highway 37, Highway 12 (Jameson Canyon and 12/29 Interchange), Highway 12 (East) 
and I-80 Widening (Dixon to Vacaville) 

C. "Toolkit" STA/YSAQMD Transportation 
Land Use Conference Update 

Dan Christians discussed the main purpose of the conference and highlighted the 
Transportation/Land Use "Toolkit" which provides several examples of Solano and Yolo 
County TLC projects recently built or in various stages of planning or construction. He 
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noted that a draft of the "Toolkit" will be reviewed by the STA Board on March 12, 
2003. 

D. Jepson Parkway Alternatives 

Mike Duncan reviewed the state budget deficit and its potential impact on funding for 
segments of the Jepson Parkway project. He discussed the ST A Board's authorization to 
use federal funds to replace STIP funds to ensure project completion. 

Vll. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 3:0 I p.m. The next meeting is scheduled for 
Wednesday, March 26, 2003 at 1:30 p.m. 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 

RE: 

Background: 

March 5, 2003 
STABoard 
Daryl Halls, Executive Director, 
Nancy Whelan, Nancy Whelan Consulting 
FY 2002-03 Second Quarter Financial Report 

Agenda Item Vl.C 
March 12, 2003 

At the November 2002 ST A Board meeting, revisions to the FY 2002-03 budget format and 
amounts were approved. The Second Quarter Financial Report reflects the revised budget format 
and budgeted amounts. 

Discussion: 
Attached for Board review is the second quarter financial report (Attachment 1 ), reflecting 
expenditures FY 2002-03 through December 31, 2002. As the report indicates, actual 
expenditures are below the budgeted amounts for the first six months of the fiscal year. 

Staff is assessing the need for further revision to the ST A FY 2002-03 budget. A budget 
adjustment for FY 2002-03 and FY 2003-04 will be presented for Board consideration at the 
May 2003 board meeting. 

Recommendation: 
Receive and file 

Attachment 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE-

Background: 

February 25, 2003 
STABoard 
Mike Duncan, Director of Planning 
2004 STIP Amendment for FY 2003-04 

Agenda Item Vl.D 
March 12, 2003 

Because of the governor's proposal to delete all funding for the Traffic Congestion Relief 
Program (TCRP) and the unknown impact the State budget deficit may have on the State 
Highway Account (SHA), the California Transportation Commission (CTC) placed a 
moratorium on allocations ofnew funds to any project until April 2003. The CTC is gathering 
information from all regions of the State in an effort to develop a strategy for allocating funds to 
projects. As part of this information gathering, the CTC requested potential allocation needs 
(both STIP and TCRP) from all of the regions within the state. 

Discussion: 
Project sponsors with 2002 STIP projects in FY 2002-03 and FY 2003-04 were requested to 
identify allocation requirements for the next 18 months (see Attachment A for the 2002 RTIP). 
These allocation requirements were provided by the sponsors to STAin early February 2003. 

As part of this information gathering, several project sponsors determined that not all of the 
funds currently programmed in FY 2003-04 could be allocated with assurances that these funds 
could be under contract within 12 months of the allocation; therefore, the sponsors requested that 
these funds be "moved" to subsequent fiscal years for allocation. The following changes were 
proposed: 

FairfieldNacaville Rail Station: Reprogram $2.25M in FY 03-04 to $125K in 03-04 
and $2.125M in 04-05 
Vallejo Ferry Terminal: Reprogram $3.0M in FY 03-04 and $4.3M in FY 04-
05 to $1.2M in 04-05, $3.0M in 05-06 and $3.1M in 06-07 

Due to a CTC requirement that amendments to the RTIP must be made prior to the year of 
programming, an amendment must be requested and approved by the CTC before June 30, 2003. 

Recommendation: 
Authorize the Executive Director to request an amendment to the 2002 RTIP in accordance with 
Attachment B. 

Attachments 
A. 2002 RTIP for Solano County 
B. Proposed Amendment to 2002 RTIP 
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M.Wpollla~T .. nsporta!lon Commiss!011 

2002 RTIP 
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

NEW FUNDING SUMMARY LIST 
As Adopted by the CTC on April4, 2002, and as amended on July 18, 2002 and October 3, 2002 

(Amounts rn Thousands) 

Now Funding 

> 

2002 STIP- Amondod 10.(!3-200~ 



N 
'D 

• 

PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 2002 RTIP 
2002 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 

Solano Transportation Authority 

l

ltfu,: 
~Rehabilitation (8 Separate Projects: 

I 
Benicia, West "K" Street Overla ($154K: 
Dixon, South Lincoln Street Overlay ($105K) 
Fairfield, Hillbom Pavement Improvements ($364K) 
Rio Vista, Front Street Rehabilitation ($74K) 
Solano County, Various Roads Overlay ($393K) 

Proposed STIP Funding 
(Dollars in 000' s) 

2,000.0 

Totaiii 

2,000.0 

Suisun City, Pavement Rehabilitation ($140K) I 
Vacaville, Nut Tree Road Resurfacing ($342K) 
Vallejo, Lemon Street Rehabilit<tti(}!l ($~~~K)_ 

Dixon lvwtu-

Fairfield Vacaville Rail Station 

I Bahia Viaduct 
Benicia Intermodal Transportation Station 

!!Air Base Parkway- Peabody Rd. to Travis A~~ 
I North Texas Street- Travis Blvd. To AB* 

entral Way- Ritchie Rd to 

645.0 
362.0 
158.0 

400.0 

1,000.• 
225.0 1,100.• 

__!, 
1, 

400.0 

645.C 
362.0 
158.0 

I 
1-8( 
Vallejo Ferry 

a Parkway 

IIA mended I I I 1g% PPM -J_ 214.0 75.0 I 289.0 
300.0 4,900.0 6,900.0 12,100.0 
125 0 <'ft"'-'•i?$¥-•<«x ' ·' !Mv,!W«J?Y$'looll"'' ""'#'§JfY-"W;j"' " · · · 7 425 0 • :"&;:;:go;:;:::;:-;::.,:;:::::;:,:-,:;:::;:;:; ____ , .. __ ... ___ :,: _:,:,:>.:,:_.r.i~~ §§~·;.·A:fM:z:f¥7.@'11:;_ > • 

[[Totals 

e Facility 
e Project 

1,804.0 

t 4D.U 
425.0 1 I 11,735,0 

7,200.0 4,535.0 

7,150.0 4,425.0 10,200.0 16,535.0 40,114.0 

* This project is part of a STIP/STP Swap to provide $1.165 million in funding for tbe 1-80/1680/1780 Corridor Study which is the difference between the $40.014 million and the $38.849 million. 
"* Shaded areas indicate proposed amendments to the 2002 RTI P. 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

Discussion: 

March 4, 2003 
STABoard 
Janice Sells, Program Manager/ Analyst 
Legislative Report 

Agenda Item Vl.E 
March 12, 2003 

Each year STA staff monitors state and federal legislation that pertains directly to transportation 
and related issues. An updated Legislative Matrix has been prepared for your information (see 
attachment A). 

A summary of new legislative activity: 

AB 829 (Salinas)- Watch 
Spot bill pertaining to MTC/ABAG merger. 

SB 170 (Torlakson) - Watch 
Spot bill pertaining to MTC/ ABAG merger. 

SB 916 (Perata)- Watch 
Proposed $1 increase in the toll rate on state owned bridges. 

Legislative update: 

SCA 2 (Torlakson)- Watch. 
Proposed majority vote on sales tax imposed to fund transportation projects. (Amended 2/20/03) 

Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1. AB 826 (Salinas)- Watch 
2. SB 170 (Torlakson)- Watch 
3. SB 916 (Perata)- Watch 

Attachments: A. Legislative Matrix- March 2003 
B. AB 829 Analysis and Legislation 
C. SB 170 Analysis and Legislation 
D. SB 916 Analysis, Letter of Support, and Legislation 

31 



State Legislation 
Bill/Author 

AB 13 (Harmon) 
Transportation - transfer 
of property 

AB 114 (Nakano-
Principal Coauthor 
Wiggins) 
Vehicles: hybrid vehicles 
-use of high occupancy 
vehicle lanes 
·~B 139 (Corbett) 

ransportation- needs 
assessment 
AB 829 (Salinas) 
Regional Planning - San 
Francisco Bay Area 
ABXl 8 (Oropeza) 
Transportation 
ACA 7 (Dutra) 
Transportation: Sales 
and Use Tax 

Solano Transportation Authority 
2003 Legislative Matrix 

March2003 

State Legislation 

Subject 
This bill would authorize Caltrans to transfer property that is not part of the highway right-
of-way to a nonprofit organization incorporated under the Nonprofit Corporation Law, 
subject to existing obligation regarding the property. The bill would authorize Caltrans to 
create an endowment in order to provide for maintenance of the transferred policy. 
This bill would authorize a hybrid vehicle, as defined, to be operated upon an exclusive or 
preferential use lane, regardless of the number of occupants in the vehicle, unless specifically 
prohibited by a traffic control device. 

This bill would declare the intent of the Legislature that a statewide transportation needs 
assessment be conducted every 5 years by the Department of Transportation. 

This bill would state findings and declarations of the Legislature concerning regional planning 
efforts in the San Fran cisco Bay area. 

This bill would express the intent of the Legislature to implement reductions in the Budget 
Act of 2002 relating to transportation programs. 
This bill would authorize a county, a city and county, and a regional transportation 
agency, notwithstanding any other provision of the California Constitution, to impose an 
additional sales and use tax for a period of20 to 30 years, as specified, at a rate ofO.S% 
exclusively for transportation purposes within the jurisdiction of the county, city and 
county, or regional transportation agency if the additional tax is approved by 55% of the 
voters of the jurisdiction voting on the proposition to impose the tax. This measure 
would require the revenues derived from these taxes to be deposited in the Local 
Transportation Infrastructure Account, which would be created in the State 
Transportation Fund. The measure would require the State Board of Equalization to 
collect and administer the tax revenue. The measure would require moneys in the 
account that were collected in each county, city and county, or regional transportation 
agency, less administrative costs and refunds, to be allocated by the State Board of 

! 

Status Position 
ASM 
Referred to the 
Committee on 
Transportation 
ASM 
Referred to the 
Committee on 
Transportation 

ASM 

ASM Watch 

ASM 
Budget 
ASM Support 
Referred to the 
Committee on ~ 
Transportation 
(hearing date -
February 14) 

...., 
i; 

; 
...., 
> 



Equalization to the county, city and county, or regional transportation agency imposing 
the tax, and to be used for specified transportation purposes. 

ACA 9 (Levine) This bill would change voter approval requirements to authorize a city, county or special ASM 
Local governmental district, but not a school entity under certain circumstances, to impose a special tax with the Referred to 
taxation: special taxes approval of a majority of its voters voting on the tax, and authorize a city or county to Committees on 
and general taxes: voter impose a general tax with the approval of 2/3 of the voters of the city or county voting on the Local Government 
approval tax. and Elections, 

Redistricting and 
Constitutional 
Amendments 

SB 91 (Florez) This bill, effective January I, 2004, would transfer all of the duties and responsibilities of the SEN 
Intercity Rails Service department relative to intercity rail passenger service to the High-Speed Rail Authority. The Transportation 

bill would also require the authority to conduct a review of all 
programmed intercity rail projects that have not received an allocation of state funds as of 
that date and to only proceed with the implementation of projects that are determined by the 
authority to be complementary to the planned high-speed rail service. 

SB 170 (Torlakson) This bill would state the intent of the Legislature that cities, counties, and regional agencies SEN Watch 
San Francisco Bay Area in the San Francisco Bay Area Begin a constructive dialog about regional infrastructure Committee on 
Infrastructure Planning planning. Rules 
SB 915 (Perata, Burton This bill would delete the requirement that the San Francisco Bay Area Water Transit SEN 
~and Torlakson- Authority plan be statutorily approved prior to commencement of operation of the water Read first time 
Coauthors: Assembly transit system. The bill would also delete the requirement to fund the authority through the 
Members La Suer, annual Budget Act and would require that the authority be funded from proposed increases in 
Mullin and Wiggins) bridge tolls and various other funding sources. The bill would revise other provisions 

relating to safety of vessel operations and air quality standards of vessels operated by the 
authority. The bill would require the Metropolitan Transportation Commission to consider 
the recommendations of the authority in programming certain transportation funds. Because 
the bill would impose requirements on the authority and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission, it would impose a state-mandated local program. The California Constitution 
requires the state to reimburse local agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated 
by the state. Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that reimbursement, 
including the creation of a State Mandates Claims Fund to pay the costs of mandates that do 
not exceed $1,000,000 statewide and other procedures for claims whose statewide costs 
exceed $1,000,000. This bill would provide that, if the Commission on State Mandates 
determines that the bill contains costs mandated by the state, reimbursement for those costs 
shall be made pursuant to these statutory provisions. 

SB 916 (Perata) This bill would define the BATA as a separate entity governed by the same governing board SEN Watch 
(Principal Coauthor: as the MTC. The bill would make the BATA responsible for the programming, Read first time 
Senator Torlakson, administration, and allocation of toll revenues from the state-owned toll bridges in the San 
Coauthor: Senator Francisco Bay Area, including the seismic retrofit surcharge once those projects are 



~ ... 

Burton, Assembly 
Members Leno, Mullin 
and Wiggins) 
Toll bridge revenues 

SCA 2 (Torlakson) 
Local government-
transportation and smart 
growth 

completed and provision is made for payment of the bonds issued for those purposes. The 
bill would require the City and County of San Francisco and specified counties in the San 
Francisco Bay Area to conduct a special election on a proposed increase of $1 in the amount 
of the base toll rate charged on the state-owned toll bridges in that area. By requiring this 
election, the bill would impose a state-mandated local program. Because the bill would 
specify that the revenue resulting from the increased toll charge would be continuously 
appropriated to the MTC for expenditure on specified projects, it would make an 
appropriation. The bill additionally would make related changes and would repeal obsolete 
provisions relating to the operation of toll facilities 
This bill would authorize a-eity, a county, a city and county, a local transportation authority, SEN Watch 
or a regional transportation agency, as defmed, with the approval of a majority of its voters Transportation 
voting on the proposition, to impose a special tax for the privilege of selling tangible (Amended and 
personal property at retail that it is otherwise authorized to impose, if the tax is imposed referred to 
exclusively to fund transportation projects and services and smart growth planning (25%). Committee on 
Amended February 20, 2003. Constitutional 

Amendments) 



ATTACHMENTB 

STA Legislative Analysis 

Legislation: AB 829 (Salinas)- Spot Bill pertaining to MTC/ABAG merger 

Background: 
This bill would state findings and declarations of the Legislature concerning regional 
planning efforts in the San Francisco Bay Area 

Solano County Impact: 
This is a spot bill to begin the discussion on the MTC/ ABAG merger. In accordance with 
the STA's Legislative Priorities Item 5, staff is recommending a watch position on this 
bill at this time. 

Recommendation: 
Staff recommends a watch position on AB 829. 
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AB 829 Assembly Bill -INTRODUCED 

BILL NUMBER: AB 829 
BILL TEXT 

INTRODUCED 

INTRODUCED BY Assembly Member Salinas 

FEBRUARY 20, 2003 

An act to add Section 65007 to the Government Code, relating to 
regional planning. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

AB 829, as introduced, Salinas. Regional planning: San Francisco 
Bay area. 

Existing law, the Planning and Zoning Law, regulates various 
aspects of local planning and authorizes the establishment of 
regional planning districts. 

This bill would state findings and declarations of the Legislature 
concerning regional planning efforts in the San Francisco Bay area. 

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no. 
State-mandated local program: no. 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. Section 65007 is added to the Government Code, to read: 

65007. The Legislature finds and declares that any regional 
planning efforts in the San Francisco Bay area shall do all of the 
following: 

(a) Be supported through consensus of local jurisdictions. 
(b) Recognize, preserve, and support local land use and 

transportation policies, authorities, and investments in order to 
foster the creation of land use general plans that promote effective 
regional planning. 

(c) Be compatible with land use general plans of the San Francisco 
Bay area cities. 

(d) Recognize that land use development must be supported through 
development, adequate funding, and implementation of transportation 
plans. 

(e) Encourage local jurisdictions to implement local and regional 
smart growth objectives through positive incentives, rather than 
penalties. 

(f) Be appointed by local jurisdictions to provide equitable and 
proportional representation in decisionmaking. 
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ATTACHMENT C 

STA Legislative Analysis 

Legislation: SB 170 (Torlakson)- Spot bill pertaining to MTC/ABAG Merger 

Backgronnd: 
The bill would state the intent of the Legislature is for cities, counties, and regional 
agencies in the San Francisco Bay Area to begin a constructive dialog about regional 
infrastructure planning. 

Solano County Impact: 
This is a spot bill to begin the discussion on the MTC/ ABAG merger. In accordance with 
the STA's Legislative Priorities Item 5, staff is recommending a watch position on this 
bill at this time. 

Recommendation: 
Staff recommends a watch position on SB 170 until such time as projects are listed. 
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SB 170 Senate Bill -INTRODUCED 

BILL NUMBER: SB 170 
BILL TEXT 

INTRODUCED 

INTRODUCED BY Senator Torlakson 

FEBRUARY 12, 2003 

An act to add Title 7.15 (commencing with Section 66541) to the 
Government Code, relating to regional infrastructure. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

SB 170, as introduced, Torlakson. San Francisco Bay Area 
Infrastructure Planning. 

Existing law establishes regional planning entities such as the 
San Francisco Bay Area Water Transit Authority and the San Francisco 
Bay Conservation and Development Commission. 

This bill would state the intent of the Legislature that cities, 
counties, and regional agencies in the San Francisco Bay Area begin a 
constructive dialogue about regional infrastructure issues. 

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no. 
State-mandated local program: no. 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. Title 7.15 (commencing with Section 66541) is added to 
the Government Code, to read: 

TITLE 7.15. SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING 

66541. The Legislature finds and declares all of the following: 
(a) The San Francisco Bay Area encompasses nine counties and 101 

incorporated cities, with a total regional population in 2002 of 
nearly 7 million people. 

(b) This population is expected to exceed 8 million people by 
2020. 

(c) This growth will increase burdens on regional infrastructure 
including the transportation network, education system, affordable 
housing availability, economic development, air and water quality, 
and preservation of open space and agricultural land. 

(d) The Governor's Commission on Building for the 21st Century 
encouraged the state to develop regional strategies to ensure that 
local, regional and statewide entities collaborate on problem solving 
and integrate disparate planning efforts. 

(e) The Speaker's Commission on Regionalism in January 2002, 
encouraged "collaborative regional planning across local 
jurisdictions and across fields of interest." 

(f) That commission reported that short-term, fragmented, or 
narrowly focused local planning has resulted in inconsistent, 
sometimes conflicting regional systems, so that jobs and housing are 
increasingly located at great distances from each other, and not 
linked to transit options, resulting in longer commutes and shopping 
trips, and lost family time. 

(g) Therefore, it is the intent of the Legislature in enacting 
this title that cities, counties, and regional agencies in the San 
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Francisco Bay Area begin a constructive dialogue about addressing 
these issues through collaboration, coordination, and consensus. 
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STA Legislative Analysis 

Legislation: SB 916 (Perata)- $1 Toll Bridge Increase 
(Principal Coauthor- Senator Torlakson) 

ATTACHMENTD 

(Coauthors- Senator Burton, Assembly Members Leno, Mullin and 
Wiggins) 

Background: 
This bill defines BATA as a separate entity governed by the same board as MTC. BATA 
would be responsible for programming, administration and allocation of the revenue from 
the base toll charge collected from Bay Area Bridges. It would require the City and 
County of San Francisco and specified counties in the Bay Area to conduct a special 
election on a proposed increase of $1 in the amount of the base toll rate on state-owned 
toll bridges 

Solano County Impact: 
Solano Transportation Authority has submitted four priority projects for funding derived 
from revenue collected as a result ofthe $1 increase in toll rates. The projects listed are: 

1. I-80/I-680/SR 12 Interchange Project 
2. Express Bus Operating and Capital Operating along I-80 and I-680 

Corridors 
3. Vallejo Baylink Ferry Operating and Infrastructure 
4. Commuter Rail Operating and Capital between Solano and Contra Costa 

Counties. 

On February 27, 2003, Senators Chesbro and Machado and Assembly Members Wiggins 
and Wolk sent a letter to Senator Perata requesting that the above projects be included in 
the legislation. At this time there are no projects listed. 

Since projects are not listed in legislation language, staff recommends a watch position 
on this bill. This recommendation is consistent with STA's Legislative Priority No. 6 and 
Policies Section VI (Funding), Item 2 and 5 

Recommendation: 
Staff recommends a watch position on SB 916 until such time as projects are listed. 
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STATE CA~I"TOL 
P.O. BOX 942949 

SACMMENTO, CA 94249·0115 

9154454318 

February 27, 2003 

The Honorable Don Perata 
Senator, 91

" District 
State Capitol, Room 313 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

SHAW/YODER, INC. 

;,·:·· 

RE: SB 916 (PERATA)- .l.'IRIDGE TOLL INCREASE- SOLANO 
· TRANSPORTA'TION AUTHORITY 

Dear Colleague: 

On behalf of the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), we strongly request that you include 
their priorities and project requests in your SB 916. 

The STA's priorities are as follows: 

1. I-80/680/SR 12 Interchange and I-80 HOV lanes. 
2. Express Bus Operating and Capital Operating along the I-80 and I-680 Corridors. 
3. Vallejo Baylink Ferry Operating and Infrastructure. . 
4. Commuter Rail Operating and Capital between Solano and Contra Costa Counties. 

The funding of these four projects will provide increased transit opportunities, significant 
congestion relief and additional transportation options to those that would ut'ilil!:c Solano's 
transportation network. 

The Solano Transportation Authority performs a vital and substantial service to the constituents 
that we represent. We believe their project list to be meritorious and within the total expected 
share of revenue to be paid by Solano County's commuters, residents and businesses from the 
imposition of the additional $1 fee. We request that you include these four projects in your 
legislation. 

Sincerely, 

Senator 

.... 
norable Lois Wolk 

blymember 

Printed on t:Mcych.ld Papsr 
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SB 916 Senate Bill- INTRODUCED 

BILL NUMBER: SB 916 
BILL TEXT 

INTRODUCED 

INTRODUCED BY Senator Perata 
(Principal coauthor: Senator Torlakson) 
(Coauthor: Senator Burton) 
(Coauthors: Assembly Members Lerro, Mullin, and Wiggins) 

FEBRUARY 21, 2003 

An act to amend Section 14531 of the Government Code, to amend 
Sections 182.5, 188.3, 188.4, 30101, 30101.8, 30113, 30600, 30601, 
30604, 30606, 30610, 30750, 30751, 30760, 30761, 30791, 30884, 30885, 
30887, 30889.3, 30891, 30894, 30910, 30912, 30913, 30915, 30916, 
30918, 30919, 30920, 30950, 30950.1, 30950.2, 30950.3, 30950.4, 
30953, 30958, 30960, 30961, 31000, and 31010 of, to amend and 
renumber Section 188.10 of, to add Sections 30881, 30914.5, 30922 and 
30950.5 to, and to repeal Sections 30603, 30605, 30608.2, 30752, 
30753, 30754, 30755, 30756, 30757, 30762, 30762.5, 30763, 30764, 
30764.5, 30765, 30766, 30767, 30791.7, 30792, 30792.2, 30793, 30794, 
30795, 30886, 30888, 30889, 30896, and 30956 of, to repeal Article 5 
(commencing with Section 30200) and Article 7 (commencing with 
Section 30350) of Chapter 1 of Division 17 of, to repeal and add 
Sections 30102.5, 30890, 30911, 30914, 30917, 30921, and 30951 of, 
the Streets and Highways Code, and to amend Section 5205.5 of the 
Vehicle Code, relating to transportation, and making an appropriation 
therefor. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

SB 916, as introduced, Perata. Toll bridge rev€nues. 
Existing law generally makes the California Transportation 

Commission responsible for establishing the rates charged vehicles 
for crossing the state-owned toll bridges. Under existing law, the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is authorized to adopt a 
toll schedule in lieu of the one adopted by the California 
Transportation Commission for the state-owned toll bridges in the San 
Francisco Bay Area. Existing law makes the MTC and the Bay Area 
Toll Authority (BATA), which is defined as the same body as the MTC, 
responsible for the programming, administration, and allocation of 
the revenue from the base toll charge collected from these bridges. 
Under existing law, a portion of this revenue is continuously 
appropriated to the Controller who is required to disburse these 
funds to the MTC to expend for purposes that reduce vehicular 
congestion on the bridges. 

This bill would define the BATA as a separate entity governed by 
the same governing board as the MTC. The bill would make the BATA 
responsible for the programming, administration, and allocation of 
toll revenues from the state-owned toll bridges in the San Francisco 
Bay Area, including the seismic retrofit surcharge once those 
projects are completed and provision is made for payment of the bonds 
issued for those purposes. 

The bill would require the City and County of San Francisco and 
specified counties in the San Francisco Bay Area to conduct a special 
election on a proposed increase of $1 in the amount of the base toll 
rate charged on the state-owned toll bridges in that area. By 
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SB 916 Senate Bill- INTRODUCED 

requiring this election, the bill would impose a state-mandated local 
program. Because the bill would specify that the revenue resulting 
from the increased toll charge would be continuously appropriated to 
the MTC for expenditure on specified projects, it would make an 
appropriation. 

The bill additionally would make related changes and would repeal 
obsolete provisions relating to the operation of toll facilities. 

The California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local 
agencies and school districts for certain costs mandated by the 
state. Statutory provisions establish procedures for making that 
reimbursement, including the creation of a State Mandates Claims Fund 
to pay the costs of mandates that do not exceed $1,000,000 statewide 
and other procedures for claims whose statewide costs exceed 
$1,000,000. 

This bill would provide that, if the Commission on State Mandates 
determines that the bill contains costs mandated by the state, 
reimbursement for those costs shall be made pursuant to these 
statutory provisions. 

Vote: majority. Appropriation: yes. Fiscal committee: yes. 
State-mandated local program: yes. 

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS: 

SECTION 1. Section 14531 of the Government Code is amended to 
read: 

14531. (a) The commission may amend the state transportation 
improvement program if the amendment meets both of the following 
conditions: 

(1) The request for the amendment is made by the entity that 
submitted the project or projects that are in the program and are to 
be changed by the amendment. 

(2) The total amount programmed in each county for regional 
improvements does not exceed the county's share prior to the 
amendment, or the total amount programmed in each county is treated 
as an adjustment to the share pursuant to Section J~~ JO 

188.11 of the Streets and Highways Code. 
(b) Public notice of the proposed amendments to the program or the 

plan shall be made at least 30 days before the commission takes 
formal action on the proposed amendments. The notice shall include 
the text and complete description of the proposed amendments. 

SEC. 2. Section 182.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

182.5. (a) It is the intent of the Legislature that the 
transition to the new programs and procedures established in the bill 
enacting this section shall be fair and equitable and minimize 
disruptions in the delivery of projects. With specific reference to 
the transition from county minimums to county shares for regional 
improvement, no project should be counted twice, no project that 
would be counted under either the old or new procedures should escape 
being counted in the transition, shares should be sufficient to fund 
projects programmed in the 1996 State Transportation Improvement 
Program for the same period, no incentive or reward should be 
provided for delaying a project, and no incentive or reward should be 
provided for allocating funds to a project earlier than the year in 
which the funds are needed for the project. 

(b) At the end of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1998, the county 
minimums and county minimum deficits shall be recalculated under the 
law as it existed prior to the enactment of the bill adding this 
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SB 916 Senate Bill- INTRODUCED 

section. 
(c) Notwithstanding Section 164, there shall be set aside 

sufficient funding for every project that is included in the 1996 
State Transportation Improvement Program. This funding shall be set 
aside in the fund estimate prior to and in addition to the 
distribution of funding between programs pursuant to Section 164. 

(d) The amount of the cumulative county minimum deficit calculated 
for any county pursuant to subdivision (b) shall be carried forward 
as a county share for the 1998 State Transportation Improvement 
Program, prior to and in addition to the computation of county shares 
pursuant to subdivision (a) of Section 188.8. 

(e) The commission shall not allocate funds for any project unless 
the commission has programmed the state transportation improvement 
program in a manner that complies with the requirements of Sections 
188, 188.8, and HQ JQ 188.11 

(f) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), for a county within the 
region defined by Section 66502 of the Government Code where funds 
were traded in the 1996 State Transportation Improvement Program to 
another county in that region, the county share for that county for 
the 1998 State Transportation Improvement Program shall be increased 
by the amount of the trade in the 1996 State Transportation 
Improvement Program, as if the share were a county minimum deficit 
under subdivision (d) . 

(g) In adopting the 1998 State Transportation Improvement Program, 
the commission shall, at a minimum, fund all intercity rail projects 
that are included in the adopted 1996 State Transportation 
Improvement Program. The amount of funds programmed for each project 
shall not be less than the amount in the 1996 State Transportation 
Improvement Program. 

(h) The commission, after consulting with the department and the 
regional planning agencies, shall adopt interim guidelines and 
procedures relative to fund estimates and project selection in a 
manner that the first state transportation improvement program, 
pursuant to the provisions of the act adding this section, is adopted 
not later than June 1, 1998. 

SEC. 3. Section 188.3 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

188.3. The cost of maintenance of all toll bridges under the 
jurisdiction of the commission shall be paid out of money in the 
State Highway Account, except that the co~iQQio~ 

Bay Area Toll Authority shall fund the maintenance costs 
of each toll bridge in the geographic jurisdiction of the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission from the same source 
used to fund that maintenance cost during the 1980-81 fiscal year. 

SEC. 4. Section 188.4 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

188.4. (a) Maintenance expenditures on all toll facilities owned 
by the state shall, for accounting purposes, be classified as 
Category A or Category B expenditures. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of law, the cost of maintenance of toll facilities shall be 
paid in accordance with the following: 

(1) Category A maintenance shall be paid from the State Highway 
Account and shall include all normal highway maintenance which would 
be performed by the state according to state procedures as if the 
facility was a toll-free state facility. 

(2) Category B maintenance shall be paid from toll revenues and 
shall include all maintenance and reconstruction work of those 
facilities such as toll facility administration buildings and toll 
booths which are constructed primarily for the purpose of collecting 
tolls. 
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(b) Q;'};;d s i'9Cti on Qggs ICQt ~ranoi<l:'ti tl=la 9GH!ild ssj on frow 
C9Rili@lyiR:g uit};;]. tQg FrovjgjoJNiiC of any bow;;! a;asolvtioa j;Q gffact 9R 
;rnly 1; lQQQ 

In no event shall the maintenance of toll bridges be 
funded at a lower percentage than was established in accordance with 
procedures for funding maintenance of the southern bridge unit 
during the 1986-87 fiscal year, which includes the Dumbarton, the San 
Mateo-Hayward, and the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridges. 

SEC. 5. Section 188.10 of the Streets and Highways Code, as 
amended by Chapter 596 of the Statutes of 1998, is amended and 
renumbered to read: 

J QQ J Q 
188.11. (a) The commission, with assistance from the 

department and regional agencies, shall maintain a long-term balance 
of shares, shortfalls, and surpluses for regional improvement 
programs. 

(b) The balance shall include all of the following: 
(1) Shares from the fund estimate for each state transportation 

improvement program pursuant to Section 14525 of the Government Code. 

(2) Amounts programmed in each state transportation improvement 
program pursuant to Section 14529 of the Government Code. 

{3) Surpluses or shortfalls due to reservations or advancements 
pursuant to subdivision {j) of Section 188.8. 

{4) Amounts deducted or added because of changes in project 
development costs or a cost increase or savings in the final 
engineering estimate or the final right-of-way certification estimate 
at the time of allocation for construction, pursuant to subdivisions 
(d) and (e) of Section 188.8. 

(5) Any supplemental project allocations during or following 
construction. 

(6) Amounts deducted or added because of amendments to the state 
transportation improvement program that add, delete, or change the 
scope and cost of regional improvement projects, pursuant to Section 
14531 of the Government Code. 

(c) The balance through the preceding fiscal year shall be made 
available for review by all regional agencies at the time of each 
fund estimate, and by not later than August 15 of each year. 

(d) The commission, through the fund estimate, shall restore for 
the next state transportation improvement program the interregional 
improvement program level specified in subdivision {a) of Section 
164. 

SEC. 6. Section 30101 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30101. i:JS99;[e't :u· st};;]Ql7dsa {e'rsrdQaQ jJ;;t gggtjgJ;;t 1099? 1 

~ Except as provided in Section 30102.5, the 
commission shall fix the rates of toll and other charges for all toll 
bridges, tubes, or other toll highway crossings acquired or built 
pursuant to this chapter. 

SEC. 7. Section 30101.8 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
amended to read: 

30101.8. (a) The commission may grant toll-free and reduced-rate 
passage on all toll bridges under its jurisdiction to class I 
vehicles occupied by three or more persons, including the driver, and 
to buses. For bridges within the area under the jurisdiction of the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the gg~issisR 

sQ;ll QJEaraisa its ;ntA2rity iR 999@9li7itisR uitl;;t t:Ra ~49tlf'9FJQ] j ti!Q 
rr?>Jii!'{e'9rt3t3 gr Qgmmj ss] g;;~ 31!' gt};;]ar:d 1!'9 Ii'9'!J:'Hira9 Q;r t};;].is Qivisica;;} 

Bay Area Toll Authority may grant toll-free and 
reduced-rate passage, as provided in Section 30102.5 
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(b) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), tolls on the bridges shall be 
maintained at rates sufficient to meet any obligation to the holders 
of bonds secured by the bridge toll revenues, as set forth in any 
bond resolution in effect on January 1, 1991, or covenants contained 
in bonds issued pursuant to the bond resolution, and the commission 
shall revise or eliminate any toll-free or reduced-rate toll schedule 
adopted pursuant to subdivision (a) as necessary to ensure 
compliance with those obligations. 

(c) If the commission grants toll-free and reduced-rate passage 
pursuant to subdivision (a), the commission shall also grant the same 
toll-free and reduced-rate passage to class I vehicles designed by 
the manufacturer to be occupied by no more than two persons, 
including the driver, if these vehicles are occupied by two persons, 
including the driver. 

SEC. 8. Section 30102.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

A gJ,g~ a ( 3) ~Tat· ·ikRst3110}/.;iiRg 31~:{ ati.lar f?P!?visiaR at" t:Ris 9R31]?"e9F; 
9;;1 ill=l'il gftar l3l=l113FY J, J~Q~, taa eaiWilisidai=J, J1=.1 ostak1 isl;;Jii=Jg taJJ 
cbgrges far ill=lY F?rtiG'' 1 ilr to 1 ] kri'ilge ··itbin t~g argg gf 
jHris?J oti aR at" tRe »49traFalitiiR 'l'riiRSf?9&tiltiaR CaiWilissiaR, skgl.l 
give G9RJe"i9'ilriltiaR ta t:Ra G'ilst 'ilf a"@ariltiR-9 tal.] Qri9ges ar atl;;Jar 
t;g] J J;d gl;;Jnilys, tao tallJe' QR ul:l] ok ;re Fle9ge9 gs seourity far k9i·l:'~Le 

issn'il'il iiR'il 9HtStil:R9iRg 'l'l:la east af a"@9FiltiRg ta]J J:?ri'ilgos illi!l'il at:Rer 
ta 1 1 hi ghnays ino 1 u9os the cost gf insnrgnce, ilQ.Q tke il~911Rt 

reGfPil?a9 ilRRHil] Jy to ~eet tl:le re9e~tiali!l af Qali!l'ils i ssueQ i1R9 
91JtStila'iilin.g ;lig}? rH.zigl;;J. t:R:'il talls ill?Q FlgQsrgQ i1S sacurit:h i1R9 h::j,tal?9St 
Fi1J:GIQ9Rts iiR'il iRterest cl;;J.ill?ges af t:R.e J:?a:R9s issve9 ilR9: ovtsti1R9iRg 36' 
they fg]J Glue fgr Dli!IY @ilrticu]ar to]] J.?ri?ge or other ta11 bigl;uwy 
i'or tl:le i<:ic};:},~aR€1 gi1R lo<:ilfilel :Qri'ilge, casts !+lilY iRo]uQe i1ll1?1ll=lts 
RQGQSSilry tg X'Q@iiY ]?9li!IS fr9iE1 t};:}g &'tilt9 Uig;Qngy ~GGQPRt i:R tba fbtg-f;g 
'l'l?ilRS"@artiltieR l?n:R€1 

(Q) IR estiiQlis];;],iRg tall o:R.21rges fal? tka tall J:?ri9gas ··it];;],iR t:R.a 
greg af juri s?i cti Q;t:;J gf t};)a »«atr?f??] j tilli!l 'l'ril;t:;JIC"@?rtati on Qowwj ws? GJNl; 
t:R.a 99iWiliswieR s:Rilll ;lsa Hl:;i;~);;;;iR :Rat z:aweRH9S ta 1ee usa9 
9i£91H1Ciznely fgr tF3RSit Qil]?itill i~1ii'Q!TQ~9Rtl0 'J'};.}g R9t FQUQQ.VQS ll1ilY 
not eYooeQ tkJe auerggo finiii=Jci il] colllwi tlllont ma9o tmnrd tr&nsi t 
GiiFitill iHl]?reuolllaRts fr9ll1 tall ;rguaRuas, SIS ;n9ite9, 9vriag t:Re 
J Q?? ?Q 3R9 1Q7Q 7~ fiso21l yoilrs, Jemt R'3Y l?Q gQjuste9 3RR-Hi1lly 
ilGcar9ii=Jg ta t};)e 3f?f?l?a]?rigtg iRf]i1ti9Rilry iR9:9J[ i19?]?ted J.?:zr t:li<!a 
»«atr?l&'alitiliR: 'l'riiRSl&'artgti2ili<l: CQHlHlzissign. 

(c) No non £gndw mgy be j 1091199 t};:nt iiFQ SGG11l?Gd l):zr tg]] g of iiPY 
f?ilrti ollli1r tall 1eri9:ga ar tall :Rig:Rli;iy HitRiR t:Ra ilrail af 
jurissili cti on g;li tho MotropoJ i t21n Trilnsportilti 01=.1 Commi wei on, e;;;ggFt 
for t];;],asa kaR?s :Reoassilry tg fiRilR99 tRe aewf?loti2R af t:Re :Re;T 
Duwb?rt'ii];J Pri dgo ?Pd the l&'il!zQiiCI=Jt b:zr tha Pd ol=J.ll19I=JGI &'7P J?gf§1g] Prj 9ge af 
J 97l=lli!' frg~ t:R.e gtgtg Wig£.Rqy A'Oi''ii'GWF:t in: ths ?tiltli? 'l'r7iR.S@9l?tiltioR 
i'''R9 Wgtbd1=.1g dR t:Ris seotd21=.1 s~21JJ ka oaRstr··gQ to Fr?Sikit tha 
issllill=.IGC of rafHI=JGijJQg kaP9s r~?l=l; jiR t:R.'il QiEQrgjsg gf jts QjsgratiaR, 
t:R.e 9?iWilissiaR Qgt;;orll1iP:910 tR21t ky gg GloiRg il iR.9't sauip,gs te tAo st;t;g 
in: iRt'ilragt costs ··ill be rea 1 izo9 

(d) :no I=JeTT 1 9i1PIC shaJJ ka waGia froiR tha Cai=J?JCilJ i'Hl=ld or t};)e 1Lt21te 
Hig};.],r·il:zr Aoggup,t; fgr il~[ t?ll krids? or toll Sig"l~,..ilY niti.li:R tSa 21JC9il: 
o:li jurjwGiiotiaJQ of t};)o Matropaliti1I=J 'l'ri1:RS@?rtilti?R CalllHl:issiaR 

SEC. 9. Section 30102.5 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 
to read: 

30102.5. The Bay Area Toll Authority shall fix the rates of the 
toll charge, except as provided in Section 30921, and may grant 
reduced-rate and toll-free passage on the state-owned toll bridges 
within the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation 
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Commission. 
SEC. 10. Section 30113 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 

to read: 
30113. (a) The commission may utilize net revenues from toll 

bridges in order to finance research on high technology motion 
control devices to be used on the bridges. 

(b) If the Metropolitan Transportation Commission allocates toll 
bridge net revenues l"llil'":EPEiR'E J;a as defined in 
Section dQQgg 30884 , it may 

utilize net revenues from the bridges under its jurisdiction to 
finance the research referred to in subdivision (a). 

SEC. 11. Article 5 (commencing with Section 30200) of Chapter 1 of 
Division 17 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed. 

SEC. 12. Article 7 (commencing with Section 30350) of Chapter 1 of 
Division 17 of the Streets and Highways Code is repealed. 

SEC. 13. Section 30600 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30600. As used in this article, 11 t9J J the 
following definitions apply: 

(a) "Authority" means the Bay Area Toll Authority created pursuant 
to Chapter 4.3 (commencing with Section 30950). 

(b) "Toll bridgen means that certain bridge across San 
Francisco Bay known as the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge and the 
approaches thereto. 

SEC. 14. Section 30601 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30601. The toll bridge and the approaches to it are a primary 
state highway. No law providing that state highways shall be free 
highways affects the power or duty of the ggwmjssioR 

authority to fix the rates of toll for the toll 
bridge or the power and duty of the department to collect the tolls 
so fixed by the co~issioR authority 
for the use of the toll bridge. 

SEC. 15. Section 30603 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

ilFFFGiiGf;Jos t;g ];g j l=llii11TC9 gged I;'iSt g)) rJ g]cg to SHQ:Ja GJEtaR:t; iS it 
GIOGIQS ROGQSSiTY; i1R9: Sli!Fi]] FTOV] Qg S11Gl=J j l=li!Wrtill=IGO ?li? may ko TC'ijyj rgQI 

);;ry :ury kol=IGI j JNldeRtPTQ iiFFlisg£] 9 1;g t:b:o toll ];n;iQ~gs 'J!};;j,g FTGG0061s 
of sueR il=lSTFil=lGO g};;),g]] ];o iiFF] j cQ to tl=Jo Jr91Stor?ti on of tho to 1 1 

};n;iQgg iiJ>ilrJGI wtrnctnx-ow GiP! il@}!?r9i1G];;;.os to t;Rg SiUf1G good ordar 1 YOFid r, 
;;n:;J:il 90;t:;~;diteioR :iS 't;;Qgy ngyg ji=J FYj or to 't;;Qg GliiHl:iiSfG; iRS?fir iS 
F'i?IB'lB1il;slg 

SEC. 16. Section 30604 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30604. The department shall at all times cause the toll bridge to 
comply with all lawful orders of the United States Secretary of 
~ Defense , the Chief of Engineers of 
the United States Army, and of any other governmental agency or 
authority having jurisdiction thereof. 

SEC. 17. Section 30605 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

10909 (i) ,..ao gogte of OFGritjoi=J il=.IG' j];:)surga;:ga of tha to 11 J;srjdso 
21Rd 31R«y additioRil :Risr-:R,..iy srogsiR§f of !&21R FriRsisso :Qiy gg;t:;~,strugto;gd 

b?tHGQl=J t];;)g County of r,J gmgQig g];:)QI thg Cj ty g];:)QI Qgnnty gf A'ilii.Ol 

FriiRSisgo sb.2ll ];g J?31iGI Je.y 't;;Q,g d?J?31YtlfloRt froHl: 'eho tolls ila.GI ygugRP9S 
roggjuod frgw thee ngo ?I=JGI GF9YiltjoR of t];;)o to]] Eridse ?:RGI 
?dditio;t:;~;Ml :Risl:;n;gy grossi;QSJ TRo gos'e g;f o)!i'or?tio;Q ?R9. i;QSHY2Q9? of 
91=!'!{ to]] Je.rj 'i21SJ9 or othor ;Qj Sf];;)Ui(z' 2rOSI!i'iQSJ 11FOI=l ni:;Jj g);> 'eo]] l!i' ilYG ;QOP 
J;soiRSJ gollogtod, or t:Rilt WilY :Roroilftor bo gg~·iroGI or 20Rstv·gtod 
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QUQl? tiil'lil iii'iR i'l?il=l9iS99 Jliiy; s];;pj)) ]gg pg)Q ]gy tl:Jg Qopartwont fF9:R? t;};jg 

tg] ls 211:;uil F9u9R17912 rooaiue? from the use and oparati9:R t:R2raaf 
('I;) ~f;;Jg sost gf :R?dliRt9Ri1Re'9 (a:;;slnsiua sf t:Ra iPFl?9ils};;]as) gf t};;].s 

to1 ] Jgrj Glga iln9 iiRY gag; ti oral :Aigl;~nmy CT9i'SiRg sf :bin F:F.illi=lsisso llmy 
ggastruet'il9 Sat· ·aaao t};;].a CSHJ;J)o;y gf 71 Lill!A99il gnQ tl:ae City diRGI QgnRty gf 
li!'?P i'JGiEQGiSGQ s};;J2]) ]gg paid by tho dq."ili'},;};IQJiOI}cii fl?SIQ tl=Jg tg] lg iliR9 
raug;g,uos resahwd fJFaiA!l t:R,g vsa iiJ;J:il 2F2l?ilti 21=1 of t5Jo to] 1 brj dga 31:;uil 

il'ilaitiaa3l Aisl.!Pily GTQSSiag, 3R9 U;~a gggt gf mililOI;';.eRBlRQQ (emglnshra 
of tha mppra?sl:?os) of ?ny to 1 1 :briQgg sr gt:R.ar l=ligl;;JPi({ srgsgiR.g Si!l: 

;*iak tells ira Ra·· ]gaiRg s2llastaa 2r tl:?ilt :R??Y keroiftsr ]gg PSW?ira~ 

or conwtrllcted ouer the £7iPl Fr?n.ciiO'co il??{; wh.mll ];g p:?iGI J;y tQ.g 
Qgp:mrt~e:Rt frolil t:Qg to]Jw mnGI rguenuew recgiHeGI from tl;;.te usc 2nGI 
9]?9£7ti9Fl tl:H!JFe9f; QJCQC]?t 7:9 felleHSI 

If t,;Qg teJFiilli' mr.:.~:Gl gon.Glitio;n,w of 7WJ J;on.Glw tQ7t are O'ltwtanGih:;tg or.:.~: 

:i'cp:tg~]ger Q, 1Q9}, ;aGI tl:nt ;rc p:ay;l?J o frolil tRo tolls 2re suc};) ;s to 
rgw·irc tQat tQg gost ef p:l.!lysic;J Hliintgn;ngg of the to 11 bridga 
sR2ll l;e p:;i Gl 1ilrelil se·n;ees otRcr tR;n. tells ;aGI reueanas frelil tl;;.te usc 
;nd ep:cr;tion ef tho t911 bridge, the cost of th.o Hlain.ton.mn.co sha 11 

]gg ]?Mid by tho dep:mrt~or.:.~:t frelil mon.gy accrdag a:road te accn12 Jn tl=Jo 
r!'tiltC ili!!T~Tily :Accenn.t gugi]g];lg for tl=Jg ·rjQgn)r.<~:g; rel!;nrfacin.g; gnQ 
a;oconstructi on of stmte :R.igh.nmys for th.o group: ef collnti cs Glesi gr.<~:ilt9GI 
gs Qreup: We J in £ectie:R: 1Q7 1 nn.til t'Q.e boR9s mr9 r9fn;e~99 or 
rgti;e-gQI or RR:til ]?3J:Q:Aent of tl.!le cost of Hlai:roatcna:roace ollt of to] J s a:roaGI 
rguonuew fwom the to 11 hri'ii!SFC iii' muth.orilled i:roa. t:A.c ~an.n.cl? p:l?onidgd iR 
taa p:roaaa9iass ;vta.oriliin.g taa issn;l=Jaa of t};;].g Ro:roaGis Q;!};;)e £tatc 
Wighnay 71 cconn.t sl.!la]J :Se l?eililkmrsed :S;r tl=Je cowmili'wion for al 1 amouats 
we e:cp:en.GieGI ··ith i:roatcl?est th.eFeoR at tke Fate ef 11,'~ p:araaat ]?9r 
;n.Qnlil to ];g ao~ntaGI on tRe tgtg] alilonn.t e::p:cnGic9 dnFing any oRe ,........... 

Nl=J:a:Rauar 21ftar r!'ap:talil€9l? Q 1 J Pill 1 aRy l?e:roadli' 129CHrc9 12y p:l9dgc of 
t};)g to] J iii' and rougano;u;; of th.g tgll J;;e-i9ga ara l?afn;n,dcGI el? Feti rcGI, ir.:.~: 

t;'Q,g totsill t;;Rg:R: ontst21n.Gii:R§f; tRa colf!R1ission. s:A.all i;n,c]ude, in tl;J.c 
p:rgg-.gsiliRg" fo:n; any R9'i! i"sn-. ef Ron.ds fel? suc}:;} p:nrp:ei'e; :SoRd&' i:roa a 
snffj ci CJNlt 3Hlenr.:.~:t te rsrp:;y te t;h.c :St;r'ee WigW;my 7\aae17 l=lt t;l;J,g iweuRt 
p:reui daGI 12y t;;Qj &' i'Ccti en If t:Rc awouat j &' :roaot rep:miGI from tRe 
p:recgcr,;ls from t;;Qg sa] g gf l9eR'Bls i:R'Bl a]], reuan'lO 12e:roads sacnFed Jv;r 
peucnnc&' on t:Re te]] ];;ridge mrc fu)Jy ret]red 1 ilRd illl etAcr 
e:SligmtioRs ,;ggnrgGI },;y rengn.ugs of tRa toll J;xd r,;lge, ·rJ=Jctl:;tcF ];;y moan.s 
ef ];;en.d. issuo or etl.!lor ]?rev?sieas gf Jan, l.!lavc been. fnlly p:mid, tl:;te 
r9@7?fii19Rt ":kmll J;a wm'iila fro~ tlolg tolls 7QGI ronol=Jnos ef tQe t;o] J 
bridge, a>Jd t};)g cowwi wei on and the Gile@artwon,Ja sh.7ll fi}li an.Q collect 
tolls OQ tQ.g toll l9riQgg at a rata snffici en.t te j nc].nde @F'enrisier.:.~: 

for such ra@a;.nrent HRti 1 th>il aw9HRtt ro'!Enira9 to }.;:o p:ajr,;l in.te tl:=Ja 
£t21ta Hi!!T~TiilY Acgonn.t }.;:;r t};;].is socti QR l:=Jas }.;:oon p:;iQ t:Rcrgl;;o 

Q;!};)g HlePOJ:'I!:' rowdred to ];;g FG@aid ]gy this se2tioR li!lh.illl Ji?g grgQjtgd 
to l;;;Qg H.JOl>lQY 7umilml9lc fo;e- co:Rsta;;vgt;j en gf stato l:=Ji gbnys in CoHRty 
Qre11 )? We 1 819 liil]?C9ifi99 iR &ostie;e 1Q7 

SEC. 18. Section 30606 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30606. ~The cost of operating and 
maintaining the architectural lights on the toll bridge shall be paid 
by the department from toll bridge revenue funds available for the 
operation of the toll bridge. 

(l?) For tAc J.!WTJ!i'9So ef smrryiR§" ~mt tide sast;io:R froHl l'an.'lilry 1 1 

1PQQ, l;g l'anuary J I J QQQ, tl:=Je QQ@ilrGli10nt I" G@Gl?ilting mrpoRii!JO lgpQggt 
s:Ai:illl be iiHgmcatoQ Jv;r en.e p:arse;e ycilr m;eQ fifty t:Aonsma.Q Qollmrs 
($9Q,QQQ) Q;!Qorsaftcr, t:Ro g;cp:sn.li!lo of garr;dng ent t;l=J..is seiltjel=.l sl:;t;]l 
ke ing]Hded in th>a 7nmn 1 Pndgot Act 

SEC. 19. Section 30608.2 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 
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~l;;tg ca~issiaR HtiiY g]sa ugry, illi!' :it GI££WS Glas:ira:Je.la 1 tlwJ.g 
ratgs ppp] j gglg] o to Hobi c 1 q;: oporatgd on tho san:~. i!riiQCifB'g9 Qpk 1 and 
i!?y Qri9ga fa;r- kRa cgrriiiga sf pgssaagars }.;y ?PY Jinm:iciJ?il] ar )!J'H1alis 
carFsrsl"sia.- 1 trilRS:it 9:ist!I'ict 1 FHJi?lic ut:iJ:ity 9:istl!dct 1 ar pslitio? 1 

snb9iuiiiion, g:r B:f 3~{ 1at3li;u;pert9ti9R aawp3R~:{ apeF3tiag Hl>:lJo.iler 2 
ggrti fj gpt;;g gf pub 1 j 9 QQPTTQz;;J] QJ;;JQQ iiJ>Hii! PGCRI?Ii'i ty 

SEC. 20. Section 30610 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30610. Expenditures for maintenance and operation of the Terminal 
Building in San Francisco shall be eligible as a proper 

ch2rgas charge against the revenues of 
the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge in an amount not to exceed 
three million dollars ($3,000,000) in any fiscal year, subject to the 
adopted budget of the authority and subordinate to the payment of 
bonds of the authority 

SEC. 21. Section 30750 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30750. As used in this article: 
(a) 11 i:Jdl!:'tjRSf brjQsrg" "Carquinez Bridge" 

means tRmt those certain bridge 
spans on Interstate Route 80 across the Carquinez Straits 

near Crockettr known as the Carquinez Bridger together with any 
existing or new and additional approaches thereto necessary or 
desirable to connect with the present lbtmtg :Wigbwy Pollt91is 7 
At:it'il J 4, or AR~{ ram] iSfR:IQ9:Rt t};;].grgof, ;;};;].io;Q i@@roio};;].gs s};;].ill anta:R9, 
conwtrnctaQ to frggngy wtmt:it9mr9w, to i FOj:Rt iF@ro:dil!lmtg]y four iR9 
o:Re Smlf Hlilgs aartR af tQa aortA gaQ of tQo J;;;riQga, ·~icR FOiRt jg 
juwt norta of thg CroonfigJQ i>H9RH9 iRt9rl!:'9ctjon, mnQ to 21 FOja:;Jt 
RFFroxiantg]y four z:qj 1 91!:' south of tlOJg gout};;) Gt:itGl of t};;)g kri Glgg, ·7};;)ic};;]. 
FOiat is just :RortR of tRe iaterseetioR: sf Pontas 14 ia9 lQQ 

additional spans and the toll collection facilities to 
serve both the existing bridge span and any additional spans 

(b) "?>GlGlj tj sni] Cmr~ni;R9;i 

"Benicia-Martinez Bridge" means Zl 1=1:a·· 
the toll bridge across the Carquinez Straits ~ 
Crac];;gtt 1 ta J;;;g ] ac2taGl i@@roaiRJitaly @irillal to iR9 HFI!:'tr9iR1 Ersil!! 
t;l;;Jo Td wt;j XJSf kri dsro, on Interstate Route 680 
connecting the Cities of Benicia and Martinez, together with 
~ any existing or new and additional 
approaches thereto necessary or desirable to co~oct ;Jit:R: 
tkg Fl?91!:'9R:t lbtmtg Hisr};;)ngy J!ilgntgs 7 AR9 14 ar Al=l?J l?9AligRIQ9Rt t};;].grggf, 
·7};;)j c};;]. iiFFroao};;].gs l!:'kill gz:t'ii:RGI, QQiRS'ilii"wted to f;r;gepay stmRGlarGls 1 to 
i Feint ilFFrOJEiil!lmta]y fsnr A:R9 21=1:2 };;].glf IQilas :Rsrtl=l sf t};;].g R:orta. 21=1:61 
of tAg J.ri9ga, ;ikig:R: FGi'irt is jui?'i rortR of tho Crocnfi o 1 Gl Azronng 
intorwectj Ol=J; Al=J9 to m FOiat iiPFl!'OJ'EiiQatgly f",;mr TRilas sout};;) of tl:J.g 
soutR 9XJ:GI of tQa Rri9ga 1 ·7.b,;ick F9;i.R:t ;i,g just nsrtb. o£ t;Q.e 
iRt'il&segti on of Routes 1 0 aw;3 1 QQ, with respect to the 
present span or any spans and toll collection facilities 

'tie sgrug J;;;gtQ tQg a;dstil"lSf for the 
bridge and tRg ad9itio~al to 11 hri9ge any 
additional spans 

(c) "B'a;;dcjg li?rtjngg Iii'Jd9sro" TR9i1RS i aan to]] krjQgg acr9i?i? 
Car•e_rHiRee fitraits iR9 CORR9CtiR:Sf; nj,t};;], emit21Rle 21F@F931Q};;].gg, t:R,g 
Citi9i? 9£ li'9n:icia i:R9 UartiR:9e, lfi'ncbt RPFFOilchgw to inc 1 ude 
iii>IFl!'9ITQIQ9t:ilts soutJ;;tQr]y to m CO}.:)R9ctio:R nit};;} J!ilouta lQQ 2R9 :RortRarly 
te A COR:R9CtiO}.:l Hit};;} ~OHtQ 74; il@{9'liOJdil!lit91:{ 9R9 :R.ilf Rlila 
ROrtbmwter 1 y from ~'ii'Oi'onG Stroot in t};;)g City of l(gnj cj m, il=J9 iiR: 
i;;,FrengiQQ:R-1;; ··it};;} RQC9ssary or €1asirm19l'ii rga] jgnTR'il:At of J!ilentg 74 
:Rert};;].grly t2 a se:RR'ilstign: 1·it~ pg,,to 7 }.:)9ilr CerQg]ja, arQ te]l 

http://info.sen.ca.gov/pub/bill/sen/sb_0901-0950/sb_9'i~_bill_20030221_introduced.html 

Page 8 of35 

2/28/03 



SB 916 Senate Bill- INTRODUCED 

collgsti9A ;goilitios for tl.=J.s kri?gs 
SEC. 22. Section 30751 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 

to read: 
30751. The department is authorized to lay out, acquire 

and construct the gQQjtjo~aJ Carquinez 
Bridge and the Benicia-Martinez Bridge ?S defined in this 
?rtic1 £ 1 and to make such modification, improvement 

and reconstruction of the GJmistiR§f Jon;iQgo 
bridges as is necessary adequately to handle anticipated 

traffic and permit the collection of tolls. Tl.=J.g sJeietiRg 
kri?go 2nd the additioa?l C?r~?iao~ Qri?go ~?Y ks OFSM?tsa ?e 2 
SiRglo HRit 

SEC. 23. Section 30752 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

107';:& M'or tl=Js Flll?F0£9 of ol?t?h=drg fnpQis 1;Q SilrMy out t];;ue 
provi si Oli!IS of t}.;d g iiKti cJ a, t};;Jg GGR11id s1!d Oa;J j s ?nthori zod to i ssua 
I'9ITSP1-"P9 BoRGIS i:He'GFt; iS :R.s;e;eiR et;Aer·.ise ]!?Eov.i9e9, tAe ]!?EouisioRs 
o£ t;bo Qg 1 j forRi? '*'ell Ji'iri'ii!SfO Jwt;hority T! at (CAiJ?tOX 1 {OOR1if:19Re'iRg 
.. itA l;i'ggt;,ig;t:;~, 1QQQQ)) ?TO l=Jg;e;g]O?y Hl99G 9FJ?]]ga);)g to tho rouonuo Jvon9s 1 

a;t:;~,Q tAo ooH~aJissio;t:;~; gp,Q tAo 9GFi1EtHl.ent ilre ilnthoriiiiio9 te Qe ilny iln'iil 
91 1 thiPSfl2 FllEI2ll?iRt to l?TJ iasoel2s?ry te EiRMne'e, oenstxuot, iR'iil 
OGHlFlGtG tAo 1?ri9ges R1GP:t.ie;n.e9 i;n. tAis 9Ftiele i1P9 1;;\Jg iHlFEOUGHlGi!lie o£ 
tl=lo o;d sti;RSf l?ri Glsro 

TJILg gg~ilii'IZiGR. Rl.iy 91ltf:loEiil9 t,;;;Q,g iiZS11ilROG e£ 1?oi!l912 in 120Xi912 jp iiP: 
illilOHnt el2tiHl.ilte9 to l?o 12HE£jgient to 90l=RF1ete tAo sAtire uork 
il11tf:lel?ill'll9 :R'iill?GHP:'oi!GX iR SllOO'iiiSI2ilTG 12tiiS91Z; a;n.Q IQil?:{ @FOITj Qe foE t}.;)g 
j 12Sllii:R09 i1P.9 lii'ill'iil g£ 12llf£,;j,g,;j,g;p,t; E'iiiH'iii:Rl?G ]O?g;p,Qs to fii!lili!IQG 1;}.;)g 
eoR'"'tructi on oE tile il'il9itio;n.ill Ci.-'i!!HiReii lii':Eieilge i1R9 t}.;)'iil Iae9i fi£iltien: 1 

iHlprouomort 1 2nd ro99iR.'"'tructi 9F oE tho mci'"'t;i,Q.g 12..-iQgg iiS tf:le 
ini ti 31] stilge of snr;J.t nor];;, '*'Re 99R1if:lissie;t:;~; Iail?;{ iRee;ct;, iR tAo 12eR9 
iRGI:eiRtv;e;o er re12oJutieiR ?HtkJordiiiiiiRSf tloJe 1?oiRGie 1 snob gowilitioRJ? 212 it 
QeeiaS 1=1999Sii!'9F?:{ H@QiR the j Sl2'19iR99 iliR'iil SJ9) 9 o£ t;;Qg mQQit;.ieRill Je.oR9S 
P9C91ii'IZ?ry te Einilnco thg MGGJ:ni12itien 1 censtr,otio;n., m;n.Q 9GIQFlet.ion oE 
tile lii'en.ia.iii :D«mx=tiQGii lii'x=i?ga 

'*':Re FGIT£l=JHGS of oilg;Q ];..-i'ii!ge RegQ Ret Jve i1S9ellate9 Eox= S9@ili'"il"eal::h 
~,t Hl.iiY Jvo mllog7t99 2s seg·,r.ity for 9]] of t}.;)e bo1=1d12 i12s,,ed er to l?e 
is12ue? loJereviRG'er 212 t\Je 90lillid 1212i eiR Rl9Y G'eter:Rli R£ 

SEC. 24. Section 30753 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

:iO?iiA 
to11 s llFOF tho eri12tinsr bridge ?nGl t9 contimw to goLJ.gct tollg 
tQereon for t}.;)e F,HWFOS£1ii1' of t}.;)i Iii: grti g] a, t}.;)a go] J ectioR of t;Qe to] J Iii: 
to 90R1if:1Gn.9'iil H@OR t;Qe Qgt;e t;be gQQit.iongl CilPiJHi;Reii lii'ri ?go i 12 OFG:Reeil 
t;e F''Jvlig trgffig 
tolls llFCF thg HIZO of tho ii'tilditioRi1 1 Ciir'ijnineii lii'rieilg'iii n~e;n. it i~W 

O@Gl=JeG' to FHJi?]jg trgffic gpQI t;;Qg J?gnjgjg :D«?Etineil PriQsro nhon it is 

go]Jectioa of toJJ12 U@on 
Qilr~pP.iReil lii'Ei9sre nRQe; 12noA rnlee ;;n~.a regvl;t.ieQs ms t;\J.e eoJ:iiiaiss.ien. 
Qgems FGQGSS?r;r i1=1 or'iiler to O@Or?te kotih bwi9sres ?S 9 single toll 
l?x=i?ge W"o to]Js shg]] li?e r;}.;)g;e;geGI foE t;l=Je use on]y of tho ?FFF079hes 
of ilPY of tloJe bririlsros iii!' t:Re ?FFFO?re-:Res grg GleEiReQ. iR f&aatioR 
20790 

f®HJajee:t to tAa ]j:Rl:itiltioas )!?x=oui9'ii19 iR tl.Jls gx=t;;ig]e, t;}.]g tolls 
sf:lmll J.g HIW'iil'oil ?Rei! 9@Fli'ii19 ?S HliY Jvg @rouieileQ iR i Jaon9 iiR9GRturg or 
reselut;;ioR of tAo aoH~aJ.issioR ilH"eAo;.iiiiRSf tAe ie&'HiiRe'e ef JaeR9e fer 
(il) the FilY~l?F"e ef FFjl=JgiF?] ill=IGI ;interest 9R the JaeRrili2T (];) tl=Jg 
g;romti on 1 ostali?lis:b.Rl:oQ.t, ?n'oil Hl?iRtonange of rgggpre mn'oil gt,;;Qgr fnRCw 

for t}.;)'iil ]!?Eotegt1oP o;e; retiF'iiiR19Pt eE tl.Ja li?aaCs; (9) OF2Filtion 9R9 
j;t:;~S'H?9ROG 'iiiJiiF9PS9S; 9!QQ (Q) il~:{ otf:lor Sb.?FSfOS iF: OORPGQtj OR Hit};;[ ti:.to 
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99RStli'VQtii9liiiLJ 9]!i'Ql?i'ei2R; iRS11FiiR§if; ilQQ ilii:RiiRQiRg gf -t;}:;l:'e: Jo?;riQgQiiO' and 
i;l;;J,g jwFT9JTGmont of the T~j sting bridge 75 ro??{ };-g Qgt,;ga;llrliiR'ild by tho 
gqqx~j ssi 21=.1 1 i:t:!I9]'1Gii;ag tPG ggt,;gJgJ j sbwant of r2Rille'ilit;l'l;ieR iiR.;i 

i~rsur;waRt En:R'!ils fsr fnrt:Ral? raRilli?ili tert;j Q:R iln9 j~rguaRJaRt gf t1N:'ii' 
lsriQges 

~gJls s:A21ll ggnt]Rno t2 Ra ggJJagtgQ HF9l>l tkJo mdwtilO=Jg kr]Qga, tl;;uii 
m9Qiti9iAill CiJV'if:lliQ2g liriQgg 1 iiR'Sl t:Rg Jigpjgjil ~brti1=1ag JixdQiga m;;rtil 
?) ] l?QUQR179 l?Sl=l'i1S j SS1JQQ nnQgr t};;Jj S ilFI;j g) 9 hilUS :QggR, ;t;ully pgj Q i1R9 

l?9ti.-gQ 
SEC. 25. 

repealed. 
Section 30754 of the Streets and Highways Code is 

dQ794 ~a ssst af apal?iltiaa. sf t:Rs anistiRg Jon:J Glga, tRo 
3QQit i sng] Car~ni JN191i i?ad Gga, ilaGI tl=Ja Ji21=1i gj 2 ~hrtiRgg liFiQge, 
iR9ln9iiiLg tkg ggst gf ;i,;a;agnlii';;n;.);gg ilSfili];.llii't lolii'lii' of tolllii' o;r ot;];:.).g;r 
rgugnug tk)g;rgf;rgiQ sFlaJ J lea @aj Gl f;ro:Rl tl:Jo to] J s aaQ ;rgua1•ua rgggjugQ 
froiA t];:.).a ·u;g al"J'oil OJ?9X"ation: of lii'aiQ 1i?riQg£1ii' W\;',g go,;:-t of FFJ.:ysigal 
:Rlajnt£nangg 1 jRg]nQjpg tFla 9Giii't of jnlii'Hrancg of lii'aiQ "Prililg£1ii' ?g?jnst 
2ll ;a-isl:s 1 sl:.tall Ji?g FiliQ Ji?y t:R:a 99Fi1*t:RlaP:t out of fvl"J'oils rrgj J gJi?J.a to 
it fgy th@ maint£pap<;;'Q gf Stat£ higbPyiii' Thg QQ@iliftiQQQt; s];:.}.all 
@rauiQe g11 en.gin:aariR.g seruiees fa;r tAe rrark i1HtAorigaGI in. tR:is 
artic1o aRGI tl:.to cost tl:.to;roof sl:.tall leo FiliGI fro:Rl f··nQs azra]]ab]a for 
tl=Jg con.strugtj on of st?to l=Jj g:l=Ju;qs di!l fbo] arc an;! CoR1ira Costa 
Covn:tiolii' Tb:Q .;Ja@ill?t:RlaRt liii:A:ill J?roggQ.;J iloiliA'iil'oiliiltQly uitl=J ill 
R999ssary uorJ:, jJ;;Jg]w@iJ;;Jg but not ]jHdtoQ to, J?]aRiii'; S@£CifjgatiaRs, 
a9timatas of gost;, 1;raffig iiRg fiR:aR:£ia1 st;uQige for gagQ ef SH91=l 
1i?ri9gar;, to tl:.ta QQQ t:A:ilt 93gA ltloil!{ Jwg ggp,r;tJFngtaQ iliii' r;aaR iliii' fnp,Qs QaR 
}eg :RlaQg gugj]g}e]g fro:Rl t\;'a @rocaaGir; of x-azran.ua Ji?onQr; ir;suaQ 
tl=Jgrafor 

SEC. 26. 
repealed. 

107§9 

Section 30755 of the Streets and Highways Code is 

free ali' 9G9R 39 311 beR.Q9 i9swaQ ueQgr t;:Ri9 41rtiela ilii'£ fl71l¥ @41iGI 
g;n.Q ratiraGI 

SEC. 27. 
repealed. 

30796 

Section 30756 of the Streets and Highways Code is 

l'Jhi 1 0 any rouomw ban'oilw i ii'iii'H?a J?HrrnaRt ta t];:.).ifR' Mrti c 1 e 

i'tilt£ gf Ci1 1 if9rRiil fro:Rl any fod£ril] interrtilto gr mM,n 1 ino h]g);}··gy 
sy9talf1 FX"2!!fTilltlo in. aJrcg99 af fa99Tm1 3lle1i:RlaRte aHistin.s 2R IilR·H41ry 1, 
1frl9ii, the J?ropgrti grate share of r;ugh f'lnQc ·ilqj cb non 1 d haiTe Ji?aan 
m11 otteQ to the briQgac lflontioJ;;JoGI i""' thjs artjg]g, gr any of tl=J9:Rl; o;r 
tAa rgfun.Q a:StsliR:aGI 1aac3l71i'g gf tAg eo;n.wtrnstioR. t:Raraof, to t:Re 
OJttGR.t @GFltloittod Ji?y ifg@grill lDF; lilb.illl bg Qlii'99itoQ to f&Ol3RO 3P:9 
CaRtra Cor;t? Qgni=Jt] as iR: t:Ra J?l?O]!J'ortioRs 9Ji.i!'aP:Gia9 1n gggFJ gann.ty (tAg 
'Oi'?tCt of tbg briGig£12 being eugp]y QiujQg@) for 975@9P'oilitura iR 
gggor'oilaiilzgg nit:R lao fgr goartructign on tha stat£ l:.tig:Qxrgys legated in 
s?i Gl 'li'OHI=l:tias 

SEC. 28. 
repealed. 

10797 

Section 30757 of the Streets and Highways Code is 

ta;ansport?ti on jwFrOITGJAe];.lt proga;a:Rl b;r tFJg cowni lii'ii'iQR:, t];:.).o Q.gpart:Rl'i'Pt 
WilY Glosigl=lz ilP:GI cel=l:strnct trilffic Gil].SilGi'ey iiQ@l?9IT91Q9P:ts te t:h.g 
Pen.1cdil Milrt1~eg Pl?1Gigo 

(~) At; t;;Qa 93Tligr;;t;; @l?ilG'eiGi1~19 tiR19; t:Re ~9].5i1Ft:Rl9R'e :Alii!{ J!ii€99999 
nit"b: Mll J!il?9limdn:ilry Hark gp, ilR: m9Qitionill tgll 1i?riil3"il asrQfiiii' tho 
CiiiP!fPjpgg f&triilits fl9l??lla 1 tg tha J?gpjgjg »«Rrtjpgg J?ri'oilga, j~g]nQiR.g, 

but n:et ]jJ.rljte~ te, e:RIT]l?O:R:Rl?P:till stnGiigr;;, J.gyonts, trilffic lii't,~igs 1 
ilRd ill 1 otl:.J:or 'i19lfhi f0111QQ tO be FO<;;'Ofi'ii'?ry for QORii'tFHGti OR 

(;) 'J"Ae p~re] jJ;Qj;Qgry rrerJ: sAilll ~g fnn.QgQI fre:Rl ti.liilt @9rtien. ef tQa 
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qsst of operatic~ 3R9 ~?iRtGR:?RGO of tao £rjQgs; and to ~got g]] 
sJi?ligatisR:s HR'ilor tl;;Jg };;g);JQ rG&o]nticn app 1 ic?b1 g to t};;)o }.;q;;i,9go 

SEC. 29. Section 30760 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30760. As used in this article+ 
(a) "i::d gt;;j;gg bri dgo" mo?Fiii' thilt J;;n;iQgo 9GRPGCth;;Jg t};;)o CGHI=Ity of 

CsRtra Costa RG?r nRtioc};;) ;;itk t};;)g CO''Pty of £acra~oRto RO?r A~olia 
I ill;;JJ.;!iRg eR &:Roli"HE!11<1: Is] gpQ 1 ];;l-!lou;a as tha Artj cob PriQSJo: t9gat1N.ol? ni th 
3R~{ 'iHCistjRg or RO'l or m99iti?RZ11 3pFFGiQl.JGS tkorsts PGGQISS?ry or 
Glaredr;Q]o to coJNJPsct tho prowont Pontor 4

1 
24

1 miRa liiQ, or 9~{ 
roalign~oRt tgorosf 

(12) "~lou li'ri9go" or "Ron A!Qtj oc;R "Antioch 
Bridge" means a ne.. the high-level 
fixed-span bridge across the San Joaquin River near Antioch 
to ko J oc?tod ?ppl70JdHl?to 1 y p?F?llol to ili=id dOli:;sR!e'tr97Hl froHl t;Q.g 
azdstiRSJ Q;.idsa, together with the approaches 
thereto ROC91e'S?F!{ or dosir2k1 o to conn2ot v.it:R. t:R.g J?l7099Rt 
:Pir;wtos 4

1 2 1
1 ilR.d 190, gr il;t;,t~:{ roaliSJRHIGRt t1:!!oroof: gnQ ino 1 nding 

ROCGSSill?y and the toll collection facilities 
for the bridge 

]?Ro for podo~e"tri?nle' ?Rd kicyclos 
SEC. 30. Section 30761 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 

to read: 
30761. The department is authorized to modify, improve, 

reconstruct, and remodel the oYistins kridso 
Antioch Bridge as is necessary to adequately handle anticipated 
traffic and permit the collection of tolls. 

SEC. 31. Section 30762 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

7079:;! Tf?9 Gbp?rtH~ont Ph? 1 1 dom"i!!fP: ?Rd, ilS sooli!l as oconoHli gg] ~y 
f9?siPlo, QOPu;txvct 2 n.an ARt.iec:R. lil?.idga IJ'1:!!.o QgpgrtH~eBt sRilll 
9Jiipl9FG m'011FCO!e' Of fHli!lding ot1:!!9F t;}:;jgp FQITQF110 heRd .i.le'S172RC9 iiRd; .if 
@9ss.ikle, J!ilrov.i9e 2 tell fl799 filcil.ity IR t1:!!is C9R:n:ecti9PL; tRo 
dernrtH~ent !e'h?ll se9l.z f9d9rill fm;•Eis for cen:stl?ncti9R en=1GI le'1:!!i1J J C9HlFlY 
nit1:!!. all fgQgrg] rowd l79HIG];)tle' If t.Ro dOJ??rtmont socua;os fgQga;ill. 
fnR9s fo• tR9 ceRst•uctiga ef t1:!!.a aer; JO?r.i9se, t:R.g Glor,.;,a;twgnt, to t:R.g 
OJZ1i9Rt pgssiQJg, sR?J] HS9 fod91??] fun9s, prior to uaiR!!f Pt?til funds 
017 rOHQR.no RoR9 fnR9S 1 te fiR9P:G9 snc:R: 99RSt~:ncti9B 

SEC. 32. Section 30762.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

7079:;! !3i 

Hlodi?R: R2rri2r 
SEC. 33. Section 30763 of the Streets and Highways Code is 

repealed. 
?07 6 3 lf t1:!!zg Qgpgrtm9Rt dgtgrmiP91e' tR2t r9iWFOaitioR. of to11 s on 

t:R.o o;d stiRg JO?ri dSJ9 nill R:ot j90F9r9i;ae t;Q9 Fess.i:Sility ef e:St?.iR:iR:g 
fgdoral f·,R:ds to 2id j];J fin2ncins tho con£tr,·ction of tl;;tg Rzg·· 

£ridge, tR2 coVIl=R:.iss.ioP:: is 9Ht10J:o;ise9 t2 rai~QJ?9S9 tolls OR tR2 
OJZi le'tiRSJ Je:ri dgg l?OHQP'lG£ doriHGd froHl GHCh toll£ le'Rilll }gg 17SQQ 
sol.9ly fga; th.g foll9HiR:g F1lrpole'ole'· 

(2) D«odifi c2ti on 1 iH~proiTemQBt, rgsoP::Ie'trnsti?R 1 er rawgdal.iR:g gf 
t;loig gzs.ile'ti.iR:g l.a"idgQ 

(:b) To p;ry t:R:9 eoste gf Hlill"EiRg stHQ.ies ?Riil pol?form.i.R:g illl 
proJiHoJin2ry "Ork, inc 1 nding 1 l;mt not; JiH~itod t;g, •nrwwr::{s 1 pl?RQ 1 

QSt.i.Hl?tQS gf C9StS; rig.1:!!.t; gf P??:[ iiFFF?isillS 3R:GI ilc~n,i,sitiOR; 

9Rginoorj R9 stndios 1 lilyswts, trilffic £tvdj os, ilFFl?9il cR. studios, 
CQRSHltilRt foos 1 ?Rd ot:R.or proli};liR::n;y QKpSiln.sos fgnRd k;r tho 
'filopill?1;mQRt tg };:g R999S£91?Y FF9li};liP::?l;y to tRo j SSlliliRP9 ilR:'il SilO gf 
rguQR'lO Je:oRds pnr£112];)t tg tRQ Qg 1 jfgrR:iil T9ll i?rjQ!!fo Authority Act 

http://info.sen.ca. gov /pub/bill/sen!sb _ 090 1-0950/sb _.f¥6 _bill_20030221_introduced.html 

Page 11 of35 

2/28/03 



SB 916 Senate Bill- INTRODUCED Page 12 of 35 

(G2Rm~9iR9h=1.g rrit:R gggt,;;,;j,gg dQQQQ) fsr tQs CSR!e'tl:vc-1;] S;t:;~ gf t;;Qg :RQH 

Anti ocl=l J?r) ?go A1 1 rwrenlles co 1 1 octod sha 1 J be QspsrM"ited ia"<' tl:Jg 
:AI;;J;'eies:R 2Fi9§Js ~all ¥lsuaR.rs Fn;H~, vi;;J.icfi is Ssrsl?y crsel'esa, 21R<e1 ski!ll 
Jsg pupj J a£) o for QiUif?SRL'iiliture ni thollt rogmrd to fi!e''i0'3l yonrs 

(G) AS SQC11Tity fgx= t,;;;Qg ;p'iF!f'~SRt gf l?QVQRllQ bs:t=J9S j SS11QQ tg fiR3RSQ 

tRa 'i'2nstrllcti oa wdi t:A.s a2z;; Antioch Blid dg'i'J Jii'ili"'inriQa'ii!, lio"GITCT; tl;nt 
the QlgpartH~sl=Jt way dj ii'Ganthns 9FST9t) Q;t:;~ sf t};;)g md wth;;Jg 19riQgs upon 
tila 2F9RiR9 gf t:Re RSY7 l!Rti ccR Pri Qgg to trpffic 

SEC. 34. Section 30764 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

d0761 For tl.ig purpOiisa ef cbt?injng fnnde to financo tha 
G9RSt};vstisa sf tSa ;QQ .. Aatsiea:R. l!'Fi8!fG; t:R.e eH?HlH1issi9a is ilrt:R.9;rie98 
159 ;i ssus ;rguQCQ'l9 J&9CQQs :£'T91s .. itl:!lstiliR8jiRg iliRY 91sl:!lar prOld si 9];1 gf litH; 
reuenue Ron Or ;;:,;,.10 for ?J;J?;{ purpose authori zoO by tb.is an;tigle may Jvo 
S91Q ilt iliR ili!lto;rost; rilto iR91s ongooQili!lg g porgeli!lt Fill? )Hilill? 

:M::uaap"oi as b.o;roiJ;J oti:.J.or .. iso pr-etUi'i:iloGI, "oib.o p;r9uj si 9\QS ilf tao 
C7Jjfg;rJ;J]9 Toll lilriQge nlltl;;tg;rjty Agt (gQR=mlORgiRg nit;b. &oatioR ~QQOQ} 
2ro b.e;roJey liliiQ.s iiFF] i ggJe] o "tie sngb, l?GVGiRHG JesRQs, 7J;JQ tl:!le gslillilissioa 
an? tho 1ep7rtmsnt are allthoriee? ts Qg any an? a 1 l t1:J.ingr purru2nt 
159 litH RG99SSiiry 159 fiRiiR99 iiR9 1;;g e'9RStEHe'1s t;;Q,g P:QP 71 P:ti99S 1ilriQgg 

iiHtbori eing VVWh £endS; 017Gb ggnQi ti CPS 9S it QeOiiiS ROGGGGary 

7iQ£i 2ft or t:Q.s £i2ts j t i i!' spoJ;JoQ ts trgffis; iii!' i!'osuri ty for t];;]s 
F2)Qil9\Qt sf sug];;] ;QgJ;J£ifi' 

SEC. 35. Section 30764.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

?0794 9 
2 JN?W' AJ;Jt]scl:!l 2riQgs 1 tao soH~Rdl2sisJ;J sagJJ ]J;JglnQe 7R 3HI9HRt 
sutfisioat "ti9 fiiR9iR9e tb.o oeiRst;rno"oiioJ;J of (9) ti:.J.e eJ;J g:QQ sff raH~ps 9\R: 
Route ~J ts Jig,ys];;]ore pggQ g;QQ Cb.iiJ;JRe] PegQ, g]so desigRilto? 2s tas 
lfGRiGO'iil Fim'fib;t; ri11i1FS; @HrSHiiRt t9 kGGO'"oiistR '1~1 li iiQQ (Je) ti:.J.g VJGSt 
A'GITO:Qt;Q ktroat 7J;JQ l'lsuto 920 IRtorsb.9Rgo ]J;J JioJ;J];i7 FHFSH?iQt ts 
ks;ti9R 9~0 1 

SEC. 36. Section 30765 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

?0799 As mn mJtorn?thw wet];;]oQ of fiJ;J?J;J;ing tho asr; DRtioch 
1ilriQgg 2101Q sng];;}, e'9RSt1i'11GO'tiO'R ?S spogifio€1 i101 &osti9R ?0794 !iii; t;b,g 
;omlili 12si OJ;J lii?Y i 1212110 roue:QHG J?onQs sosnreQ 1?;· il p 1 e9gS? gf t:t.e 
XQHQJ;Jl?GS ot tao pgn !l:;;Jtissa lilriQgg gJ;JQ, OJ;J 9\QQ gftex D'i?S'i?liiJ&S?r 1 ; 

1~7~ 1 of t~e p3r3llol C2r~·iaoz 1ilri'iilso12 2101Q tRo QaRiGO'iil )(grti;eee 
2riQgQ 

If t;];;},g qorlt is se fiR3R9G9; 311 reuelO.Lues gg],],g;ta€1 fl791ilo ti:.J.o 
cper7tion of the mdl?ting Jvrh~g'i? 2n£i ne .. ANtioch Pri'ii!fa lii'Rilll be paiQ 
ints t];;].s S?IQS fn;t:;~Q ?S rsusQvss Qgr;iugQ froilil. tl:!la Qgn~painez PxiQgss 
iiR'iil 1ieRi9i3 1!13xtiRoz 1ilri9ge 3101€1 sb.3ll :Be 3umil21li?la fo;r o;spoR'iilitv;ro 
fsx the 12?Jile puxps12es 2s th'i? reuS?mles fxslil tas12e bri ?spss 

SEC. 37. Section 30766 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

?0799 If t:R:e a;susnns 129N:'.;is tg fiRiiRgs t:ks g9Rstrugtj GQ sf t];;].s 
RSH ANtio;};;] lilriGigs 2re 12egnxoa J?y 2 p]oQgo of t;];;].e xoiTo;euos sf tRo 
p?r7]Jg] C7rG!ninez l?ri9g9is 1 t};;]o 2oNicig Martinez Pxi?ge, and t;};;]o \QGH 
?I.Rtiog};;], 1ilri€1ge, iS ilut:R.sorizo.;l :By &ogt;iQR :iQ79ii, illl 9f tb.cso li?ri'iilsos 
lii9Y £g QF9F9te.;l a12 a pj PSJ.J 0 'lPi t mho FTWP,GIZ of ca,.;Q Qf sug};;] 
JeriQgos Roo.;! n.ot ko ;gg9u:R:toQ f9l7 sop7l?iltol;r, Jent lililY Jeo 9] J QGO'iiisoQ 39 
so;nrity for ill 9f t];;].o li?QRQs issnoQ, or to Jeo issuoa, Je;' t;Ao 
COHlrni12sion for thsse kridgS?G 

SEC. 38. Section 30767 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 
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ug}:;d ela 9l? ]!J'illi!'S9Q92l? farry ill!' il gu};;st] tvta far t1>Ja Td i'ti JNl9 Rri 9ga 
·~aR it is akstr·'eted ta trilffie };;ggg''S9 ef gggidaRt tkarata ar 
F9;L2ilil7 t~•nraat, ar is faF Mi!IY ra:Hi'9JNl 111=1?1&] a to fnJ 1y ?eeawwaGiata 
tl?ilffi9; iliR.Y 9Jii9989 ef FQH9iRll9 eugr 9H]!J'9S999 gf 9'@9l'ilti9R gf i;Q;r'; 

tarry sl=tall l.?a 9a)?£1edta9 l1=1 tl=.La !l;Rt]ae:J.=J ilri9go TcJJ J?auaJ;Jua ii'HJ;;),Q, al?, 
if t'Re g]tarJ;!Uiltiug TRotPo? of fjpgncing alltboriiiig'iil :b?tr section 107?5 
is nee9, ia t:Ra Si1TR9 fua.Q en; ra!T9RH9S GlariuaQ fra"Rl t:Ra f?3l?illlal 
Qgrw,iJNlag ilridgoe and tho Benicia Martinez Pri9ga gra 9a)!J'asitod in 

SEC. 39. Section 30791 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30791. The department is authorized to modify, improve, 
reconstruct, and remodel the San Mateo-Hayward Bridge and the 
Dumbarton Bridge as is necessary to adequately handle 
anticipated traffic and permit the collection of tolls. 

SEC. 40. Section 30791.7 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

?07~1 7 (?)Tho CP 1 iforni? mrgnsportPtion CoHUili""ion:, ri;'ukjoct 
OJ~ras"l~{ te tSo FFOvisioa.s of iiWJ };ga,Q rosolnti Ol=.l il'il9Ft09 k::zr tSo 
Cmliforni? moll A?ri9gQ l\ntSo•ity fgr tSQ Fnrpo"o of fiRiiRcia.g 
COnri;'trnction of the PQ" Pu~;~Jagrton Pr]Qgg, W?Y ]?leQgo ?R'il ll90 rQH9Pl19S 
9oriue'oil fl?Qa:t tSe l?F9Filtign: of tSg giiR Frgn:ci"co Qp]'£] 2n'il i??y i?ri Qgg, 
tho S2n b4?teo Ha;znrd Pridgo, 

fiaancing cO?aGtil?nction: gf t;b,g PJ!lF17Qiii'M'b.o" t;g tSg S?P: Matgo U?y?r9 
P•iEisg ?S 9osari1ao9 in: snk9iuisioa. (3) of Soction: ?07Q9, in:cJw.;l.in:g 
F] e'oilgi ng rguoRH9ri;' for the F?!:zW9Rti of rouomw bow;ile is"l7QQ to fiR:RP:'iHi 
ri;'HCh coa."trncti on ~hi" ?ctii on sl;n]] ke t?lceR ky tho Ca 1 i terri 2 
TraR:S@OT"ti3tieR: CeHIHlissieR:, ga,ly if 3 "tntily, ;;SicS sl;n]] Jag C9Q€Jucto9 
Ja::zr til=.Lo M9tF9FO] j ti?R Tr?nSFOFt3ti O;Q COWHloi ""j O;Q of ? 1 tornatiHR WO?Fri;' of 
fii=13P:cin:g tSe PFFFO?che" recowweR?s th?t the fin:3P:CiP:g So, iR ·~olo 
or in: FiiiZ"t, Jay tgll Z"9H9Ql19S; iP:cln9ia.g tl=.Le iri;'SH3nce of JaoR'oil" In 
t:k3t oue101t 1 tl=.Lo Cmlifo17P:im Tr3RSFortmtioP: CoR-liAissioP: a:~ay 390Ft 3 ]!?lila. 
for tho fiR?i=1cing ?l=.l9 coR"tr··ctioi=1 of the PFFFO?cl=.Los 1a3so9 oR: tSe 
rocgmwon'oilmti oaliO' iiO'v:bwittoQ by tho b~otroFolitiiiP: ~riiP:Sr;'Orterti on 
QgJMlissigR 

(b) Ii=1 gutl;Jori ~z i=19 sncl:a coJ;Jstruct i gn, tJ:ag I ogi s 1 atllrQ hereby fi J;JQs 
?J;J9 9ocl?ros tl:nt tJ:ag reuenues 9orhre9 frolitl tSg epQriltioR gf t'Ro 89R 
Fz-?n:cisco 07lil3R9 Aiily QriQgo, tib.o ggP: b~gtog Ilil?'?r'oil Pri'oilge, ?l=.l'oil tho 
:Cllmbarton PriQgo may be lJGQd to fin?PGO tl.J.Q co~lotioR of tho 
PFF'roacS systea:~ to the Sal=.l b4?teo Hg;z·grQ PriGigo 

SEC. 41. Section 30792 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

?O?Q~ For tSe F''B?r;'Qri;'G of gJatain:ia.g fnP:'oil" to carry out tho 
Fl?Qld "ioRs of tl=.L:i s arti c] o, tSo co*'IHl.i "sign: i" emthori ~e'oil to i ssuo 
rouoR:llO boa9s ;giHi99Ft ilri;' otSgr•isg Fl?GHi9o9 ia. tSis soctiOl=l; t:R.o 
proui si ens of tho Ca 1 i forni a Toll Pri dge Anthority !let (ChiiiFtor 1 
(C9HIIQ9RCiRg Hi th Soctiga, 10000)) ?re herels::zr Hl.?9o PFFlic?1a] e to tho 
roveRwo;; JiiO?R'oi!G, mRGI 'sSe ggHUQi"GioR iP:GI tSQ 9GFi1rta:~oi=1t ?re 211thori goG! 
to do ?};;!Y ?:t:a9 gJJ tl=J:ia;Jgs J?Hr&u?nt te JiH neco&&?ry to financo, 
roCO};;!ii'truct, ?l>l9 iHl@FOHO t:kg 89P: b4?tee :W9!:zRi'3r9 lix-i9go ga,Q to 
rofj };;!3J;JCG tho Dumbarton Pri dgo Tho commi i'&i on may anthori zo tho 
iSSHiiR'OO'O gf JaoiRGiii' jt=J ISOX"iOii' iR iliR 31QOUQ't; OIStiHloiiltO'oil tO l.?O r;pffi'OO'iORt 
to comp]oto tb:Q OP:tiro H017k mntSeri~oa ia &11r;.;go[i;'GiuQ ri;'tilgos Tb:'il 
coa:~Hl.isr;joaz a:J?Y ]RGox-t, j}i;j tho }so};;!Q il=lGI.O};;!tnro or reso]ntdon: 
iiHtSorieiRg tSo Jaoa.Gis, sugS '!!'9P:9itioRs 319 it QgeiQS P:9CGSS317?1 

SEC. 42. 
repealed. 

Section 30792.2 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
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Frord QgQ for ia :Uaoti on 1071t? l, t:R.o C;liforR:iil ~o] J Ji!xd Glga J\nt:R.oli'ity 
sl:.iiill, iiii J?re~t;ly ilS foeu;il;;:lo, j ssus rauot=.~HG Jvo:Rils to fia;;n;;.~:se t};)g 

coagtrnatioR of il pgn Pnwl?arton Bri.;!§f'il Quo;Q },;;:gp,..;!s sl=lall l?o ii9'imrw? 
J;y t:Rs lii'9He:t:;uues 9GJ!1asi1sa9 ia. tRo lbil:R F:n;n.;Jci soc Oell;;] :n=lGI J¢?y Iihd Qgc 
mg]] I<lovoRHa li'nRJil eu;; FTOTd Qlgc;l };y Q]znptor 1 (ggHJiAgaoiRg .. it:li.t Socti on 
10000) of tl:;de Qiuil?ion and ky ?ogtio:R: 107194 i'uoQ issua of l?9H9RH9 

l?sa:'iiS iR?iiiYs t@ t:Ra 01etoa:t t:Rilt kRa emtl:.iority GlatarJidPes fgggj}gJ a, 
inc]uQig ;f;ppQis j;Q ?X? gmgunt ppfficioat t;;g rri'Oh!JR t:R.o lb9R »«iltGG Hil!;(o\Jil£"9 

QriQga TrastlG f®w;:;:R. fiR:ii:RGiRg s:Qgl] li'o H:R9:crted'i'iifR oRly t9 t];;}e 
OJitg;pJ:"';; that the mnt:Ro;rity EiRQs sa t};;].a );.)eud s of the ostim?teg of 
cost, t~ilt iiRticiJ!l'ilto9 rouo;;J:HO ilu:il]]iiJvlo to ]t xdll Jeg SHffigie:R:t to 
IQ99t jts oJeligiltio;;JS ujt}:;) l79SF991i to t"Re EiRiiRCiR!J o;;f t~g f®:iiR 
~l?iiRCisco Oa 1c1 and PiiFid Tl?iiRSit ~·];o 

T"Re 99Fill?tlile;;Jt F.lTdag CQiiiFletgQ its stn..;lies fer t}.;}.g R9Y' Pm~\lsgrtgR 
ltriQgg iR CQRSHlt3tiQR x·it"R t"Ra FHl.?]ic ggeJNlc]es in ·±Qgg terr]tgry 
t;,].:;},g 2FFl?Q3Cl=J9S tl=Jere1;.Q 21?9 ]ogg1;ed, 3R9 tl=J.g 99F?FtH19Rt ~3Vi:R!f 

CQHlpletod t"Ro owrirQ:Riii9Rt?l iliiF3Ct l?OFQl?t QF tl=Je Fl?Qject, tl=Je 
rogis 1 at'll?9 finds and doc 1 arog that th.o FQ'iflliJ!?Q}:AQ:Rt:S ilii@QS9Gil l.?y 
CA3F"e9r 4&i'd ef t:Ra fStiliiviies of 1l}?d ;Rgua l.?aaR lilli'ii Tl=Ja I agislgtnra 
fnrtl=Jer doc] gres tJxnt t}.;}e GleF?l?tHlent i w 3HthorimiiGI Eo Fl?'ii''i'ii9GI 
ilfiHloQiiliiely vitl=J. t:Ra 'i'ORSiil?Hciiio:R of kRa n.an Pnlill.??rto>J ltrj Qgo ?>JGI. 
?FFF03chew ·dthollt oli?taiRiag :linrii:R9l? ?FFl?Ovills, FrgzrjQed, tl=Jgt t:Ra 
xwster]y 2FFl?O?Cl:a9i' IShii]] incJude 7 newt 7FFF0iiCQ, il TT:Rivgrsiiiy 
T!UQJ¥.!'19 COJ>ln9Ct] g;Q to t:Re H9St ii]!']?FgiiQf.l; iii ~~ill?S}.;j, JiilOi19 QOR:RQC1;io:R to 
t:Riii H'iHOi't aF]!J'*QiiQl=J,; iiRil il t'JilloH JiilggQI CQ:RPJ:Ii'Ctio>J to tlvJg ngwt 3FFl?O?Q}.;),, 
?]] Jociliiad gs fo]Jops· 

Thg HOSt apFX"'ii'iiCb: IB':Riill CQRlliiQ:R'i'Q ilt tl=J.a POIB't 9Ril of tl=J.g R9H l.?ridg'iii 
gnQ Trte>Jd 91] ong tF.le FXOWOnt xwwtor 1 y l'Ji]] QH PoiiGI 2FFlV93Qlc 
iiFFr-emimmtoly Q, QQQ faillE ii9 il F'iili:Qt 490 faoii 93St of tl=Jg f®ontl=J,gl?:Q 
Pacific r?i 1 rei1GI trii'i'l:IB' 

TAg Wil],gn JGogGI gg~gatio:Q Eo ERiil ·;asii ilFFl?OiiC:R sQg]] C?Rn.oct to 
tl=Jo HOISt iiFFFO?Q};) ?t j ts YWi't g;gQ ?>Jd 9JEt£w:3 ? 1 eng- proosmt l'Ji 11 gn 
Iio1omGI Eo iiiw iRiiorsogEisR HitS }!;loniio 101, g Glisiiii:RCO of iiJ?J?F?JdHliliioly 
4,&i'QQ fegt 

Tl=Jo n~hrors] ty ~ueane connocti Q;g to tl:ao nest ?pproach !B'h.? 1 1 

gg~get tQ t}.;}.g '79St 3J!'Fl?039R 90H1Hl9RCiRg- mii 3 @GiRt 3FJ?l?SiltiHl:ilt?ly 
9, QQQ foot ;;oQt gf tb:o TTQIB't Mli?niilil'ilRt of Eb:g QJdstin.g l.?ri9go 'iM:a:ol?o it 
iRtgrsagts iil=J,o x·ast iiFFl?939:R ii:RGI o::taaGI iR il soutl=Jar]y d]rggt]on. to 
'i'ennoot ·dth oxiwting rmiuorwity TlHo>Jno at PnrGiuo 'u9RH9 gaQ 3lo>Jg 
cdwtiag n;gjugrsity ~HQFllg to JHQtl?O P?:WQ ~H?nll?; a diwt3noo of 
iFFl?-emiHl3ti91?:{ 4, QQQ fget;, 

Tho Dhrsh Road oennocti on to tho nowt ?pproacb, sb,mll 'i'SiRROCt xd tb 
tl=J,g nasii ilFJ?l?OiaR ilii il FOiRE 3J?Fl?01iiHl:iiliioly 49Q fooii 9i1Sii of tiRo 
:Southern Paci fj c rilj] re?GI tJ??cJ;;w 2nd ?JEtond H£12t£r]y a 1 eng a J QQ feet 
rd d:o rigl=J,t of ngy, forHl:9rly snl.?j oct Eo iiR QiiSOHl:ont hg] 9 J;;:y t};)g f®ii:R 
Fl?3:Qaisao W;iior PopmrtH1o9Rii, Eo t:R.o »~mrsl=J. }!;lg;GI iiRGI Ji.1guiia J Q1 
intoroba>Jge; a Glj wtanog sf appreximato]y ~. §QQ fggt 

:Ngt};]i:Rg Ral?Q]:R sl=J,gll l?a cgnstruad: tg Fl??VORt El=Jg GI9FDFt:we:Rt fFoHl: 
changing thg 1 ecation o:li ?F)' ?@@l?2i1C:A or ?@prgacl=J, 9PRRQCiiioR QX" fl79iR 
add iRS ii:R;' iiddit] 9JNla] appregcl=J, gr ?FJ?l?9acl=J co:t:!lngct] en if wvoa ch2ngo 
or ?Gidj t] QF j s 99>J:W'ii:RtoGI to By t:Qg legg], ?g?R9ios tbtro,§fl=J, ·~ig:R it. 
F?SI2£S 2nGI ky t}.;}g San FF?nciwoo Pay Co>Jworugtion and Pouo]eFH1Qnt 
CQHI:W]ssiot=.~ 

SEC. 43. 
repealed. 

$Q?&i'~ 

Section 30793 of the Streets and Highways Code is 

Mat go Hii::Zh\T3rd and P,Hl"lo??l?tgn Pri dggs 3S g siRglg 111=.1] t; gn,d: sl=J,all 
SP:QiiiJi.l.uo iig aellacii Eells OR }egi;l=J, "Jo?riGiggs for J!fHrpesgs sf Ef3YiRg ?Ji.l.J:' 
}o?gaGigQ indobtoGIPQii?IB' FFOSont 1 y outstandi>Jg or x±ioh Hl?Y ];g i>Jourro9 
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911tStii:RJ;;1ing bo;QQgQ il>;u;;lg]2t;gQQ.Q&'S Q;Q, bot];;}. ];>J;iQggs; t,;};;jg l?QUQ;RHQS Of sggk) 

brdQgg pggQ not bc &cco·,ntgQ for S9~ill?ilt9ly ~1t ~iiY be Mlloc;te~ iii&' 

sacurity :lig.- mll of t,;;Qg 12oR9s issuaQ F:lH?&'HiERt to tl:;d I!? ilrtj c] 2 

~};;],g tolls s:Ri111 J.?g Hi!'99 iiRGI iiJ?F]jgQ, illS WilY ba FPemireleH;;l jiR iii l.?oad 

i nQgpturg or r2so 1 nt i OR of t};ac cowwi ICICi on autbori zing the i lii'i!Plilaca of 
boaQs, for (7) tQg FiiJ~g;Qt of priiQGiFill ga.Q ia.tgrgst ca. tQg boa.9s; 
()g) t;}.;j,g GF9ilti?P; 9Sti1J9]js};;J1iJQa:=Jt; 7;;tQ Wilh;;,tgpppgg gf P9SGFITQ ;n;;,Q gt;};;].g}f 

f''iR€1s for tho protgstioR ox ratiT9W9Rt of t};;).g hoR'iils; (s) OFSriltion 
i1P9 il;;~;r;·nrii;QQQ 92rP.'@9:RSQS i (Q) t,;};;j,g l?9J?i1~9Rt of tl;tg l!'t?t9 Hi g}.;)ugy 
A G'B'GUFt for mgnoyr mrpondod F11FG'PFt to Chapter ~ li19 g;lii t:R:a Stotutgs 

of JQ97; ilaeil (s) en~::zr 9t:Rsl? c:Rill?99S ia G9aascti9a nit};) t:Rs 
l?QG9;R.Stl?HGtisa; iiA@l?9u9H.J'e;Rt; 9:@Sl?itiea; iaiWl?iR9; RliiRtSRiRGS; ilaQ 

fi >l'lQG] >19 2f t1xJa i''l>l ~bta9 WgyrnKeil iKl 499 iiQQ tlxlo rsfi ng>Jci >19 sf t};;].g 

QmnlsgrtsR irieil9s 218 Rli!IY };;g eileteFH~iReeil };;y tQs GSR1Rlissi9a, iaclH'!iliR9 
tRe s8tiide'J ;i 8l=JH!S];)t 2f Kslin};;i 1 i titl 9R iR'!il ]iA@K9HSHISPt fu>Jeils t"9K fur';;};;].g};'" 

rsR:gJ;d 1 j t21ti 2n gnQ iHIJ?l;'"?rreH~ont 2f tl=Js i'21n lhtsg Wiiii:!:zRiTiP;;l i};'"id9s :u;td 

tR:s Qm~Wwilrt'i?>l: Jil?id99 
SEC. 44. Section 30794 of the Streets and Highways Code is 

repealed. 

H89 gf ] iliR<S8 ?R tloJ.s asu :CnJ:A1e21rtgR lill;'"iQ9e 9R9 tks &iia ~~i!lteg 1!'riQ9e 
ii!QQ tl=Ja iiFFl?9i1Gl=Jss ts t};)9so kKi 99SS f9K };)j 9};) SG911Fi1P9:!:zt uo};)i c) 015 

(1;;) i'9};'" tl=Jo J?11KJ?915915 2f t};)i 15 soot] 9P:; tl=Jo ];)OF Pud;ql;'"tgp BKj 999 ;i 8 

t:Riiii'i )?9l;'"t] S!Q gf &tiit'il Wi9AHiiY iilsnt'il Q4 :S'iitH'ilO'Pt t];.}g R:SH :CnRWwiil?tGR 
li1Ki9gs ~211 Pliail 9R tQ9 221st sieila 2f tQa k21y iiR'!il t};)s ;i];)tsKsscti9R 2f 

TJXJhrgK8i ty ~usnuo 9'9 tl=Js rrost si ds 2f tl=Js k21y 
(c) i'9};'" tl=Js F1ll?F9SSS sf tl=Jls sssti2n, t];.}s nsu DnH~kill;'"t9n lilriQgg 

iiFFl?9219~98 iiFS iill sf t:Rs fsllgr•iag· 

(J) ~l=Jilt )?9rt] ?P 9f iitilt'il Jlj gl=Jrqy l!<l?HtS '?1 :QstH'ilSR &tiitS W:ig};;l!Til:!:zl 
};:gut a 1 0 1 'lQd t~a J.;e-idga ga tl'ts TTSSt iii' ida 2f t:Qs kiy, kR9'i?¥;1 iS t:Qs 
11 1!ol9T'i9 Q4 99;.}RSSti2R " 

(~) ~l=Jilt )?9rti 9P 2f np]v'ilrl5i ty ~VOP'l'il kotrmon v?HilRiWg1.t J;lritm gncl 
&titS Wig];;yqy }i;lgn!;;s '?4; ]:a,g·];R 3S t};),g rru~iusl?sity l!H£}.:1119 09}.:)QQGti2R " 

(?) Tl=J21t l?9iliiFiiY; 1~tR9T?¥;1 98 t];.}'il ~brsQ iile21il ssa.RestiaR, saH!stiH~ss 

sgJ]'iJQ tl=Js MsK!;;};)orJy CsRR'ilstsr, ts ko };;··;i]t freHl tho intsrl5sctisQ sf 
Uiiusa Aua>Jns ila.Q Mill;'"S];.} li:aieil, :@P;;css9ia.g ia. ila Silstsrly dirscti9R t;;g 

t'tgts U] gl=Jrny iilsuto &1; SJCtOPdhag g) eng 21 J 00 fest nj cls right sf ngy, 

f9l!'Hlsr]y 9u:Sjsst te i!IR Silii9HIS>Jt RsJil ky tRo i'iiln i'EiiiRSi8G9 Wiits;r 

00Fill;'"tHIS'Ptt 
(1) Tbgt FSrti9>l sf fi'tgto Wigbqy Pguto &1 kst·ms>J 8 t'lt 0 Highngy 

iil9''ts '?&0 wa.Q t:Rs };;};'"iQgs 9R t];.}s Sis!;; siQs ef Eks kily 

('iii) As used iR this 15SCtieP 1 "lxligb ?SGllFiiPCY ushic 1 s" Hl??>ll5 gpy 

uoQicls caatiliaia.§J t .. s er Hlers J?9F89RI5 1 SJUGSFt tRiiE t;;};),g 9SJ?irtH19P:t 
HliiY 2Rcl;'"Oilss tQgt aninksl;'" ta tQ;e-ss 9l? Hl2l?S Flll;'"SHilRt t2 sukdhd si9R 

Qeue 1 9]? sri tori 21 fgr high 99911Fi1P9:!:zt uehi 9
1 0 1 i1POI5 i!IR9 t];.}o SGSHF?PGY 

rsGpdl;'"SHIORts f2r uaQicl9s nsiag tl=J2ss liRSS ·;hjg;Q jpg]ndo, kut 21rs 
>J:Q"oi liifilitoil ts, all 'i?£ "mho £'i?lls .. iR91 

(~) ~r21ffic ggnsssti'i?}.:l :Si18£4 sa tl=Js usl=Jic]ol5 ]?OF lxJgur FOr ]gQs 

{B) Higbny 15?fety 

(D) ~zrai 1 21kJ s SHFF9rt fici li'iiss f2z- Qish. asSPF?iRcy usl=Jislos, 
iaclueiliR!Js Jemt; R:at; liHli'EgQ ta, ~gr]r,;; iiliR9 riQs lat;;s iiiiiR9 'Eri!liRsit 
fggj] j t] SIS 

(~) ~};'"iffjg snf9l?SS~QiRt safsty 
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HSilbic 1 e F9lltGIC 

(C) M:;ndHIHHl. utj J j aati9R gf laags 

m9~2Sf9Hlo9Rt agg~gjgg 

(I) C9JOJf?riAity ui1sla ¥il!fi9JOl?] ]y il'i19Ft9GI triiJOlli!'@?Ftedo;j 91=! C9R"'ml?21 

Hl9ilSlll?QIC, apprgugg air 'Wjnalit;y manaswmont p 1 ani!', and rggj 9"Ril] 

trapsp?rtati?R p]aJOJIC 
(~) Q;l};;j,g QepilrtiRilo'iHOJtt; sloJ.911 1 ueil¥19 t};)o gr]tar]g Qgug]QJ?9'il J?HX"li!W3Bt t;Q 

paragraph (2) 1 prepare an ong]JOJgoriJOJg aJOJa]ys]s gf tha rawlirgmontli' 
fgl? :Ri~ QSSHFila.ay ual.Jislas 3RQ JsetS e1detiRg iiR:'el FlilRRQQ 
l;tig:R 9?Cll@?PGY uoi.li 0 1 e 1 ares on t]2g l;wj c;lggg iJOlGI t}:;)g iiFFl?93Cil9s to t};ag 

Rri'ilgas AR.;:{ Fl?Q@9sad h<~,ara3S9 iR t'Ae Rnw"Sar gf 9GCHF9JNJts F9'i!fPix=e9 
fgp 91 wehic]e te CQiAQ nit'AiR t};)g QlgfjJOljt;jga 9 Qjg;Q 9CCH@ilR9y uel::i,;i,g]g 
Shgl] }gg iHI]?] 9Hl9JOlt9GI Q;r.;J]y gftgp GQRSHJ.tiag uit;Q t;];.}g ~4:9tF9j!iWli tpn 

~}fi:RSfJG}ftmtioR CoHlHliHsie:a i:R9 Re:lQiag i fJPJ:?]ic R?G9tiag 
{}} ~}.;}9 9Gf1i}ftR?GiQ1; g}:n]] a:!lGtify i;l;tg h:agislitll}?G; it lGilli't dQ dayg 

EJriG}f 1;;g l;;Je:]d]a:!l!f tke J:illl;lic R?99tia:!lg }79'ij!H]}fgQ J;y Fi}fi!f}fi;t:;'li!l (~), gf i:R¥ 
}:ili'9@'iO'Sad j PCli'ailQ2 i:R i;;Qg P:Hiill?Gr gf QQC17flil:Rti2 li'2'ijllil?Qd fgr i ue];;)j g) g 
tG 991i12 ··itRia tli!l9 dgfja:!l]t]g}:) gf i :Rig};;) 999llJ:iia:!l9Y ug}.;]jg]g 

SEC. 45. 
repealed. 

Section 30795 of the Streets and Highways Code is 

d07Qii '*'Qg ggst gf 9J:iGl?iltign. Gi: Jo;gtl;t lo;riilgas 1 in:ckaili:Rg tha cast 
gf insuranco againli't 1 9815 of ta 1 1 15 Oli' otJ;;Jor rouonuo thol?Qfli'OtR; gl=Jmll 
];g }:iilieil fretA tl;tg tslls mn.:til l?GITGRHG rogoiuo61 frow t:Ro HHG ?Roil 
GF9F?I;]g}:) gf H?iGI br]Gigoli' ~};;jg 99151;; gf }:i};;]yg]gm] W?i}:)t9Pii}:)99; 
ia.glw.;!iRSJ t":Ra ggst ef ia.suraRQG gf Hiii9 1;ri9sos &lSJ?ia.st ;ll ris]r;;s, 
g];;)p]] ];g }:iiiid l;;y tho dG;t:;'iiFt'FRG}:)t iili' }:il?9H]QlgSl, 

SEC. 46. 
to read: 

Section 30881 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 

3 0881. 11 Authority" means the Bay Area Toll Authority. 
SEC. 47. Section 30884 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 

to read: 
30884. (a) 11 Net transit revenues" means 

those revenues of il tgJ.J. ];;n;id'!JG tl;tat al?o iR GJ'iiG9SS gf tl;tg 

;menP:t rc·~u i l?cd ( ii) t e the San Francisco-Oakland Bay 
Bridge, the San Mateo-Hayward Bridge, and the Dumbarton Bridge 
determined by the authority as derived from the toll increase 
instituted by the commission in 1977. The calculation of the amount 
of the net transit revenues is approximately equal to 16 percent of 
the revenue generated each year from the collection of the base toll 
at its level in existence for the 2001-02 fiscal year on the San 
Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge, the San Mateo-Hayward Bridge, and the 
Dumbarton Bridge. 

(b) The net transit revenues are subordinate to all of the 
following: 

(1) The obligation to 
collection operation 
ISiifGty ]IQJ:il?9!T9HlGRtl5; (];;) 

(2) The obligations 

pay necessary costs of toll 
l?ol:a-al;ilitmtieR, iiP:GI Rocoss;ry 

the C3lifG}f:Riii '*'rii}:)SFGl?tiiti?R Qg~issign 
authority under any bond resolution or indenture 
applicable to the toll l;;riGI'!JG; iiPGI (c) t? 

bridges. 
(3) The obligation to 

department from any other 
the financing of any toll 

SEC. 48. Section 30885 
to read: 

repay any advances made to the 
source for studies and work preliminary to 
bridge project. 
of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
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30885. "Toll bridgen means any state-owned bridge 
nndor tho jvri iH;;lir;tion of t;;Qg Cmlifora.ia Treu"J.s)?orteHsi OI-!1 
Co~issioQ , including the approaches to the toll bridge 
from the nearest highway that is not for the exclusive use of toll 
bridge traffic, ~ located within the region 
under the jurisdiction of the commission. 

SEC. 49. Section 30886 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

3Q@@6i T"'FOP SOGllFiP5f tho FG'~fPirod GOFSORt gf t};.}Q i:J.gl,Q:srS Of 

outgti1R9iag Pon9s 01=.1 tQo to] 1 }grj Qgo, iiRGI of tl=Jo fa?or? 1 govon"J:~oat 

·J.l;;).oi'a P.lGG9SPilii'y, tQg Motrerr~·gliti1R Tri1RSJ?OA""\si1ti2:R Coi-AIQissioR *Aily MdoJ?t 

g toll sc};;].odnlo iR ] ion of tQo aao i19G]?to9 l,;;::zr t};)o CetJ j foFit=d g 

Tl?i1RSfi9lt"l;;l1;ieR CoKlHlissioR fer 9 t;t;;>ll J;;iQgQ los311so9 .. it:RiR t8o r9gisR 
HI=.~991? itl!s' jn1?il!s'9igtisi=.~ 2I=.~9 ?I]]QQ2t9 t\Jg I=.~9t Ji?QITQJ;;'1191!:' t\Jgrgfrgm 
pPn?SHiiRt ts t];;],.is ill?t.isJ.g 

SEC. 50. Section 30887 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30887. The »qgtJi?S@sl.it7I=.~ ~1?iQI!i'@91?t7t.isR CsHIHii ggj si=.~ sln]] 
i1€ISE?t 2 tell sg;QgQI,p],g eRl;r 2ft2r (2) it }:;)ils }:;)g]QI E?H£Jic }:;)gilrii=.~g-1!:' 

n.it}:;)i];;' tkJg rgg.isR lJ;QQgr itl!l juril!l9istisR iiR€1 (:li?) t}:;).g CilliferRiil 
Tr2I=.I9@91?titi9i!! CswJ.td ggj 9];;' \J21!i' iiE?F1?9lT?€1 tkJg F1?C@OI!l?d to 1 1 I!:'Gb9d11 1 g 

Ile..,e:ror, tl=!g CiJ.if9rRiil TriRS@ortitisa Cs~issi9I=.~ 
authority may increase the toll rates specified in the adopted 
toll schedule if this is necessary in order to enable the 
Cil]ifori=.~iil Trili!ISE?Ortiltioi=.~ Cswwil!:'sioi=.~ authority 
to meet its obligations under any bond resolution or indenture 

SEC. 51. Section 30888 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

AQQQQ Tl=!g C21lifsra.i2 TriiRSFSrtiltieR Cs~issi9R sl=!21ll 
9Jt@9Qiti9n&"ly i@F1?9H9 t}:;).g toll sgl=JgQnlg :r!?l79F9S99 ];;y tka Uet1?GF9] i tiiR 
Tl72l"lS]!19l?tilti9l"l C9WQ:Iissi9R: Hl"J]sgs tl=Jg C2Jiforl"liil Tri1RSE?ort31tisR 
C9R1Wi l!i'Si9a. fi~=.~9&" 7i!!9 9stgr:R;d 1=.19&' tl=J&t t:Qs F1?GFOI!:'G9 to 1 1 scboQnJ o Hi J J 
ras11J.t iR e.itl=!er of tl=!2 feJ.lon.i;ega 

(il) Wi]] i!!Qt Sf9RQl?iltG snffig,ig;et l?Q!T@;QllQS (l.) ta :1!?31?/ l79epdraQ 
costs af 9FGr&ti 91=.1: rol=Jg]gj J i t&ti ?i!l; 7i!!9 QGQGSSiry sAfety 
iwFl?av9W9Rts, (:d) te W99t t;};j,g el21.ig31t.ie;es 31SS11 Rl99 },;y t}:;).g Cilifsraiil 
mriiRI?E?Srtilti ai=.~ <Jewwi ggj Ql"l ll);;'Qgr ill;;JY J.?al"Jd reg a] uti oR iF@ 1 i l!:'i1? 1 c tc tko 
tall Ji?l7i9ge; iiR61 (d) te l?GFiiY iii~{ i1duiii'R:99S F31QQ ts t}:;).g 99FirtR19Rt 
frcltl ili!IY 1?9111?1!:'9 tel? stu61jgg 9Q61. ··2rk Fr9] illlii!!ilry tc tl=!o filNii];;'Ging of 
2~{ tsll }.;lari61.gg Frsj sst 

(];>) Will gQIITgrgo]y ilffost illi!IY l!:'t2to ii!!torol?t, iRgJ.nQiRSf; Ji?nt Ret 
liRlitsGI ti': tl=!:;; Sif:mJ 2RGI :m;ffi;ie~=.~:t F9H9FGR:t ef t}fgffjg 2i!!GI tl=!g 
sellgatieR af tslls 

SEC. 52. Section 30889 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

AQQQP Tl=!a 22~issiea, il"l ssti11elisl=!ii1Ng t2JJ skJ5ll?SfGI!:' fer toJJ 
l;}fidgas, Sl=!illl gizrg l!:'i'RI!liGI:m;}f2ti9R t9 tl=!o 991!i't 2f 9@Gr2tili!lg to]] 
J.?l?i.Qggs, tl;;tg telJ.s QR ·rJ.;;t.icloi 2l79 F19dggQ ilii S99Hrity fa}( ;J;;rga,Qs issvgQ 
illi!l'il 9Htst7i!!6l.iQg Tl=Jg 991!:'t sf 9]?9riltieli!l skJg]J jpg]udg tho ;oct sf 
iiRtl!l11lFiRr;;Q, til:u,~ 2W9HJ:It rS'o!fH il79Q 2Rl!:..m illy t;;g Hl99t tbg l?99SHlFt i OQ ef 
£oa.Gis iss··gg, gpQI o··tst7R9i.Rg frow ·*jgl=J toJJs ilr9 FJ.gQggQ 2s 
SSQll}fity, iiRGI tl=Jg ii!!t9l79St :1!?2Yil!I9PtS of tl=Je £oQQig j 51?119d iiPd 
rellltstill"l9i J:ISf iiiS t'Ray fi111 slug fcK iii);!;'] Fill?tignlill? tall li?l?i9sra 'rl;tg 
ssllilmissie;Q sl=!2JJ gJss gst2£JiskJ teJJs iR sl?GI®r te Sf9P2rilts I=.~st 

Ji?QHQ;QllQS ts )gg 'Hi'99 Q);g]pgjiTg]y for tl?illi!l&dt 9i1E?itill iJQFl7CITQW9i!ltS 
T}:;).g R9t l?QITQRllQS Wil?:{ ;QQ1;; QHQQQQI tAg iv91?315!f9 iRRHil fiR2R9iil 
Qowwi twg];;'t moi'Bh'i t9Hilr9 triiJ:Isit Qilpita 1 illlF1?9HGWGiRttS fJFew t;;g],], 
rgugauas, 2s 211QitaQ, Qnrii!!g tl=Jg JP?? 72 g;QQI Hl?Q 7P fisogJ ?:{92}(S, 
},;mt Wiy Jiie 2GijustgGI iQQ:H21Jy gggsr61.iag tc tb,s 2FFl?9F}fiite 
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iRf1 aticn?ry indcx 1 F mdgptiasr m tgll, li!";;i:.J.~'Iihle fcl? il tell Je:Ti<il!!f'iis 
thc cca:~Hljsredcn way?]£? sgok to (7) docro?li'G traffic f 1 oF 'ii'P the 
~rid~c, (Je:) c:Raasrc ~cal: traffic charactcrdstics to ach1slro werc 
ai&:liiei crt llti liiiiilticR oa:li t:Qg J;,n;itilgg, i;Qd (c) c:Aa;t;;~,gc trsdi"fic iR'OO.tmnork 
J?idetcr:R:s 

SEC. 53. Section 30889.3 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
amended to read: 

30889.3. (a) lllatHit:Rsten.;J:iliRg ii"Q&' etl=J.cr J!?l?9Ei sd CR ef J i1H 1 

t;Qg Uertrgpo 1 j tiliR: Tl?iiiRSp'i?Ftmti9iR CG?HIHliSIR'i'ii'a fm'iilall The 
authority may grant toll-free passage or may adopt -r 
fer iR'FlaH1'iH;j},;atia~=~: :Rct lsl"ear fs};;].aa Jn:Ac BO, 1Qlt1, a 
reduced-rate schedule of tolls for cl2ss I 
vehicles occupied by three or more persons, including the driver, and 
for buses crossing the C?Pijlli nez 2nd T:hrt i noz Soni ci m 
iriQgos bridges The reduced-rate toll for 
those vehicles shall be determined by the J:qotro@olit?R 
~r?RS@Grt?tioa Co~iesioa authority in 
coo@er?tion consultation with the 
Dop?rt~oat of ~r?nspert?tion department , and 
may consist of reduced daily tolls or ?F ?nnn?J 
payment in lieu of daily tolls. ~'Ao roQucod r?to to]] 
scl=JeGin]o ?Giopte'oil ];y tFao Motropolit?n ~r?nsport?tion. C9iRIAissisr sl=Jg]J 
Ro iiFFrgugQI R:{ t'Ae C?J iforai? ~r?n.sport?tior. CoHl:wi ssi on in ?ccorGI?r.ce 
·dt};;] lbectiol=!l i'O'iPH' If the authority grants 
toll-free passage or adopts a reduced-rate toll schedule under this 
subdivision~ it shall grant toll-free passage or adopt the same 
schedule for class I vehicles designed by the manufacturer to be 
occupied by not more than two persons~ including the driver, if these 
vehicles are occupied by two persons, including the driver. 

{b) l!Totr;it'Ast?r.Giir.g s·(QG!iuisiga (?), tglls 
Tolls on the bridges shall be maintained at rates sufficient 
to meet any 
obligations 

oPJig?tiol=!l covenants or 
to the holders of bonds secured by the bridge toll 

revenues, as set forth in any bond resolution in. offoot oa 
Jgn.ugry J, J QQJ, or covea?*lts 
indenture or obligation contained 
the bond resolution or indenture 

in bonds issued pursuant to 
, and the 

C?liforn.im Trmn.s@ortmtion. Co~issior. authority 
shall revise or eliminate the reduced-rate toll schedule adopted 
pursuant to subdivision (a) as necessary to ensure compliance with 
those covenants and obligations. 

(c) The authority may also vary~ as it deems advisable~ the toll 
rates applicable to a vehicle operated on the bridges for the 
carriage of passengers by any municipal or public corpOration, 
transit district~ public utility district~ political subdivision~ or 
by a transportation company operating under a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity. 

SEC. 54. Section 30890 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

AOQQQ At lo?st on.oe ggg};;] W'?rter, t};;]e Glep?rtment shmll 'oilOFOPit 
tl=Je not rouemws in t:Qs Toll lillFi'oilgo lileueQnes ~cconnt, ·±icFa is FaoreP;r 
oro?tod, in. tFao lbt?to mrgn.sport?tion. ~··r.Q 

~hg fnn.Qs in. tJ;ag ?coonn.t grg 'AarePy oontinuclls 1 y il@@ropri&toQ to 
t'Ao Control] or, ·¢to s:R.?ll, 2ft or de9notign.s for &Simir.istr?tiuo oost 
in:'tmrr'i''oil @HrSH?Rt to tFai s seoti on, g] J oc?tG; ?t 1 omst lijHilrterly, the 
roHl?in.in.g fnnGis to t'R.G GGHIHli esi gn, 

SEC. 55. Section 30890 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 
to read: 

30890. The authority shall transfer the net transit revenues, as 
defined in Section 30884, to the commission on a regularly scheduled 
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basis as set forth in the authority's annual budget resolution. 
SEC. 56. Section 30891 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 

to read: 
30891. The commission may retain, for its cost in administering 

this article, an amount not to exceed one-quarter of 1 percent of the 
~ revenues allocated by it pursuant to Section 
30892 and of the ~ revenues allocated by it 
pursuant to su12Qiuisi9R (Je) gf Sections 30913 and 
3Q~,11d il];JGlte'ill7iigJGiF1=J (4) gf S'l];;Heilhdid?;;J (il) gf lbggtjg;;J 

30914. 
SEC. 57. Section 30894 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 

to read: 
30894. The commission shall adopt and distribute procedures for 

the submission of applications for funding and allocation of funds. 
Only those applications for projects ·~i2S 

that will implement the commission's 9i@itMl 
transit planning objectives in the vicinity of toll 

bridges as set forth in its adopted regional transportation plan 
~or the commission 1 s objectives with respect to 
ferry systems ~ shall be approved. 

SEC. 58. Section 30896 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

2Q~Q' Wgt~d~g 1R t~ds MrtdgJg s~;Jl ~g cg~str··gj tg @F9~i~it t~2 
CQR:Structi gp gf M R9F Anti 99~ Pri dga ]!JllFS'PFt tg 8 9Cti'IO'n 3976 2 QF gf 
M R:9H J;\ll~ijl}!''g;g;Q, ;Qrieii?J9 ~:17X'6'1liR:'e tg $99ti9R ]QJ~;d ~; MR:eil 'e;~g ]!Jl9GJ99 
iiiJReil us9 gf tl=J9 rgug~u9s gf gt;~gr tg]] ~xd dgas j;;J gg~;;J?9td g~ rd t~ t~g 
iSSl?iiiRC9 gf X'9U:!OJ!'olo"Jl9 JaeRdS te fiRMRC9 ~mg~ 99RS';1?H9ti?R if Mllt~91figgQ 
:Qy other )!JTOITisioRs of 1 MH 

1 P mwh M GiG?; tho do)!J?17tmo~t shMJ] f?nMnco tho co~strllcti?;;J gf 2 
R97if 'Rtieeii :Qrieilgg QF M RQ .. Q1?HoJ}i?MFt9R :Q;ri9§T9; 917 Jagt~; MS tiis GMSQ 
Hl.MY ~9; iR ri!119~ M Hol.MRR9F SO MS 'e;g lt1MildR1i;i9 t~g iiR10ll~t of R:at l?9U9R:l79S 
far E12)!19sdt j~ tho TgJJ :Qrddga I!i:avanHos Accau~t ]R t;Qo A'tilt2 
TrsR:SJ!19l?titi9R i'11Rd 

SEC. 59. Section 30910 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30910. (a) i'or @llT@?sos gf thj s c~ii)!Jtor, the 
The state-owned toll bridges iJR the rogiaJR: uR9ar 
within the geographic jurisdiction of 

the Metropolitan Transportation Commission are cJgssifioGl 
iiS Rod~g ]R t~o JR9rt~orlR ~ridga m;;dt gr tl=Ja S9Ht}:;}orlR briQge HJRit 

(~} T~a JR:9rt~9l?P ~rj Qgg HJR:it j s c<,;r;;:q~?r] sad gf tl=Jg fg) J m d ng 
Ja;riQ§fQS; u];;}.ig];;}. g];;}.gll ];g Q)!J?TiilteQ iiRd fiRiiR9Gd 316' iii SiRg-la HJR:it 

the following bridges 
(1) Antioch Bridge. 
(2) Benicia-Martinez Bridge. 
(3) Carquinez Bridges. 
(4) Dumbarton Bridge. 
(5) Richmond-San Rafael Bridge. 
(9) T'Re SQut;];;}.g1?JR: "bridge HR:it is 99Hlo)!JrisgQ gf t~s fall2oiag 

"b17jQgas, ·rJ;Jdc~ s}.n]] ~g 9@2T9tad 9JRG1 fjpgJRcaGI gg g singl2 Hilia:it1 
(1) :Cn~en;tga :E?rid:ga 

(6) San Mateo-Hayward Bridge. 

(7) San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. 
(b) The Antioch Bridge, the Benicia-Martinez Bridge, the Carquinez 

Bridges, and the Richmond-San Rafael Bridge are at all times 
classified as the northern bridge unit, and the Dumbarton Bridge, the 
San Mateo-Hayward Bridge, and the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge 
are at all times classified as the southern bridge unit. For 
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purposes of operation, rehabilitation, maintenance, and financing, 
all of the bridges are classified as a single enterprise. 

SEC. 60. Section 30911 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

10P1J (il) i:Jrjstinsr il'e'S'i''HWJ:ts nse9 tg reear9 1;sll 1aTi9!Je z:sueRnes 
and OJEFOPdH tllro12 of t:Re iiQon·t;;horn JwriQgg RRit li!':Rilll ];;g 9asigRiltaQ il(; 

gn};aas9HR:'&s uitl•dR tl=.Le i'iiR i'ri1Reisgg 5lily :2ri dgsli' Northern npj t 
~99917Rt; uJ;;Jj gQ j Iii' };;}grgl;ry 'e'F9ilt99 iR 1;;Qg :i'ter';s 'i'l?ill=l:f!!'F9FGilti9iR FnR:9 

(18') li:zdiB'tiRg i199911iRtS nseGI tg T999r9 to]] lvri dgo rouenllgs 2l;;t9 
9iiEF9R'!ilitHFes sf t;Qg sgut:RerR l.;nd 9ga mxd t sRilll ];;g 9esigRilteQ iiS 
fi:"'Hb?ccountl2 ·dthin tho £?n Francifi99Q lilily lfm;iQzp;;s :ii'gutl;;terR 1 4=1zit 
AggeuRt, ·r.AiaR is Ael?e:Sy sremte9 iR tRe a't21te 'i'TiiRS@Sl':IO:iltie:a. l?Hiol:9 

(g) J;leue:a.ues i:a. 9i1Q:A g;f tloJ.e iiQQQP:a.ts ereilte9 ley tloJ.is se'i'tig:a. skil]] 
~9 ]~9Ft segregilte9 i1~9 sgt iiF?rt frg~ gtker f··~Qs 

(9) (1.) Jlfter t:Ae reSi.£nir9Hl8Rts gf iii~{ leeR9 reselutiea ef tk.e 
Qa 1 i farJN?i il QdrilRS@Qr1;g1;j QJN? Qgmwi ssi QJN? fgr ilRY ontBtilJN?:9ha.g rmromw 
leea9s :Ai:ilue leeea ~et, t:Ae 99F2rtH1e:a.t s:Ailll tr?Rsfer, it Je2s\: 
1.fH2XtexJ y, tl:?e reuoJN?nos dofi nod i R imbc:H ui si on (b) af :Ueelsians 3 OfJ 1 3 
i1R9 10Pl4 1 i1Q9 Fi1Fil9l?i1Fk: (4) ef sn};;Qivisia:a. (il) af :i'ectiaXJ ?OQJ1, tg 
t:Ae ';Pall ;Q;r-i9ge J;leueaves Jleeava=.tt iR tke :Utmta TriRS@ertgti9R Fn~d 
';P;Q,g fntw.~/oili' trili!li'f9l?F99 ill?9 k:9reby 99Rtii!l11911S]y iiFFXPFl?i gl;;gQ te tke 
CaR\:rallel? 1 H~9 slnJ] HliliJN?tmia=.t il S9Filrilte gegeu:a.t f9r tk:e reHe:a.ues 
trill=l:sfe.-ra'iil @11XS1lii:R:'ti ta eile:A 9f t:Ae suleQiuisie~s &@eei fj e9 j ]N) t:Ri& 
evb'iilhd &i o~ 7>t 1 eaet '!{'nrtor]y 1 after doQ·wti on,;; f9r il~i;;.tistratiue 

99&ts 1 t:Ae C'eRt;reller sloJ.21ll 1 su12jeg1; te tk:e t;;ePHlS ilR'iil gg:azQitieRS ef 
2 l29I:;t9 resoJntieJN? or ia=.t9eJN?tuxo ?99Ft99 ar gnfsborizod by tho 
ee~Mlii'eios i1R9 il@Fl?eue9 ley t:Ae UetreFelitZIR 'J'rill=l:SF9Ftilti9:R CsHlH!issieR 
FllFSll?Ft ta £ectioR ?O.Q 7 0, di iih11 rro RPY Pl?Gl:? fnJN?:illii' iluilililble tg tl:?.o 
Mql;;XQ@Q] j tilR ';Pr?FIZ@9Xtati QP Qg;pmj sed Q]N) niz'j ch sha 1 1 mV@OiR.roil t:Ro;r fgr 
tk.e @'H7@9S9S lii'@9Sifie9 ia srla9iuisiga. (};;) ef £eeti9a. 10P11 er J'QP14 1 

gr FilrilgrilFk. (1) ef sn~9hdsi91=.1: (il} ef :Ueeti9R ?0~\1 4 

(~) Fer FHrF9Ses ef FilrilgrilF:A (J), t];;)e rene:Rves 9efiRe9 iR 
lii'nlailiuisigl=J: (b) gf £9stisRs ?OP11 iiR'iil 3QQ14 ill=l'iil F2rilgF2F}.;] (1) ef 
snli?Qinisiel=l: (il) 9f :Uee'td9R 10P11 ja=Je]n'ile g]] reuo:a.·uo;u; iiQQXHiRg &dJN?Qe 
19RP9NY 1; J .QijQ 

SEC. 61. Section 30911 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 
to read: 

30911. (a) The authority shall maintain the Bay Area Toll Account 
and other subaccounts it deems necessary and appropriate to document 
toll revenue and operating expenditures in accordance with generally 
accepted accounting principles. 

(b) (1) After the requirements of any bond resolution or indenture 
of the authority for any outstanding revenue bonds have been met, 
the authority shall transfer on a regularly scheduled basis as set 
forth in the authority's annual budget resolution, the revenues 
defined in subdivision (b) of Section 30913 and Section 30914 to the 
commission. The funds transferred are continuously appropriated to 
the commission to expend for the purposes specified in subdivision 
(b) of Section 30913 and Section 30914. 

(2) For the purposes of paragraph (1), the revenues defined in 
subdivision (b) of Sections 30913 and 30914 include all revenues 
accruing since January 1, 1989. 

SEC. 62. Section 30912 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30912. (a) Revenue derived from tolls on all bridges~ 
i\ Ja;wj Qge HRj t may be expended eJN? iliRY knri dge 2nd 
it&' il@@l?9il'i':Aas iR t];;].ilt ua.it subject to the adopted 
annual budget of the authority, for any of the following 
purposes: 

(1) Safety and operational costs, including toll collection 
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ilR'il iiRdiiPU?iiR99 

(2) Costs of bridge construction and improvement projects 
SF2£ifia9 iR :bagt;jaRs ?OQl? gaQ 10QJ4, including debt 
service and sinking fund payments on bonds Sa ka 
issued by the Cillifaraiil ~Ti1RSJ?9l?'iiltiaa Ca~lsslaiR 
authority for those projects. The repayment of any 

advances from other state funds may be made from the toll revenue or 
bond proceeds. ~Jg 319€1itiaa211 Ji?aR99 S99Tt9SI Je;.r t,;;;Qg rauaRH2S 
of iliRY l.?rj Qgg &'J?99j f] gQ ]J;;t :bast] ?iR }QQJ 0 shg)] bo i wmwd nj thaut t;}:;j,g 
frrt:Q'inr iiiFFP8Hi11 gf t:S.a Isggisl9ti'n?a 1 9i!t99pt 1;e fiaiiR£9 1 ia ·¥.lel9 Q1? 

j iR @ilrt, tl=la @raj asts iiHt:Rarl ggg lvy t1:;lis sl=!J.ilpr'ear ar ta raf111=1Q };;:gi;;J,Qg 

issuaQ ta f]Rila:!l£9 tl=Jasa Frajasts 1 j f, l1=1 tl=la 2FiRieR ef t:R9 

CillifarRiBI TrilRSj'BFtiltiea CeH!Hlissiea, Zl SZIIdR:!!J ia. ia.to;rost aests 'e'ZIR 
:be a chi mwd 12?{ wnch rofn'NJ9i 'NJ9 

(b) Ile;;aua;r, tAo The revenue 
determined by the authority as derived from the toll increase 
approved in 1988, and authorized by lbeatieas 

1QPJ9 ma.d Section 30917 for Class I vehicles on 
the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge shall be used, to the extent 
specified in paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 30914, for 
the construction of rail extensions specified in Section 30914 or for 
payment of the principal of, and interest on, bonds issued for those 
projects, including payments into a sinking fund maintained for that 
purpose. 

(c) Maintenance of the bridges specified in Section 30910 shall be 
funded in accordance with procedures for funding maintenance of the 
southern bridge unit during the 1986-87 fiscal year. 

SEC. 63. Section 30913 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30913. (a) In addition to any other authorized expenditure of 
toll bridge revenues, the following major projects may be funded from 
toll revenues o;l; aJJ :brjGI:ses jaz tAo 'NJOFtl.=J.o;r'NJ J2;rjGise nRit 

(1) Benicia-Martinez Bridge: Widening of the existing bridge. 
(2) Benicia-Martinez Bridge: Construction of an additional span 

parallel to the existing bridge. 
(3) Carquinez Bridge: Replacement of the existing western span. 
(4) Richmond-San Rafael Bridge: Major rehabilitation of the 

bridge, and development of a new easterly approach between the toll 
plaza and Route 80, near Pinole , known as the Richmond Parkway 

(b) Wetvit&stmadiR9 lboatie;;, 101?P!J !3, 1115 te 1 FGFao'NJt ef 
t}:;)o FQVQ'NJ17QS ilS Glo;riveGI E:real t:R:e tell il'ol .... l?9ilQG ant:R:e:ria:e9 :b;r se .... ti OPI2 
1QPJ9 ma.d lQPl? on. mll Ja:riGigas iR tAo RertAe;ra. Ja:ri9ga vn.it HloilY :be 
allocvtod k?.t· tho Mot:rGFO] j tmn ':Pl?ilPICFOl?tMti O'NJ Coa1mi 1012i O'NJ 

The toll increase approved in 1988, which authorized a uniform 
toll of one dollar ($1.00) for two-axle vehicles on the bridges and 
corresponding increases for multi-axle vehicles, resulted in the 
following toll increases for two axle vehicles on the bridges: 

Bridge 

Antioch Bridge 
Benicia-Martinez Bridge 
Carquinez Bridge 
Dumbarton Bridge 
Richmond-San Rafael Bridge 
San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge 

1988 Increase 
(Two-axle vehicles) 

$0.50 
. 60 
.60 
.25 
.00 
.25 

http:/ /info .sen.ca.gov /pub/bill/sen/sb _ 090 1-0950/sb _9)\5 _ bill_20030221_introduced.html 

Page 21 of 35 

2/28/03 



SB 916 Senate Bill- INTRODUCED 

San Mateo-Hayward Bridge .25 
Portions of the 1988 toll increase were dedicated to 

transit purposes~ and these amounts shall be calculated as 2 percent 
of the revenue generated each year by the collection on all bridges 
of the base toll at the level established by the 1988 increase. The 
commission shall allocate one-third of these amounts for 
transportation projects, other than those specified in Sections 
30912, 30913, and 30914, which are designed to reduce vehicular 
traffic congestion and improve bridge operations on any 
bridge iR tRiiilt sren)!i' , including, but not limited 
to, bicycle facilities and for the planning, construction, operation, 
and acquisition of rapid water transit systems. ~ 
m6161iti9l;;Jdill ~ J!i'91i7';;9:R:t of tl=la xeue;t;;~ues Qgx-j veGI freJ:A t};J,e tell ia,grailse 
emtl=leriiie9 by l!'ec1ei gas JQQl.Q iiRQ dO !ill.? sQilll Ji?g ill] 99ilts9 l!?;r tl;;tg 
~!letr9@9] i tilE Trila.Sii'9Ftilti 9R C9:R>1Rrd esi 9R ila'iil 9Jri.ii'ea.QeQ 
The commission shall allocate the remaining two-thirds solely 
for the planning, construction, operation, and acquisition of rapid 
water transit systems. The plans for the projects may also be funded 
by these moneys. This sgsti 9R Qgge ngt iiHthori zg an;r 
illl99iltiga. gf Eva.Qs fg;e- i~:{ t;e-ia.sit @rajagt ·"i;;tig;Q, is iRsoasistaa.t 
ui'lib. or rffijgb zdolil'li917 thg '\iQF:R>'IS gf iiP'!{ Ji?gpQ FQS9 1 Htion of 1ihg 
QgJ.ifo;e-Riil Trila.s}?orl!iltioR Coimi!issi9R @HFI!'HiRt to ·}];;}isS li?oR..;!s ars 
9ll'\iG'\iiiP'iiling QF 1ibo affoc'\iiiW Qgt;g gf t);J9 i19t ilwgpQjpg tbjg 17GGti9R at 
tl;;tg l.~a~ go P9g' 1 lilr ~gssion 

(c) The department shall not include, in the plans for the new 
Benicia-Martinez Bridge, toll plazas, highways, or other facilities 
leading to or from the Benicia-Martinez Bridge, any construction 
xWich that would result in the net loss 

of any wetland acreage. 
(d) With respect to the Benicia-Martinez and Carquinez Bridges, 

the department shall consider the potential for rail transit as part 
of the plans for the new structures specified in paragraphs (2) and 
(3) of subdivision (a). 

(e) At the time the first of the new bridges specified in 
paragraphs (2) and (3) of subdivision (a) is opened to the public, 
there shall be a lane for the exclusive use of pedestrians and 
bicycles available on at least, but not limited to, the original span 
at Benicia or Carquinez, or the additional or replacement spans 
planned for those bridges. The design of these bridges shall not 
preclude the subsequent addition of a lane for the exclusive use of 
pedestrians and bicycles. 

SEC. 64. Section 30914 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

1;;g]] Ji?;r-j Qgg FQHQPll9S; t};]g fg]] OHiJa.l9 :R>liljOF ;Le'FQjgg'\ig wpy be f'mQgQ fFOIQ 
tg]], rgrrg:t=.~uss of il]] J;;>;e-jQgss ia. tl;;tg so11t1>JsrR J;;>;e-jQgo nait· 

(l:) QHIQ}gilrton. :e'ri9ge; IIQL2F9H9:R>19Rt ef tkg pgr;tg;e-a, ii@@X'OiiQ];;).gg fr9Hl 
Pguto JQJ if ilffoctg..;J Jecil] geuorR:R>l9:t=Jts i1X'9 inue]Ho9 jp, t;b,g 1i' 1 ilnniJa.~g 

];q;iQgg tg sin ]i1R9S 1 gga.strncti9R eE ;e;ilil tri;;Jsit 9il@itil] 
iH~op;reiT9:R>l9a.te ea. Je'Q,g :bri'iil!!fe r.strllctnre, aa.Q i:R>'Iii'F9H9:R>19Rts to t'Ra ¥levte 
P1 'Pgnto aao iRtgrchaJa.~go 

('1) Con.st;e-Hsti e1=1 of Wast QFila'iil goaaastoF e;e- il=l ill tsrJa.~its @Fejsct 
Qgsigngd to prouiQs G9lii:!J'ilrabl'i' 12'i'R:gfit by rg'iilusia.g ug};]jgular trailiiliic 
G9Ja.I99Sti eR eJO\I tb£ eilst£rR i1Fii'F9i1Gb£s te t1>Js filiiJOil FriiR:ciscg Oil]'"] iiJO\IQ ltily 
:e'riQgg n iJijiggt;g.;J lecal ggugr~an.t;s S'Rilll Jig iwroJ.vgQ ia t;;Q,g 
F 1 aJa.~nins 

( 4.) W"ot ],gss 1ebia QQ @9X'G9Rt oili t;;Q,9 F9ITQR.P9S .;JariugQ fx-olil t;l:l,9 tgll 
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Pri?9G emtl<oriiie? ~r £octicnw 70~ 16 ansi! 70917 wQall li?o use'iil 
a:;clusiuely for l?id] tl?3Rsit Gilpd tg] iwFTTwwents dowigRs;d to re?uco 
Hol;Ligu],gr 1arilffig 9GRSf9Stiga QR t:Rat lal?i?go 

(k) Wotrdthstanding lbgction 70 2 95 5 1 Hr;' tG A J?9!I'GGRt of 1;};.}g 

reuQRHQQ ?srhrreQ EEew t:QQ toll iRQF93SG 3Htl1.9riiia9 }e:;.r l'ostioR:S 7091' 
gpQ ?QQJ? OR a]] l.?riGigos il-!1 t};)o soutkoxr bridgs unit WilY be a 1 Jocgto'il 
l;y tl<a Uetrgpo1 i t;rp Grrilit=.ISJ?Gl?tilti on Coami sci or for tranli'portati on 
)!?rojoets, edeAer t:R3R t:R.ose swoaifieGl h;J, :Dectiong 10'n~. 70&P7, era.Q 
709 11

1 ubi ch gro dopj gnod to ro?w;;;o uel;;tienl3l? triilffi c coRgestieR 9R 
gpy 1o?ri9go ia. t};;].at gro11 J? 1 iac]uQil=lg, kmt not JhRite9 te 1 l;ieyelQ 
faeiJdti212 an? for thG J?]arning, ccnstnlction, ?@ar~tiaa;;,, ~n~ 

~s~lieitioa;;, of r~~i~ ··~tar tr~asit systa~s 'R m~~itioa;;,~l ~ @OrsoRt 
of t:R.9 rouaRnos ~orivoQ fro~ tAo toll iRcromso mnt};)or] ;zg~ ky :t'octioa;;,s 
?O~J9 ~g~ ?O~J? shall J;g ~]Joc~ted h;:{ the MotropolitmR 
~rma;;,sportmtioR Qo~issioR ga;;,Q 9J~oa;;,Qo9 sololy for tha pJ~pgja;;,g, 

construct i oa;;,, gpermt i ga;;,, ~n? ?G'ijP i si tiga;;, gf iWil~iQ ·'it or trmRsit 
syeto~s Q;'ha ~l3RS for th-o @rojaets Hl:il?:[ mlso l?o fna;;,QgQ l?;r t:Roso 
Hl.?Royr.; Q;';Ris soctioR ?oos Rot mnt:Rorjgg iiPY m]Jgcatioa;;, gf fna;;,~g for 
BIRy tlF?FSit @JrQjggt,; TiJl:.Lic;R is iRGQRSiSt9Rt ujth or .. bich ujg]mtog tJi!lg 
tarws gf ~ny Jvoa;;,Q raeollltioR of t:Ra Ciilifora;;,im Q;'r~RSFOrt~tiga 
CoH1oRlissioR pursn~Pt to Ti"i;;Ji cJi!l J;gpQg ~rg olltstanding o;a, the effectivo 
diita of tho ~ct ii•HH!Jn.Qiag th:iii iiastion. gt th-o 19Q9 QQ :L<logvlir S'assioR 

strnctvr~l fo~sil?ility of ia;;,corForgtiag rgil tr3Piiit gg tkJc S'aP 
D49teo W~::.QiwrQ Fridge dnria;;,g the prg] iwdn2ry desig'Q @:R3so fgr Hid9nia;;,g 
t:R~t lii'ri?§To 

SEC. 65. Section 30914 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 
to read: 

30914. {a) In addition to any other authorized expenditures of 
toll bridge revenues, the following major projects may be funded from 
toll revenues of all bridges: 

(1) Durnbarton Bridge: Improvement of the western approaches from 
Route 101 if affected local governments are involved in the planning. 

(2) San Mateo-Hayward Bridge and approaches: Widening of the 
bridge to six lanes, construction of rail transit capital 
improvements on the bridge structure, and improvements to the Route 
92/Route 880 interchange. 

{3) Construction of West Grand connector or an alternate project 
designed to provide comparable benefit by reducing vehicular traffic 
congestion on the eastern approaches to the San Francisco-Oakland Bay 
Bridge. Affected local governments shall be involved in the 
planning. 

(4) Not less than 90 percent of the revenues determined by the 
authority as derived from the toll increase approved in 1988 for 
Class I vehicles on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge authorized 
by Section 30917 shall be used exclusively for rail transit capital 
improvements designed to reduce vehicular traffic congestion on that 
bridge. This amount shall be calculated as 21 percent of the revenue 
generated each year by the collection of the base toll at the level 
established by the 1988 increase on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay 
Bridge. 

(b) If the voters approve a toll increase in 2004 pursuant to 
Section 30921, the authority may fund the following major projects 
that have been determined to reduce congestion or to make 
improvements to travel in the toll bridge 

corridors, from toll revenues of all bridges: 
(c) Not less than ____ percent of the revenues generated from the 

2004 toll increase shall be made available annually for the purpose 

63 
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of providing operating assistance for transit services as set forth 
in the authority 1 s annual budget resolution. The funds shall be made 
available to the provider of the transit services subject to the 
performance measures described in Section 30914.5. If the funds 
cannot be obligated for operating assistance consistent with the 
performance measures, these funds may be obligated for other purposes 
consistent with this chapter. 

(d) For all projects authorized under subdivision (b), the project 
sponsor shall submit an initial project report to the authority 
before July 1, 2004. This report shall include all information 
required to describe the project in detail, including the status of 
any environmental documents relevant to the project, additional funds 
required to fully fund the project, the amount, if any, of funds 
expended to date, and a summary of any impediments to the completion 
of the project. This report, or an updated report, shall include a 
detailed financial plan and shall notify the authority if the project 
sponsor will request toll revenue within the subsequent 12 months. 
The project sponsor shall update this report as needed or requested 
by the authority or the commission. No funds shall be allocated by 
the authority or the commission for any project authorized by 
subdivision (b) until the project sponsor submits the initial project 
report, and the report is reviewed and approved by the commission. 

(e) If a project sponsor cannot meet its performance measures or 
if the project cannot be completed or cannot continue due to project 
delivery or financing obstacles making the completion or continuation 
of the project unrealistic, the commission shall consult with the 
project sponsor. After consulting with the sponsor, the commission 
shall hold a public hearing concerning the project. After the 
hearing, the commission may vote to modify the project's scope, 
decrease its level of funding, or to reassign all of the funds to 
another project within the same corridor. 

(f) If the voters approve a toll increase in 2004 pursuant to 
Section 30921, the authority shall within 24 months of the election 
date, include the projects in its long-range plan that are consistent 
with the commission's findings required by this section and Section 
30914.5. The authority shall update its long-range plan as required 
to maintain its viability as a strategic plan for funding projects 
authorized by this section. 

SEC. 66. Section 30914.5 is added to the Streets and Highways 
Code, to read: 

30914.5. (a) Prior to the allocation of revenue for transit 
operating assistance under subdivision (c) of Section 30914, the 
commission shall adopt performance measures related to fare-box 
recovery, ridership, and other performance measures as needed. 

(b) The commission shall execute an operating agreement with the 
sponsors of the projects described in subdivision (c) of Section 
30914. This agreement shall include, at a minimum, a fully funded 
operating plan that conforms to and is consistent with the adopted 
performance measures. The agreement shall also include a schedule of 
projected fare revenues or other operating revenues to indicate that 
the service is viable in the near-term and is expected to meet the 
adopted performance measures in future years. 

(c) Prior to the annual allocation of transit operating assistance 
funds by the commission pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 
30914, project sponsors shall present an annual report to the 
commission that contains an audit opinion on the status and cost of 
the project and its compliance with the performance measures. 

SEC. 67. Section 30915 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30915. With respect to all construction and improvement projects 
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specified in Sections 30913 and 30914, project sponsors and 
the department shall seek funding from all other potential 

sources, including, but not limited to, the State Highway Account and 
federal matching funds. The project sponsors and department 
shall report to the authority concerning the funds obtained under 
this section. 

SEC. 68. Section 30916 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30916. (a) lllot Jilt€1? tl;tiJQ 90 GlMyre ilftgr tl=Jg gffeotiug 
9;;1'\;e of tl;Jg ilW9l=ldmeats Rl?cJe to tl;;tis se'i'ltj on by ii'sa.ito ;Qi1.1 47 of tl:;Jg 

J QQ? QQ :RogHlsnr ggssiaJl;;L, tolls 01=.1 The base toll rate 
for vehicles crossing the state-owned toll bridges within the 
geographic jurisdiction of the ~a:atl?oj!>oli'EiiR 

TransFortation Co~wission are as commission as of 
January 1, 2003, is as follows: 

Number of Axles 

Two axles 
Three axles 
Four axles 
Five axles 
Six axles 
Seven axles & more 

Toll 

$ 1. 00 
3.00 
5.25 
8.25 
9.00 

10.50 

(b) If the voters approve a toll increase in 2004, pursuant 
to Section 30921, commencing July 1, 2004, the base toll rate for 
vehicles crossing the bridges described in subdivision (a) is as 
follows: 

Number of axles 
Two axles 
Three axles 
Four axles 
Five axles 
Six Axles 
Seven axles & more 

$ 
Toll 
2.00 
4.00 
6.25 
7.25 

10.00 
11.50 

(c) The authority shall increase the amount of the toll if 
required to meet its obligations on any bonds or to satisfy its 
covenants under any bond resolution or indenture. The authority 
shall hold a public hearing before adopting a toll schedule 
reflecting the increased toll charge. 

(d) Nothing in this section shall be construed to prohibit 
the adoption of either a discounted commute rate for two-axle 
vehicles or of special provisions for high-occupancy vehicles under 
terms and conditions prescribed by the ~!letrep-eli"m3R 

TranSFortatioR Co~issioR authority in consultation 
with the department 

SEC. 69. Section 30917 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

$Q~l7 (3} TSe 'Eells 9R PRY gf t;Se eriGil~es S]?9Sifie9 iR fiest;ioR 
lO~JQ sSMJl n.ot be jnsrGilsoGil Frier to tl?o rTilj]ilbjJity of tl?2 K9snlts 
of 3 S]?eeiill eleHo;tieR to be SelGil iR tSe Cit;y 3R9 CenR'Ey ef fiiiR 
Fr3Roisse 3RGil tSe C9HR'Eies of nl3HoJeGil3 1 C'9Rtril Costil, MeaKiR, f!i'3R 
Mateo, Silntil C1 3a;3 1 iiR'il Sol3P:Q tg Gilotormino uhothor tl.lco x=osiGilen:ts of 
t;;Q,ggg SG11Rties ii]?]?X'9H9 il 11RifOKHl "moll gf ORQ 9olleaK ($J} fox= CliiSS I 
uehic 1 es 
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J;g fiRiliRt'Oi'SPJ 'i!'il]?ital sntlay fg}f 12Fi'iilga 99i!IStrngtj 9);1 ?PGI wgjgr 12ri Qga 
j~Fl?9U9W9iolt Fl??jagts 212 31!!' fj ggg] Jy practi cah 1 Q :Wgt 191!'18' tl:nm flO 
F9l?99J;;tt gf t:Re iRereQSS iR Z"9H9P.PP9 9arivadl sal::z' frsJ:A t};;Js Qlilss I 

uohi g] ge gp tho Saiol li'FilR'idiiH<OO Qa1:laR9 :w'ay :W:ri9ga &l=Ja]] l.?s ngsQ ta 
fiR:?l=l99 wid J 9JF'e9R:Sisas 3a.61 imp'rsuaH!aa.t; pFsjagts Qlgfi!'j g;;,sQ tg raQuas 
ua:Qiaulsll; trilffjg 9GP99Stioa;J 9i>il tPat bridgg iliila ita,; ilFFr9i19:RsiS, iii& 

spocifiod in £agtisR 3QQ14 
(]g) ~Jstnit};:u;;tgaGih;~g ?QY ]?rord 10i SR gf t:S.s Elaatisas Qs'oila, t:R.s Je.smrGI 

s£ liWFg&:riiJgJ?Ii!' g:fi ggg;Q sf t:Rs 99UQ:tiss gaG! tao city ansi! CG'mty 

ii'FS9ifiaa iR ~emQQjvj red 9iQ (il) ii};n] J £911 9 S@a9i3l slaatia:A i:s Bs 
a2R'ii11Ctod jp apg]N 9:f t:R'ii'ra"'ii' G'ii''Hil:tiGra" iiR:iJ tl;;tg gj ty iiJN?:iJ GOH'NJty, H~j g];;], 
sin] 1 }gg COR!!'Q] iQiltG'iil rri ti!l ti!la llToug;w}ggr Q, J PQQ 1 2f2R2retl eleotio:R 
'J'};;j,g follouiJN?:Sf '!fHGS'eisR sl:.J.Mll }gg @YGSGRta'iil t,;g t,;l:.J,g uotars of Gilol:.t of 
t;Qg CO'JJN?ti 9S iiS J;ilgg-j 0);19] b«9i1S'll?G J 1 to be Stiltg:iJ iR tl::J:o bm),lgt 
S9J!i'iil?ilt9l;;r :froiR stilto AR'iil los ill R~!iliiEWros 1 

11 ii'l::.Li1ll kR:a Cilli:far:Riil ~riiRS@'ii'rtiltisR CswHd ggj 9JN? iiR'iil tbg 
D«atr9@9litii:R ~ri1RS@9rtiltis:R Cswwi ssi OR be illltSoriea'iil tg llR'ii!GrtAJ'£9 iii 

FQHQJN?'lQ bon:iJ pFP9l7iliA to fiJ>tiiJN?:G'ii iAilj'ii'l? bri:iJg-g i~QFrOvQWGJN?tiii's t:Qg 
COJN?StruotiO);] of JN?Q'' br]Qg-9iii'; i1JN?9 wilSiE triiPSit 9Jii}&QRSi9RS QgsigRGQ tg 
l?e.,oilnse 1on:i92fe tZ'Zlffis iR t,;l:.J,e Jagy i%'93; to }gg fiJN?iiJN?CG9 Q;;r )griQgg tolls 
ubioh sba 11 ngt QJ(gggQ 9RG ilellar ($1) fa%' Fi:SS9Pgor ugbic]gs?" 

(a) 'J'l:.J.g %'9SH]ts of ti!la SF£Cii1J oJeotioR slotiilll Jgg %'9@9rta€1 ]gy tl:.J.g 
CQHRty c 1 oa;]'SS t;;g t,;l:.J,g Cilif9%'Rii '*'ri1RSF9%'tilti Q]N) Cowwj sg] O'NJ g);Jij tl:ag 
Dhtropo] j tiiJN? ~rgnsportgti QJN? Commj swi on lf m HJ9j9%'ity gf 2111 gf t,;l:.J,g 
ITQtG%'S uot;;iR2f QP: t,;l:.J,g 'iij':179Sti'ii'R gt,; t,;;a,g :9@9Giil g]ggt;jg]N) HOt£ 
mffi l7W?tirro]y 1 thg Ca 1 i forRi a Tr?IOliZportatioJN?: Csliliilissi OR sl:.J.il] 1 i'iil9@t 
t,;l:.J,g toll ss:R:e'oilrla pre@'ii'S99 Jay tl:.J.g Mat%'9@9litiiR ~riiJN?iii'FOrtiltioJN? 

CslillilissisR ;J.t=Jj al:.J. si!li:il]] l.?ocswg gffgctivo January 1
, lP'ii'P 

(d) lf a wmjoJFity gf all gf tl;;tg JT9tG%'S vgt,;jJN?g OJN? tho '!f119iii'tj QJN? ?t 
tl:.J.g Sfi'GCiill g],ggtj,gp, rrgtg R9giltiiTg],y 1 t:Qjg GSiilptgr S:k311 Jag F2@93199 
Q'R tl=.Lg 'iilily fo] J ordJN?g tl:ao Qgy oJN? r±i gb tho g 1 ggtiaR %'9SHlts ilro 
ggrtifjgg 

(a) Jf::gaFt iii? FFOITii!oil iR fiJggtioR ?Ofl 18 s tRa toll riltos goRtedn.g:iJ 
iJN?: 3 toll sal:.J.e9nla i9G@to9 l?y t,;l:.J,g CillifoZ'Riil '*'riiJN?SFOrtatieR 
C9Wiilisgj eR ~mrsnetRt t,;g t,;:R:is saot;;ieJN?: sl:.J.iill Ret Jag Gbiil=.lgaQ ui thent 
fvrthor ilnthg;rj,a;gti9R Je:y tb.o kogislgtura 

SEC. 70. Section 30917 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 
to read: 

30917. Pursuant to a special election in 1988 held in the City 
and County of San Francisco and the Counties of Alameda, Contra 
Costa, Marin, San Mateo, Santa Clara, and Solano, the voters approved 
a uniform toll charge of one dollar ($1) for Class I vehicles 
crossing the state-owned toll bridges within the geographic 
jurisdiction of the commission. Except as provided in Section 30914, 
the revenue derived from that toll increase shall be used to finance 
capital outlay for bridge construction and major bridge improvements 
as is fiscally practicable. 

SEC. 71. Section 30918 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30918. -+-+-It is the intention of the 
Legislature to maintain tolls on all of the bridges specified in 
Section 30910 at rates sufficient to meet any obligation to the 
holders of bonds secured by the bridge toll revenues. The 
CaJiforJN?iil Tre~RspoZ'tiltioR ColiliilissiaR authority 
shall retain authority to set the toll schedule ~ 
as may be necessary to meet those bond obligations and 

to satisfy its covenants under any bond resolution or indenture 
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SEC. 72. Section 30919 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30919. (a) Consistent with its adopted regional transportation 
plan, after the requirements for debt service on the outstanding 
toll bridge revenue bonds have been met, the 
~«gtreFe] j tii;Q TariiJNlSF9rtel*eieR CJollliRissieR commission 
shall allocate the revenues identified in subdivision (b) of 
gggtjeJNls Section 30913 ~ 

1QQ1~ to eligible public entities and to the department. 
(b) The revenues expended pursuant to paragraph (4) of subdivision 

{a) of Section 30914 shall be expended on rail extension and 
improvement projects designed to reduce vehicular traffic congestion 
on the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. Seventy percent of the 
revenues shall be expended on rail extensions and improvement 
projects in the Counties of Alameda and Contra Costa, including, but 
not limited to, extending the regional rail system in the 
Concord-Antioch, Fremont-San Jose, and the Bayfair-Livermore rail 
transit corridors. The remaining 30 percent shall be expended on 
rail extensions and improvement projects in the City and County of 
San Francisco and the Counties of San Mateo and Santa Clara. 

{c) The ih@ili'dia:l'ifliil:t s:R:all n@Qilta t:R:a npaiiilt gf ari giR" 
stvQy ra] g1;gQ ta thg i'ilstlny/Ngstkny origin of GQau:QPta trips 9:R tb.a 
A'ilR i'Filiii:Qiseo Qmkl&~R'Oil l!'ily 1!'ri'Oil§f9 iliii:'Oil rapart its fiRQi;t;;~gs ta tl=Jg 
I agisliltvra Jey lil;t;JHilry l, l QQO commission may commit 
to multi-year allocations and expenditures for projects over extended 
time periods to maximize funding opportunities and project progress 

SEC. 73. Section 30920 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30920. ~The CilifarR:iil 
mFSI;t;J&'}!?9Ftiltian Cammission authority may 
, aat .. itRstgaQiiilg suli?Qiuisiaa (c) at" &'act)g;t;;~ 1010:;1; B, 
issue toll bridge revenue bonds H;t;;~Qgr t,;Qg 
Ca 1 ifornia Tgll PriGiJgg Avtharity Act (Cb.il]!?t9r 1 (C9a:liQQ;t;;JQ];t;Jg ujt;R 
&'aatiaa: 10000) gf Qivisiaa 17) to finance any or all of the 
projects , including those specified in Sections 30913 
and 30914 if the issuance of the bonds does not 
adversely affect the minimum amount of toll revenue proceeds 
designated in Sections 30913 and 30914 for rail extension and 
improvement projects and transit projects to reduce vehicular 
traffic. A determination of the Qg]jfgrnia Tra;t;;~sportatioa 
QgiQiaissiaR authority that a specific project or 
projects shall have no adverse effect will be binding and conclusive 
in all respects. 

(12) (1) T:R:a ~g;gt,;rapalitilR TrilR&'partiltiaR CaHliRi ssi QR iail?/J 
R:91s;;itb.stmRQiAg su12Qiui&'isR: (c) sf fi'iflstisR: 1010;;1; B, r£GJH9St tl:Jg 
Cillifar:Riil TrilR&'partmtiaR Ca~iai&'&'iaR ta i&'sna J;g;t;JQs ta fiRilRQe tl:JJ;a 
rai 1 mrtgnsi aa mn.Q iiRiiFrougmgn.t @lF'ii'j9cts spgoi fiaQ h~. sn12Qizd si aa (12} 
G?f fi'gctim; 10~:111 and in Faragraph (1) 2f wvkdiuia'i: .. aR: (il) at, ilR:'il: 
rem12'!ilil!isisa: (12) gf, £astiaa. 10Q14 Tl=Jg 925@9R&'9S gf i &'S11ilR:G9 gf t:Ra 
lw'ii'nds, inc 1 v'OiliAg, J.mt a.gt lia:1ita'il 159, f'ifl'ifl&' 'ii'f ;l;i;t;Jil;t;;~GiilJ g;t;;~Q athar 
C9R:&'Ult3iil:t&'; 12g;t;;~Q COllR:S9]; prj;t;;~"o;j;t;Jg; ];t;JQ @Ql?SQ;RR91 99StS; tl;;;.e 99St gf 
iR&'F.-iliQC'ifl; iliQQ ill g"o;l;tgr CQ&''\;&' l?Q'8jvirgQ 9R:ly tg C9~p]y nj t,;];) t,;];),g 
l?9'8_EH]rg~g;t;JtS gf tb.e ii?QS91Hti9R ilHtb:sri:iiRg tl;;;.e iS&'1?3R:99 gf tb,g!;g 
Ji?g;QQ&'; ~ily Ji?g git};;ter pgiQ fli'OR=l. Ji?g;RQ }!?l?99G99S 9li' fF9R=l. 3Ff!:{ l?9ITQl;J.nes 
rrai J i112J 2 ta t,;];)g NgtrapsJ j tiln TraRspali'tilti 9R Co~iRild ssi sn for that 
purpasg 

(;;I;} Tb:'ifl N'ifltropalitilR: Tr3R:sportiltiaa. CaHliRiwwisR: iRi13y, iiil its 
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Qisgratisa, rsw,sst t~s Cs~trsJJsr ts g]Jgggts ?] 1 or 2 FOrtio~ sf 
tla.o hmds in tl.lg Bl ggsnat s QgsgribaQ ia suJ;;.Q!j uj s i ?;r;;J (d) sf &'sst j 9R 

}QQll iR iiSS?Pilill=l99 .. j t];), ill=Jd IZ'lkjiJgt to tl>Js t917HIS gaQ 'e'SRditiOFJIS ?i:; 

il bond roso 1 ntiga ar i;;JJ~QF)e·a·g i1'oil2J~d,;eQ ar 2111t}.;).sri a-a? ];y t}.;)e 
CillifsrRiil ,..riiRS@ertgtj ?R Csi:rlHlissiaR i1R9 iiFFl??ITed by t:R.g ~qetr?F?J itii:R 
'*'r?Fi?FCFtilticn Qgmwjgpjgp The 114GtropolitiiR '*'riiRS@?rtatisa 
CcmtRisiid£J;;t 1 fo]Jwdnsr 2 r£Wl£i1t to tl:?o Contro 11 er and ?]?J?FPIT?] gf tl=Ja 
bsa'!il rsesl,ntiGR er iaGle;Qtrl?Q sf t:Rs Cillif?l?;Qii '*'rill-iiSJ??Ftiltisa 
CeFRRdii'ideR, sl<Jg]] J;e gu];jegt te t];;)e tarR:u; iUl9 gonc3itiong of tPo J.?e;;JQ 
rsssl·,tiaa ar ;i;r;;Jdsl=lt'Jre ?;r;;Jd t:R.a Cs1=1troller sk;ll e~ly ;lles;tc ;]] er 
a portion ef the bmdp described in sllhdiuisi9R: (d) ef :t'cetie~ A0\>11 1 

ili=l 3 If13~~cr fvlly se~sistc~t rrit:R t:Re tcrRJs 3li=!G' eelWlJ;;iitieR:s ef tl=lc 
;Qga,Q resell? tieR er i~9c~tnrc ~I.lc :Se~9s R13Y };;g i ssnc9 );"'U?S113li=!t te 
the Ca 1 ifernia re 11 Bridge Authority Act 'l'b.9 C;lifernia 
~l??RS);"ertatieR: CelfiR:l.issieR:; llps~ t},;J,e ;pprsual sf ti-le »«etreFe] ita~ 
~ransFert;t;i en CewR=d ssi en, way re;p1est a J e?n from tlig Ji!G?olod Mono¥ 
Inuoctwoi=lt Aeeonnt in ?9SQrQa~ee ··itb., gn.Q .emRjec1; te t},;J,e t;erHoJs ?P:d: 
99R:'ii!itisms of, :t'ggtien-li' 1&A1~ aP:til 1&111 eE t:R:c Qevernwe~1; Ce'oilc 

(c) rrhe C?]iferni? TransFortatien CoHoJHoJission shill 3ntl.lorizc the 
j SS113~SG ef };;g~Qs XGGp'GS"eG9 k!{ t;};jg Uctr9F9lit;ap ~ral!<ISF9Ft3"ei 9~ 

CowHoJi pgj on pllrsuant to par? graph P} oE subQiuisioP: (;Q) 

SEC. 74. Section 30921 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

9 Qgta;i) gQ traffj Q 9~!fi~ggriR:!f ,e'i;HQ!y u:Qig};;} eu;ln3t99 i;b,g Gid9"eiR:!!f 
kri99G a~Q aF);"reael=l JiHoJi"es ef tl=le seuel!<l kri9gos SFco.Jf.JcQ in £ootien 
}QQJ 0 mho stnGiy iib.al] i~clnGio 3~ oua]wiltieR eE t;},;j,g akilit;y eE "eb.c&H!J 
3FFl?99Q},;J,cs t;e aeoe~e'oilatc tl=lo oarr;d l!<lg G?);"aei ty of thcwc bri dgos, 
inc 1 u?ing ?n¥ F 1 ?nnc? lan.o a 4 'oilitioiRS iQgp,tiEieQ by t;;Rc Qe);"aTtwe~t 

);"Hl?SHiil~"E to :t'e~iil"EG J!;leselut;io~ 48 ef t},;J,e 1Q'8'9 '8'8 J!;legvlar ggiisie~ 
(b) As F?rt of its F 1 ?ns fer eon~&trnoting a neu bri?9o Gr bri?ge 

· d 'oilel!<li ~9 i~ t;l=le :t'al!<l i'ra~ei see ii'ay ;reg, ti-le 9GF?rt;qe~t iil=la J] i J!<IQ] wile 
a:R: cuall7atiGP: eE ;ri=Ict},;J,cr U•src nill kc i };;;la~ec9 Qcsi 9~ ketnecp, t},;J,e 
:Sri?go ?P9 its ?FFFO?c'Qo£ ?S a re£',]t of tl=lo eo~iitr''etien. 

(a) ~},;j,g GlepartHlc~t; sRiilll t;ra~sRJi"e t;'Qe reli'Hlts ef its stu?y te t},;J,g 
rcgi~&Jatnro l?::zT Jgmnry J, JPPO, an9, ?S F?rt of that tr?PSR1itta 1 , 

£},;J,all iRsln9e its reseRlH!cRGI;t;ieR:9 fer HoJi"ei!!f3"eiRg ali=ly Frelil]eRJs 
idcntificQ ?ii part; of the ~&tvdy 

SEC. 75. Section 30921 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 
to read: 

30921. (a) The toll rate for vehicles crossing the bridges 
described in Section 30916 shall not be increased to the rate 
described in subdivision (b) of Section 30916 prior to the 
availability of the results of a special election to be held in the 
City and County of San Francisco and the Counties of Alameda, Contra 
Costa, Marin, San Mateo, Santa Clara, and Solano to determine whether 
the residents of those counties and of the City and County of San 
Francisco approve a toll increase in the amount of one dollar ($1) 
per vehicle. The revenue derived from this toll increase shall be 
used to finance capital outlay for construction improvements, the 
acquisition of transit vehicles, transit operating assistance, and 
other improvement projects to reduce congestion and to improve travel 
options on the bridge corridors as is fiscally practicable. 

(b) Notwithstanding any provision of the Elections Code, the board 
of supervisors of the City and County of San Francisco and of each 
of the counties described in subdivision (a) shall call a special 
election to be conducted in the City and County of San Francisco and 
in each of the counties that shall be consolidated with the March 2, 
2004, primary election. The following question shall be submitted to 
the voters as Regional Measure 2 and stated separately in the ballot 
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from state and local measures: 
"To reduce traffic congestion and to improve transit options 

across the San Francisco Bay, shall the Bay Area Toll Authority be 
authorized to undertake a revenue bond program to finance 
transportation congestion relief projects, including the construction 
of improvements to the corridors of bridges crossing the bay and 
mass transit projects, to be financed by tolls on those bridges that 
shall include an increase not to exceed one dollar ($1) per vehicle 
of the current base toll rate?" 

(c) The county clerks shall report the results of the special 
election to the authority. If a majority of all voters voting on the 
question at the special election vote affirmatively, the authority 
shall adopt the increased toll schedule to be effective July 1, 2004. 

(d) If a majority of all the voters voting on the question at the 
special election do not approve the toll increase, the authority may 
by resolution resubmit the measure to the voters at a subsequent 
general election. If a majority of all of the voters vote 
affirmatively on the measure, the authority may adopt the toll 
increase and establish its effective date. 

(e) Nothing in this section affects the ability of the authority 
to establish tolls pursuant to Section 30918. 

SEC. 76. Section 30922 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 
to read: 

30922. Any action or proceeding to contest, question, or deny the 
validity of the toll increase provided for in this chapter, the 
financing of the transportation program contemplated by this chapter, 
the issuance of any bonds secured by those tolls, or any of the 
proceedings in relation thereto, shall be commenced within 60 days 
from the date of the election at which the toll increase is approved. 

After that date, the financing of the program, the issuance of the 
bonds, and all proceedings in relation thereto, including the 
adoption, approval, and collection of the toll increase, shall be 
held valid and incontestable in every respect. 

SEC. 77. Section 30950 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30950. For the purposes of this chapter , Chapter 4 
(commencing with Section 30910), and Chapter 4.5 (commencing 
with Section 31000), "the authority" is the l~e1ili79199litmR 

Trm~SF'irtmt;j9~ C9~~jggj9~ m~Q t;Q9 Bay Area Toll Authority, 
which is hereby created , mnd i~ the same as 

The authority is a public instrumentality governed by the same 
board as that governing the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission. The authority is, however, a separate entity from 
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission. 

SEC. 78. Section 30950.1 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
amended to read: 

30950.1. The authority shall adopt an annual budget. While 
meeting as commissioners of the authority, the members of the 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission shall be compensated as 
determined by the authority and shall be reimbursed for necessary and 
reasonable expenses incurred in connection with performing authority 
duties as authorized by the authority. The authority shall pay all 
costs required by this section 

SEC. 79. Section 30950.2 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
amended to read: 

30950.2. The authority is responsible for the programming, 
administration, and allocation of all tOll revenues, except revenues 
from the seismic retrofit surcharge, from state-owned toll bridges 
within the geographic jurisdiction of the Metropolitan 
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Transportation Commission. After completion of the seismic 
projects and payment or provision for the payment of all bonds issued 
for the seismic projects, the authority may assume responsibility 
for the programming, administration, and allocation of the revenue 
derived from the seismic retrofit surcharge. 

SEC. 80. Section 30950.3 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
amended to read: 

30950.3. {a) The authority , ujtl;J tk9 aeR9'H7l?9R99 ef tA9 

Qa~artmont, shall prepare~ 
adopt , and from time to time revise, a long-range 

plan for the completion of all projects i9aRtifiaGI jR 
sul.?QiuisieRs (iii), {g), iiRGI (GI) of SgetieR SQ~la BIR'iil iR eml;;rc;,liuiei9R 
{il) ef &aatieR 1QQ14 

(b) The authority shall not allocate any toll revenues for any 
capital improvement projects, except those projects included in the 
long-range plan required under subdivision (a) and those projects 
funded pursuant to Article 3.5 (commencing with Section 30880) of 
Chapter 3. 

(c) The authority shall give first priority to projects and 
expenditures that are deemed necessary by the department to preserve 
and protect the bridge structures. 

SEC. 81. Section 30950.4 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
amended to read: 

30950.4. All authority of the co~jssio~ 

California Transportation Commission as to the Bay Area 
bridges ?oscriko? in £oction 10~ 1 0 is 

transferred to the authority ; GJH!'GJ!?E ilfi!' o:tfi?l?GSS]y J!?l?GJdQo? 
in this chilfi?tor 

SEC. 82. Section 30951 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

1 0~!1] 
J;sy tSe QoHIHlissioR :@le?giRg l?GueR:nes for 21ay of tho };;ridges i?o~tifio? 
in lboctio~ lO~JO, co~tro 1 of 21 11 rouonuos froHl illl of tb:o kri?gar; 
i?oRtifio? iR lboctioR: 10~10 sb:ell J;so treR:sforro? to t:Qe Tlthori t;;y for 
e9HliRistriltioR g;';Qg GGHIHli ggioR ghzil]] GGGJ!?QYilto uitS tSo emtb:ewity 
in proiTi?ing for tho ?ofoilsilnco of th.oso outstiiR?i~g J;sg~Q,g ~ot J21tor 

SEC. 83. 
to read: 

J, J~gg 

Section 30951 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, 

30951. The authority is authorized in its own name to do all acts 
necessary or convenient for the exercise of its powers under this 
division and the financing of projects, including, but not limited 
to, the following: 

(a) To make and enter into contracts. 
(b) To employ agents or employees. 
(c) To acquire, construct, manage, maintain, lese, or operate any 

public facility or improvements. 
(d) To sue and be sued in its own name. 
(e) To issue bonds and otherwise to incur debts, liabilities, or 

obligations. 
(f) To apply for, accept, receive, and disburse grants, loans, and 

other assistance from any agency of the United States of America or 
of the State of California. 

(g) To invest any money not required for the immediate necessities 
of the authority, as the authority determines is advisable. 

(h) To apply for letters of credit or other forms of financial 
guarantees in order to secure the repayment of bonds and to enter 
into agreements in connection with those letters of credit or 
financial guarantees. 

SEC. 84. Section 30953 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
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to read: 
30953. -+-+-Except for the revenues from the 

seismic retrofit surcharge, toll revenues and all other income 
derived from bridges pursuant to Chapter 4 {commencing with Section 
30910) shall be deposited in the Bay Area Toll Account, which is 
hereby created. 

(J;;.) On or before 7 11 1 ?;{ 1 1 1 fl!(il 8 1 t:b.o QgpilrtR:tGiRt ,;Qgl] triiRsifgr to 
i;}.;Jg J!?iFJt ?\.rail q;'gll 71 SSOHPl:i; ill 10'\i'HQ;QHQS iliRGl o;sistia:<~g fu;t:;~Q Jenili1RS99 

9'i? 1 1 eatod on or before t];nt Gl..ate o-g tho bri ?gee that arQ vmbjoot to 
Q;Q3ptar 4: ( aoHJH~eRsiPlg uit:R. &ostioe A Q~l:O) 

SEC. 85. Section 30956 of the Streets and Highways Code is 
repealed. 

dQ999 »«ilietoRiiRGG of tRo briGigos GlossriboGI iR &ootioR dQQlQ 
sha 1 1 continuo to be funded h'!{ tho state iR gccordaRgo nitliL 
Froso9uros for fme:JGI.i ag Hl3 j Rt G:RiiPSG of tli!los o li?;;d Gigas (hrj ng t:Q.o 
1PQ9 87 fi weal ygilr Tlova etato, acting tlia;Gwg:R t;;Rg Gl9}!?ilX"tiiA9nts, sh21 1 1 

caati;ava t;g }!?iry :lias- -!e:Ra iAiliataRilaca gf 1;;;;Q,g l!?riQ.ggg J?HFI!i"lila-le ta 
fkggt;jgp 1 9 8 Q 

SEC. 86. Section 30958 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30958. After payments for debt service on outstanding bonds, and 
the costs for the operation and maintenance expenses set forth in 
Section 30952 are provided for, the authority may retain, for its 
cost in administering this 
article, an amount not to exceed 1 percent of the gross annual 
bridge revenues c;sollactiiGl from to 1 1 12 ?Rli¥P?lly ga t:Ra 
l!?x-j9.g9s 

SEC. 87. 
to read: 

Section 30960 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 

30960. (a) The authority may issue both defeasance and future 
capital project bonds payable from the revenues of the tolls imposed 
on the bridges described in Section 30910. The bonds or commercial 
paper may be issued by the authority at any time, and from time to 
time, payable from the revenues from the tolls. The bonds or 
commercial paper shall be referred to as "toll bridge revenue bonds." 

(b) The revenues from the tolls on the bridges described in 
Section 30910 shall be subject to a statutory lien in favor of the 
bondholders to secure all amounts due on the bonds and in favor of 
any provider of credit enhancement for the bonds to secure all 
amounts due to that provider with respect to those bonds, and the 
lien shall immediately attach to those toll revenues and be 
effective, binding, and enforceable against the authority, its 
successors, creditors, and all others asserting rights therein, 
irrespective of whether those parties have notice of the lien and 
without the need for any physical delivery, recordation, filing, or 
further act, and the toll revenues shall remain subject to that lien 
until all bonds are paid in full or provision made therefor, and the 
bridges shall not become toll-free prior to that time. 

(c) The liens on toll revenues created by this chapter shall be 
subject to expenditures for operation and maintenance of the bridges 

3li=l'il -lea 9JE}!?aas9s s-9131:;;99 t;o -lo;;Q9 ~ including 
toll collection a:li talls , unless those 
expenditures are otherwise provided for by statute. 

(d) Interest on any bonds issued pursuant to this chapter shall at 
all times be free from state personal income tax and corporate 
income tax. 

(9) ':Phg TroasHr'i'r shaJ J seriTe as 39Gli=lt :lior snJ o o:li t};:g l;?g;t;;JQg ar 
C9If1Rl9X"Cj3] J?3J?2F 1 ar Jegt;;Q, af t:R2 il,t};;).grit;y ia ilccas-Gl3aca uitS 
C1N:ii}!?t9r Q ('ii''ii'&A'ilaciRg uith A'octiar 5700) of Dhriwiar 6i af TitJo J gf 
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tl=Ja QgnQl?ii1~9ilt QgQg iilGI, iiR :Ris gr :Rsr Glisa:no.tei9JQ 1 a:~ery S'iUYQ as 
ta;;vstoe or fi 1222 1 agent for thoso bonds or corra:~ga;gia 1 p?par, sr lest:R. 

SEC. 88. Section 30961 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

30961. Toll bridge revenue bonds shall be issued pursuant to a 
resolution adopted at any time, and from time to time, by the 
authority by a majority vote of all members of the authority. 

(a) The authority may from time to time issue bonds in accordance 
with the Revenue Bond Law of 1941 (Chapter 6 (commencing with Section 
54300) of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the Government Code), 
for the purpose of constructing, improving, or equipping any of the 
bridges or for any of the purposes authorized by this chapter, 
Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 30910), or Chapter 4.5 (commencing 
with Section 31000) . Operation of the bridges or any grouping or 
units thereof shall constitute an "enterprise" within the meaning of 
Section 54309 of the Government Code, and the authority shall 
constitute a "local agency" within the meaning of Section 54307 of 
the Government Code. Article 3 (commencing with Section 54380) of 
Chapter 6 of Part 1 of Division 2 of Title 5 of the Government Code 
shall not apply to the issuance and sale of bonds pursuant to this 
chapter. Instead, the authority shall authorize the issuance of 
bonds by resolution, and that resolution shall specify all of the 
following: 

(1) The purposes for which the bonds are to be issued. 
(2) The maximum principal amount of the bonds. 
(3) The maximum term for the bonds or commercial paper. 
(4) The maximum rate of interest to be payable upon the bonds or 

commercial paper. That interest rate shall not exceed the maximum 
rate specified in Section 53531 of the Government Code. The rate may 
be either fixed or variable and shall be payable at the times and in 
the manner specified in the resolution. 

(b) The authority shall keep full -r- and 
complete 1 3A9 99@iF3t9 accounts ~ 
~ for toll QriQgg 
revenues and expenses of the toll bridges and shall annually 
prepare balance sheets ma9 iasa~g ma9 praEit ma9 ]ass 
stmta~aats showing the financial condition of ~ 

the entire toll bridge enterprise as well 
as toll revenues and operating costs for each toll bridge. The 
accounts and related reports shall be maintained and prepared in 
accordance with generally accepted accounting practices and shall be 
subject to an annual audit conducted by an independent certified 
public accountancy firm licensed to practice in the state 

SEC. 89. Section 31000 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

31000. The following definitions apply for purposes of this 
chapter: 

(a) "Account" means the Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account 
created pursuant to Section 188.10. 

(b) "Amenities" means any of the following: 
(1) A cable suspension bridge. 
(2) A bicycle facility. 
(3) A transbay terminal. 
(c) 11 Authority" means the Bay Area Toll Authority. 
(d) "Bay area bridges" means the state-owned toll bridges 

ia t~g ragiaa within the area of the geographic 
jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission. 

(e) "Department" means the Department of Transportation. 
(f) "Seismic retrofit" means all work completed by the department 
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on the bay area bridges relating to the planning, design, and 
construction of improvements to, or replacement of, those bridges for 
the purpose of withstanding seismic forces, including, but not 
limited to, any environmental or traffic mitigation necessary for 
that work. 

(g) nsurcharge" means the seismic retrofit surcharge imposed 
pursuant to Section 31010. 

SEC. 90. Section 31010 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended 
to read: 

31010. (a) There is hereby imposed a seismic retrofit surcharge 
equal to one dollar ($1) per vehicle for passage on the bay area 
bridges, except for vehicles that are authorized toll-free passage on 
these bridges. 

(b) Funds generated by subdivision (a) may not be used to repay 
nontoll revenues committed to fund projects identified in paragraph 
(2) of subdivision (a) of Section 188.5. Following the date of the 
submission of the final report required in subdivision (d) of Section 
188.5, funds generated pursuant to subdivision (a) that are in 
excess of those needed to meet the toll commitment as specified by 
paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) of Section 188.5, including annual 
debt service payments, if any, required to support the commitment, 
and other elements required to meet the obligations of the department' 
s financing plan, shall be available to the authority for funding, 
consistent with Sections.30913 and 30914, the purposes and projects 
described in those sections. The department shall transfer to the 
authority on an annual basis the funds made available to the 
authority under this subdivision HJ??t;;J rgggj u] R!f R'i;r'e:ifisdlti9R 
Ergw thg autli'B'l?ity t:R:at;; ti:J.g (3"'i'TT9l?RiR!f }.;rga.-oil gii t:Aa ant:Aority :R.ale' 
J?ille'le'9oil il l?Qie'O]Ht;;i on, by Rnjori ty uotg, l?Q~H91e'ting thilt tlFiiRrfgr 

(c) There shall be no increase in to 1 Jie' 
the seismic retrofit surcharge beyond the level identified in 
subdivision (a) for the purposes identified in paragraph (4) of 
subdivision (a) of Section 188.5, except that the department shall 
have the authority to increase the seismic retrofit surcharge for 
debt service purposes only if the bank finds and the Department of 
Finance confirms that both of the following apply: 

(1) Extraordinary circumstances exist that jeopardize the payment 
of debt service for which toll revenues are authorized, and all other 
financial resources for meeting toll commitments have been 
exhausted. 

(2) Bonds issued under Chapter 4.3 (commencing with Section 30950) 
shall not be impaired solely by action taken under this section, as 
evidenced by confirmation of the then existing ratings on those 
bonds, by the rating agencies then rating the bonds. 

(d) The 99Fill¥tmgnt rvhiiJ J mrtgnQ tl=Ja term of the 
financing plan developed by the department under Section 
31071, for the purposes of funding the projects described in Sections 
30913 and 30914, is extended for a period of ~ 
~GlFQ thiiR 30 years commencing on January 1, 2008 

if beta oE th2 Eo 1 Jordng son?itio1=1rv iJ?FJy· 
(J) q;'Q,g iWt:Rol?i ty SHJe'Rlj tie' i1 l?9~H9St fgl? tl=J.g 9i£t9l=JSj 01=1 tO tQ.g 

6'9F9l?t~9Rt OR 01? Jegforg Qgto1e9l? 1§; ~001, Ol? OR il lilt9l? 9:i1t9 
l?9Gf'l9i!'t99 Je~[ t:Rg autPorj ty al=J9: 9FJ?roua9 Je~{ tl=Ja Qj raotor 

(~) q;'l=Jg Dixastor oE q;'raRSJ?Ol?tiltioR Glatax~iR£121' tl=Jilt t:Ra g;;;taR&J'ion-
uoulGI Siltisfy 'e::Ra fin-iln.sidll rg~uir9Hl9P:tle' gii t:R,g :f"g9eral D9J?ill?t'Rlan-t of 
~l?ZlP:&l':J?Gl?tdltioR 

(e) This section shall remain in effect only until the date that 
the California Transportation Commission notifies the Secretary of 
State that sufficient funds have been generated to meet the 
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obligations identified in paragraph {4) of subdivision (b) of Section 
188.5, and repayment of any outstanding debt secured by tolls, and 
as of that date is repealed. The California Transportation 
Commission shall provide the notice described in this subdivision 
upon making the determination set forth in this subdivision. 

SEC. 91. Section 5205.5 of the Vehicle Code is amended to read: 
5205.5. (a) For the purposes of implementing Section 21655.9, 

beginning July 1, 2000, and through December 31, 2003, the 
department, in consultation with the Department of the California 
Highway Patrol, shall make available for issuance, for a fee 
determined by the department to be sufficient to reimburse the 
department for actual costs incurred pursuant to this section, 
distinctive decals/ labels, or other identifiers for vehicles that 
meet California's ultra-low emission vehicle (ULEV) standard for 
exhaust emissions and the federal ILEV evaporative emission standard, 
as defined in Part 88 (commencing with Section 88.101-94) of Title 
40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, in a manner that clearly 
distinguishes them from other vehicles. 

(b) For the purposes of implementing Section 21655.9, beginning 
January 1, 2004, and through December 31, 2007, the department shall 
make available for issuance, for a fee determined by the department 
to be sufficient to reimburse the department for actual costs 
incurred pursuant to this section, distinctive decals, labels, and 
other identifiers for vehicles that meet California 1 s super ultra-low 
emission vehicle (SULEV) standard for exhaust emissions and the 
federal inherently low-emission vehicle (ILEV) evaporative emission 
standard, as defined in Part 88 (commencing with Section 88.101-94) 
of Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, in a manner that 
clearly distinguishes them from other vehicles. 

(c) The department shall include a summary of the provisions of 
this section on each motor vehicle registration renewal notice, or on 
a separate insert, if space is available and the summary can be 
included without incurring additional printing or postage costs. 

(d) The Governor may remove individual high-occupancy vehicle 
(HOV) lanes, or portions of those lanes, during ·periods of peak 
congestion from the ILEV access provisions provided in subdivisions 
(a) and (b), following a finding by the Department of Transportation 
as follows: 

(1) The lane, or portion thereof, exceeds a level of service C, as 
discussed in subdivision (b) of Section 65089 of the Government 
Code. 

(2) The operation or projected operation of the vehicles described 
in subdivisions (a) and (b) in these lanes, or portions thereof, 
will significantly increase congestion. 

The finding also shall demonstrate the infeasibility of 
alleviating the congestion by other means, including, but not limited 
to, reducing the use of the lane by noneligible vehicles, further 
increasing vehicle occupancy, or adding additional capacity. 

(e) For purposes of subdivisions (a) and {b), the Department of 
the California Highway Patrol shall design and specify the placement 
of the decal, label, or other identifier on the vehicle. Each decal, 
label, or other identifier issued for a vehicle shall display a 
unique number, which number shall be printed on, or affixed to, the 
vehicle registration. 

(f) If the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, serving as the 
Bay Area Toll Authority, grants toll-free and reduced-rate passage on 
toll bridges under its jurisdiction to any vehicle pursuant to 
Section >0101 g 30102.5 of the Streets 
and Highways Code, it shall also grant the same toll-free and 
reduced-rate passage to vehicles displaying a valid ULEV or SULEV 
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identifier issued by the department pursuant to subdivisions (a) and 
(b) . 

(g) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1, 
2008, and as of that date is repealed, unless a later enacted 
statute, that is enacted before January 1, 2008, deletes or extends 
that date. 

SEC. 92. Notwithstanding Section 17610 of the Government Code, if 
the Commission on State Mandates determines that this act contains 
costs mandated by the state, reimbursement to local agencies and 
school districts for those costs shall be made pursuant to Part 7 
(commencing with Section 17500) of Division 4 of Title 2 of the 
Government Code. If the statewide cost of the claim for 
reimbursement does not exceed one million dollars ($1,000,000), 
reimbursement shall be made from the State Mandates Claims Fund. 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

Background: 

March 4, 2003 
STABoard 

s1ra 

Dan Christians, Assist. Exec. Director/Director of Planning 
2003 Tranny Award Nomination for the Solano Comprehensive 
Transportation Plan 

Agenda Item VIF 
March 12, 2003 

Each year the California Transportation Foundation (CTF) awards "Trannys" at an annual 
dinner and awards ceremony held in Sacramento. These awards recognize the best transportation 
projects, programs, organizations and individuals throughout California. 

In past years STA and its member agencies have been successful in receiving Tranny awards for 
the Jepson Parkway Concept Plan, the SolanoLinks Transit Consortium, the Fairfield 
Transportation Center and the Solano Transportation Plan (prepared for the Measure F Advisory 
Measure). 

Discussion: 
This year STA staff has developed a nomination for the Solano Comprehensive Transportation 
Plan (see Attachment A). The nomination is proposed under the "Program: Community 
Awareness" category because of the extensive public outreach conducted by the STA and its 
multi modal subcommittees throughout the 2-year planning process. 

If awarded a 2003 Tranny, STA Board members, staff and consultants would be invited to 
receive the award at a banquet to be held in the Sacramento Grand Ballroom, 71

h and J Streets, on 
May 21, 2003. 

Recommendation: 
Authorize the Executive Director to submit a 2003 Tranny nomination to the California 
Transportation Foundation for the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan. 

Attachments-
A. 2003 Tranny Nomination for the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan 
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2003 Tranny Award Nomination 

NOMINATION CATEGORY - Program: Conununity Awareness 

NAME OF NOMINATION- Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) 
Solano Transportation Authority 

NOMINATOR- Daryl K. Halls, Executive Director 
Solano Transportation Authority (STA) 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, CA 94585 
707.424.6075 

CONTACT PERSON - Dan Christians, Assistant Exec. Director/Dir. of Planning 
Solano Transportation Authority (STA) 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, CA 94585 
707.424.6006 

ATTACHMENT A 

Committee Structure 

SUMMARY STATEMENT ABOUT NOMINATION In 2000-0 I, the Solano Transportation began development of the Solano 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan. This is the first multi-modal countywide transportation plan prepared for Solano County. It 
consists of a sununary CTP Element, Arterials, Highways and Freeways Element, Intercity Transit Element and the Alternative 
Modes Element. In a collaborative effort between the STA, its eight member agencies, Caltrans, and the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission, substantial efforts were made in various media to obtain community awareness and input from the 
public and various partner agencies. These early and very sustained public outreach and community awareness effort was the key 
to success for a very well received plan when it was adopted by the STABoard in May 2002. 

This is one ofthe first countywide transportation plans in the state that, in addition to having very complete proposed roadway, 
bus, ferry, rail and express bus systems, included an alternative modes element identifying and integrating into the transportation 
plan long range programs for livable conununities, ridesharing, and clean fuels infrastructure. 
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WHO WOULD SHARE IN THE RECOGNITION: 
Solano Transportation Authority Board ofDirectors 

Jim Spering, Chair, City of Suisun City 
Karin MacMillan, Vice Chair, City ofF airfield 
Pierre Bidou, City ofBenicia 
Mary Ann Courville, City ofDixon 

Solano Transportation Authority Staff 
CTP Consultants Team 

Marci Coglianese, City of Rio Vista 
John Silva, Solano County 
Len Augustine, City ofVacaville 
Dan Donahue, City ofVallejo 

DESCRIPTION OF NOMINATION A substantial community awareness and public outreach prograru was one of the major 
reasons why this plan was so successful. Besides being a very technically sound document, it fully reflects the diverse needs and 
desires ofthe residents of Solano County. 

In fall of2000, community input events were held in each of the seven cities in Solano County. Presentations were made at each 
City Council and BoardofSupervisors meeting. The public was invited to participate workshop in their respective communities. 
Block ads were published in all six local newspapers approximately two weeks before each input meeting. Invitations to 
community groups, chambers of commerce, homeowner's associations and STA citizen's committees were sent out to the 
general public and community leaders. STA released cable TV spots, published press releases for each event and prepared an 
ioformative brochure identifying the date and location of each workshop. Approximately 200 individuals attended these 
meetings and commented over a period of three months. Detailed comments were taken and written responses made to each one. 

Each workshop included the STA Board Member from that jurisdiction hosting the event with STA staff and local and state 
agency staff present to answer questions in an informal setting. Presentations included an approximately 45-minute Power Point 
along with map displays and handouts on the current and planned transportation projects and services. After the formal 
presentation, the public was invited to meet with elected officials and staff at tables setup to discuss roads, transit and alternative 
modes. The public was invited to provide input on the transportation plan either at the meeting, by post card or e-mail to a special 
STA web site page set up for this planning process. 

During the very detailed data collection phase, the STA met with all member agencies, Cal trans, air districts, business groups, 
the technical advisory committee, bicycle advisory committee and Solano Paratransit Coordinating Council to obtain a 
complete set of transportation needs for all modes in Solano County. These needs were fully mapped, compiled, sununarizedand 
became a major component ofthe plan. 

In addition to providing regular updates to the STA Board, four Board 
Committees were formed under the Steering Committee (responsible 
for public outreach and plan coordination): Arterial, Highways, 
Freeways Subcommittee; Transit Subcommittee, and Alternative 
Modes Subcommittee). Each of these subcommittees held regular 
public meetings on each ofthe elements. Members of the public 
regularly attended along with elected officials, staff and partner 
agencies. These committees met approximately 30 times over 
the two year planning process and were instrumental in 
developing the policies, proposed needs analysis, projects and 
funding needs incorporated into this very dynaruic plan. During 
February through May 2002, the same public input process was 
repeated for review and comments on the Draft CTP in each of the 
seven cities. Ultimately the plan was adopted with no public 
controversy or opposition. The plan has been instrumental 
in establishing a long range transportation vision for the residents 
and communities ofSolano County for the next 20 years. 

ACOPYOFTHEPLANISENCLOSED 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

March 4, 2003 
STABoard 
Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner 

Agenda Item VI!.A 
March 12, 2003 

Revised 5-Year Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan and TDA Article 3 Claims 
for 2003-04 

Background: 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding is generated by a 1/4 cent tax on retail sales 
collected in California's 58 counties. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) 
administers this funding for each of the nine Bay Area counties based on projects submitted from 
each of the county Congestion Management Agencies (i.e. Solano Transportation Authority). 
2% of the TDA funding generated, called TDA Article 3, is returned to each county from which 
it was generated for bicycle and pedestrian projects. Although the exact amount fluctuates every 
year, Solano County receives approximately $230,000 annually. 

The STA's Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) is required by MTC to review TDA Article 3 
applications and make recommendations to the STA Board of Directors for approval. BAC 
members are nominated by and represent each of the seven cities and the County of Solano (plus 
one member at large) and appointed by the STA Board. To assist the BAC in its 
recommendation, a 5-Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan was established to prioritize 
projects that will require funding in the next five years. The BAC annually updates the 5-Year 
Plan to add or remove bicycle/pedestrian projects from the list. 

The 5-Year Plan is based on an annual estimated allocation of $230,000 and projects must be 
consistent with the Countywide Bicycle Plan, the Countywide Pedestrian/Trails Plan, and/or the 
Alternative Modes Element ofthe Comprehensive Transportation Plan. 

Discussion: 
In January 2003, the STA Board issued a call for projects to update last year's 5-Year TDA 
Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan (referred to as the 5-Year Plan) and to allocate $310,000 of 
funding that is now available for 2003-04. Since then, the Cities of Benicia, Suisun, Vacaville, 
Rio Vista and the County of Solano submitted proposed new or revised TDA Article 3 projects 
for the 5-Year Plan. These new projects are in addition to or revised projects contained in the 5-
Year Plan approved by the STA Board last year (see Attachment A). On February 6, 2003 the 
BAC met and reviewed the submitted requests and recommended the 5-Year Plan be updated to 
include the following additions: 

(2003-04) 
• Solano County's Dixon to Davis Bike Route project to receive $73,500 
• City of Suisun City's Central County Bikeway project (Marina Blvd to Amtrak 

Station) to receive $25,000 
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(2004-05) 
• Revise the City of Vacaville's Ulatis Creek projects to reflect more detailed 

project segments (listed as segments A and B). No new funds were needed for 
this request. 

• Revise the Solano County's bridge replacement project allocation by shifting 
funding from the Suisun Valley Road Bridge at Suisun Creek (No.23C-77) to a 
different bridge on Suisun Valley Road at Suisun Creek (No. 23C-76) because 
environmental delays at bridge No.23C-77. No additional funding needed for this 
request. 

(2007-08) 
• City ofRio Vista's Class 1 Bike Route project to receive $100,000 
• Solano County's Suisun Valley Road Bridge (No.23C-77) Improvement project to 

receive $80,000 
• City of Vacaville's Ulatis Creek Class 1 Bike Path (segment C) to receive $75,000 

On February 19, 2003, the STA Technical Advisory Committee unanimously supported the 
updated 5-Year plan and the recommended TDA Article 3 claims for 2003-04 as reviewed and 
supported by the STA's BAC. 

Upon approval of the 5-Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan, projects listed in Year I of 
the plan are eligible to submit a TDA Article 3 Claim for funding reimbursement in the amount 
approved in the 2003-04 funding cycle. See attached TDA Article 3 summary sheets 
(Attachment B) for more details regarding proposed projects to be claimed for 2003-04. 

Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 
1) The 5-Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan for 2003-2008; and 
2) TDA Article 3 claims for projects listed for 2003-04 in the 5-Year Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan 

and submit to MTC as follows: 
A. City of Benicia Park Road Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvements. 
B. County of Solano Dixon to Davis Bike Route (Segment 4) 
C. City of Suisun City Central County Bikeway Project 

Total: 

$160,000 
$125,000 
$ 25,000 
$310,000 

Attachments: A. Proposed 5-Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan with updates 
B. TDA Article 3 summary sheets for projects to be claimed for 2003-04. 
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5-Year Solano Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan (2003-2008) 

I. City of Benicia 

2. Co. of Solano 

3. City of Suisun City 
SUBTOTAL 

I. CityofVacaville 

2. CityofVacaville 

3. County of Solano 

SUBTOTAL 

!. Co. of Solano 

2. CityofFairfield 

SUBTOTAL 

L City of Fairfield 

2. Solano County 

SUBTOTAL 

City of Rio Vista 

County of Solano 

City of Vacaville 

SUBTOTAL 

Pro ect 
SubtOtal 

Year 1 (2003·2004) 

Construct improvements to Park Road to provide $345,660 
access to the bike route on the new Benicia-
Martinez Bridge span 

Class 2 bike lanes to complete Phase 4 or $1,450,300 
5 ofDb::on"davis Bike Route, Tremont Rd. to 

Old davis Road 

Central County Bikeway Project from Marina Blvd. 
To Amtrak Train Station. $520,000.00 

Subtotal $2,315,960 

Year Z (2004-2005) 

Construct Ulatis Creek Class I Bike Path (Segment A) 

Construct Ulatis Creek Class I Bike Path (Segment B) 

Suisun VaHey Road Bridge at Suisun 
Replacement Project (Bridge no. 23C-76) 

Subt(ltal 

Year 3 (2005-2006) 

Creek 
$1,200,000.00 

$1,261),000 

$160,000 

$150,000 

$98,500.00 

$408,500 

$75,000 

$75,000 

$76,000.00 

Sli6,000 

Winters Railroad Bridge over Putah Creek $2,000,000 $150,000 

Construct Class l Fairfield Linear Park and related $1,400,000 $1,400,000 
enhancements {lnndscaping, lighting, amenities) located 
between Union Avenue and Air Base Parkway 

S3 460,600 $1-550 OOIJ 

Year 4 (2006-2007} 

Class I Linear Park Trail- design and construction of 
enhancements (landscaping, lighting, nmcnities, etc.) 
for the Linear Pork Trail between Union Avenue and 
North Texas Street. 

Vacaville-Dixon Bike Route (Phase I) 

Year 5 (2007-2008) 

Class I Bike Route between Trilogy Subdivison and 

1,400,000 

$1,400,000 

Downtown Rio Vista $312,000 

Suisun Valley Road Bridge at Suisun Creek 
Replacement Project (Bridge no. 23C-77) $1,400,000 

Ulatis Creek Class I Bike Path (Segment C) $150,000 

$1,862,000 

$60,093 

$150,000 

$210,093 

$100,000 

$80,000 

$75,000 
$255,000 
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$160,000 

$125,000 

$25,000.00 

$310,000 

$62,000 

$62,000 

$76,000.00 

$200,000 

$150,000 

$79,907 

$229,907 

$60,093 

$150,000 

$210,093 

$100,000 

$80,000 

$75,000 

ATTACHMENT A 

$230,000 MTC estimate plus $80,000 balance 
$310,000 carried over from prior fiscal year. 

$150,000 Based on request from City of 
Benicia and So. County Bicycle Plan 
Update. 

This project is already funded for $51,500. Total 
$25,000 new request (2003) with the $98,500 is $150,000 

Total project cost is including a bridge replacement. 
The project is estimated to cost $204,000 w/o the 

$0 bridge replacement. Request made 2003. 

$0 

$230,000 of est. MTC funds. Cany over funding 
will be included after estimates from FY 2003-04 

$230,000 are approved. 

Proposed in letter dated January 5, 2000; Project 
$168,000 renamed 2003 

Proposed in letter dated January 5, 2000;Project 
$106,000 renamed 2003 

$30,000 

SJO,OOO 

$260,000 

Prevous bridge project at Suisun Valley Road 
(Bridge no 23-C77) is delayed due to 
environmental constraints. Request made 2003. 

$23~,000 MTC estimate plus any balance from 
prevtous year 

$110,000 These TDA Article 3 funds are intended to help 
a local match to other state or federal discretionary 
to he pursued by applicant. 

$30,093 These TDA Article 3 funds are intended to help 

$30,093 

a local match to other state or federal discretionary 
to be pursued by applicant. 

$230,000 MTC estimate plus any balance from 
$260,093 previous year 

$200,000 Applicant requested additional funding for the 
Linear Project for a total of$140,000. Letter dated 
Jan. 7th 2002. 

$50,000 Applicant request dated 2/15/02 

$50,000 

$230,000 MTC estimate plus any balance from 
$280,000 previous year. 

$180,000 Request made 2003 
Originally recommended for funding in 2004-05 for 

$100,000 $76,000. Request made 2003. 

$25,000 Request made 2003 
$25,000 



ATTACHMENTB 

TDA Article 3 Project Application Form Snmmary 

Fiscal Year of this Claim: 2002 Applicant: Citv of Benicia 

Contact person: Michael Tbrone 

E-Mail Address: Michaei.Throne@ci.benicia.ca.us Telephone: 707-746-4240 

Secondarv Contact (in event primarv not available) Lee Cowles 

E-Mail Address: lcowles@ci.benicia.ca.us Telephone: 707-746-4240 

Short Title Description of Project: Park Road Bike Lane 

Amount of claim: $160,000 

Functional Description of Project: 
Construct a Class II bike lane along both sides of Park Road from Adams SiTeet to the Oak Road terminus of the Benicia-Martinez Bridge 
bike path. Length is approximately 1.300 feet. This project improves bike and pedestrian safety and accessibility between downtown 
Benicia and the bridge bike path. It also closes the gap in the Bay Trail system. 

Financial Plan: 
Below, please list project components being applied for such as planning, engineering right-of-way, construction, 
contingencies, etc.; also provide project budget showing total cost of project and other funding sources. If this is a 
segment of a larger project, include prior and proposed funding sources for other segments. 

Project Components: Engineering, construction, and construction engineering 

Funding Source All Prior FY s Application FY NextFY Following FY s Totals 
TDA Article 3 160,000 160,000 
list all other sources: 

1.CML 160,000 160,000 
2. Local Match 132,000 132,000 
3. 

Totals 292,000 160,000 452,000 

Project Eligibility: YES?fNO? 

A. Has the project been approved by the claimant's governing body? (If 11NO,U use the next page to 
provide the approximate date approval is anticipated) Yes 

B. Has this project previously received TDA Article 3 funding? If "YES,'' provide an explanation on the 
next page No 

C. For 11hikeways,U does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to Chapter 
1000 of the California Highway Design Manual? Yes 
(Available on the internet at: http://wwv\1.dotcruwv/hg/ogpd/hdm/chnpters/tl OOJ.htm) 

D. Has the project been reviewed by a Bicycle Advisory Committee? (If ''NO," use the next page to 
provide a sound explanation) Yes 

E. Has the public availability of the environmental compliance documentation for the project pursuant to 
CEQA been evidenced by the dated stamping of the document by the county clerk or county recorder? Yes 

F. Will the project be completed within the three fiscal year time period {including the fiscal year of 
funding) after which the allocation expires? Yes 
Enter the anticipated completion date of project (month and year) june2005 

G. Have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility, or has the claimant 
arranged for such maintenance by another agency? (If an agency other than the Claimant is to Yes 
maintain the facility provide its name: ) 
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TDA Article 3 Project Application Form Summary 

Fiscal Year of this Claim: 2003-4 Applicant: Solano County 

Contact person: Paul Wiese 

E-Mail Address: pwiese@solanocountv.com Telephone: (707) 421-6072 

Secondm-v Contact (in event primary not available): Leo Flores 

E-Mail Address: leflores@solanocounty.com Telephone: (707) 421-6073 

Short Title Description of Project Dixon- Davis Bicycle Route Phase 4 

Amount of claim: $125 000 

Functional Description of Project 
The Dixon - Davis Bicycle Route consists of a continuous network of roads with paved shoulders suitable for a Class 2 bicycle 
route, extending from Dixon to Davis. This route is part of an ultimate bicycle route which will extend from Davis across Solano 
County to Valleio. Phase 4 will extend the route from Runge Road to Old Davis Road, iust south of the Putah Creek Bridge. 

Financial Plan: 
Below, please list project components being applied for such as planning, engineering right-of-way, construction, 
contingencies, etc.; also provide project budget showing total cost of project and other funding sources. If this is a 
segment of a larger project, include prior and proposed funding sources for other segments. 

Project Components: Funding is requested for construction. 

Funding Source All Prior FY s Application FY NextFY Following FY s Totals 
TD A Article 3 $125,000 $125,000 
list all other sources: 

l.CMAQ $1,167,800 $1,167,800 
2. STIP /CMAQ $151,000 $151,000 
Match 
3.YSAQMD $80,000 $80,000 

Totals $1,398,800 $125,000 $1,523,800 

Project Eligibility: YES?jNO? 

A. Has the project been approved by the claimant's governing body? (If "NO," use the next page to yes 
provide the approximate date approval is anticipated) 

B. Has this project previously received TDA Article 3 funding? If "YES," provide an explanation on the no 
next page 

C. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to Chapter yes 
1000 of the California Highway Design Manual? 
(Available on the internet at: http: 1/..w\JiT\V.d(Jt.Ca.vov [hLJ /_oppcl/hdnl[chaptcrs/ d 00 l.hrm) 

D. Has the project been reviewed by a Bicycle Advisory Committee? (If "NO," use the next page to yes 
provide a sound explanation) 

E. Has the public availability of the environmental compliance documentation for the project pursuant to yes 
CEQA been evidenced by the dated stamping of the document by the county clerk or com'ty recorder? 

F. Will the project be completed within the three fiscal year time period (including the fiscal year of yes 
funding) after which the allocation expires? 

Enter the anticipated completion date of project (month and year) August, 2003 

G. Have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility, or has the claimant yes 
arrm,ged for such maintenance by another agency? (If an agency other than the Claimant is to 
maintain the facility provide its name: ) 
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TDA Article 3 Project Application Form Summary 

Fiscal Year of this Oaim: 2003-2004 Applicant: City of Suisun Citv 

Contact person: Julie M. Pappa, Public Works Project Manager 

E-Mail Address: jpappa@suisun.com Telephone: 707-421-7347 or 707-421-7340 

Secondary Contact (in event primary not available) Gerald "Gary" Cullen, Acting Public Works Director 

E-Mail Address: gcullen@suisun.com Telephone: 707-421-7340 

Short Title Description of Project: Central County Bikeway, Phase II. 

Amount of claim: $25 000.00 

Functional Description of Project: 
Construction of a Bicvcle Path from Marina Boulevard to the AmTrak Station parallel to State Route Highway 12. 

Financial Plan: 
Below, please list project components being applied for such as planning, engineering right-of-way, construction, contingencie: 
etc.; also provide project budget showing total cost of project and other funding sources. If this is a segment of a larger project, 
include prior and proposed funding sources for other segments. 

Project Components: u,e project consists of a Class I and Class II bicycle path with both concrete and asphalt surfacing 
including signing, striping, pavement markings, protective barriers and fencing as necessary. 

Funding Source All Prior FYs Application FY NextFY Followinu FYs Totals 

TDA Article 3 $25,000.00 $25,000.00 
list all other somces: 

1. Local Funds $179,000.00 $179,000.00 
? 

3. 
Totals $204,000.00 $204,000.00 

Project Eligibility: YES?jNO? 

A. Has the project been approved by the claimant's governing body? (If "NO," use the next page to YES 
provide the approximate date approval is anticipated) 

B. Has this project previously received TDA Article 3 funding? If "YES," provide an explanation on the YES 
next page 

C. For "bikeways," does the project meet Caltrans minimum safety design criteria pursuant to Chapter YES 
1000 of the California Highway Design Manual? 
(Available on the internet at: ht[p:L!_\IIWW.dot.ca.~ov/h.q/oppd/hdm/_chaprers/rlOOl.hrm) 

D. Has the project been reviewed by a Bicycle Advisory Committee? (If "NO," use the next page to YES 
provide a sound explanation) 

E. Has the public availability of the environmental compliance documentation for the project pursuant to YES 
CEQA been evidenced by the dated stamping of the document by the county clerk or county recorder? 

F. Will the project be completed within the three fiscal year time period (including the fiscal year of YES 
funding) after which the allocation expires? 

Enter the anticipated completion date of project (month and year) September 2003- Iune 2004 

G. Have provisions been made by the claimant to maintain the project or facility, or has the claimant YES 
arranged for such maintenance by another agency? (If an agency other than the Claimant is to 
maintain the facility provide its name: ) 
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Agenda Item VII.B 
March 12, 2003 

DATE: March 4, 2003 
STABoard TO: 

FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director 
RE: Consultant Service for Analysis of Measure E 

Background: 
On September 12, 2001, the STA Board approved a series of recommendations developed by the 
Board's appointed Local Funding Subcommittee. These included: 

1. Authorize the development of a Countywide Expenditure Plan for Transportation 

2. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with Smith, Kempton 
& Watts for consultant services for an amount up to $60,000 for a 14 month 
period beginning on September 13, 2001 

3. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with Nossaman, 
Guthner, Knox & Elliott, LLP to provide legal advice and services for an amount 
up to $35,000 for a 14 month period beginning on September 13, 2001 

The Solano Transportation Improvement Authority (STIA) developed and approved the 
expenditure plan for Measure E, a proposal to raise the county sales tax by '12 cent to fund this 
countywide transportation expenditure plan. On November 5, 2002, Measure E was supported 
by 60% of Solano County voters that cast their vote during this election, but failed to receive the 
2/3 voter ( 66.7%) threshold of Solano County voters necessary for passage. 

In support of this effort, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) funded the following: 
1. The Programmatic Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the expenditure plan 
2. Consultants to assist in the development of the expenditure plan, public education effort, 

provide project cost estimates, and legal services 
3. A public information mailer and website describing the projects in the expenditure plan 

The private sector retained and funded separately a campaign consultant and pollster to guide the 
efforts of the Measure E campaign. 

Discussion: 
In the aftermath of the Measure E, there are several issues and questions for the STA Board to 
consider and assess before determining whether to pursue development of another countywide 
expenditure plan in preparation of placing a new measure on the ballot for consideration by 
Solano County's voters. Presently, an assessment of the results of actual November 5, 2002 
election results on Measure E has not been undertaken. Prior to the Board making a decision on 
this topic, staff recommends that an independent evaluation of the proposed expenditure plan, 
sales tax ordinance, public opinion polling, and level of interest and support among community 
and public opinion leaders be completed. 
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On January 9, 2003, as members ofthe STA's Local Funding Subcommittee, John Silva and Jim 
Spering and I met with D.J. Smith, one of the principal partners in the consultant firm of Smith, 
Kempton & Watts. The purpose ofthe meeting was to discuss the results of Measure E, the 
expenditure plan, and future efforts by Solano County to reinitiate efforts to seek sources of 
funding to address the estimated $3 billion transportation funding needs projected for Solano 
County over the next 25 years. 

D.J. Smith and his team of Max Besler and Jim Moore were part of the team responsible for 
successful passage of Riverside County's Measure A, the renewal of its Yz sales tax for 
transportation in November of2002. Riverside County was the only county in California (out of 
five that tried) to successfully pass a transportation sales tax in November 2002. None of the 
members of this team were involved in the development of the STA's expenditure plan and 
public information effort, or the Measure E campaign's polling. D.J. Smith's former partner, 
Will Kempton, was involved in STA's preparation of its expenditure plan. 

Attached is a proposal for consultant services from D.J. Smith that outlines a proposed work 
program to assess the results of Measure E, survey community and public opinion leaders, and 
develop a summary of findings and recommendations. Also provided under separate cover is a 
summary of the firm's experience and technical competence. 

Fiscal Impact: 
The fiscal impact of this contract is $20,000 and will be funded out of the Services and Supplies 
section of the STA's FY 2002/03 budget. 

Recommendation: 
Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with Smith, Kempton & Watts for 
consultant services for an amount up to $20,000 for a four month period beginning on 
March 17, 2003. 

Attachment: 

Attachment A- Project Proposal from Smith, Kempton & Watts- dated 2/3/2003 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Smith, Kempton c\z Watts 

February 3, 2003 

Daryl Halls 
Executive Director 

Consulting and Governmental Relations 

Solano Transportation Authority 
1 Harbor Way, Suite 130 
Suisun City, CA 94585 

Dear Daryl, 

FEB - 4 2003 

Pursuant to our meeting in December, and my research with both Jim Moore of J. Moore 
Methet!s-Eeur-pellster-on -Riverside-Gounty-} and MaJ(-Besler of Townsend Raimundo-Besler & ·· 
Usher (the campaign consultant on Riverside County), our team would propose the following 
program for accomplishing an evaluation of Solano County's November 2002 ballot measure 
campaign and our assessment of the feasibility for a winning effort on a ballot measure in 2004. 

Smith, Kempton & Watts would manage the overall effort and be the primary contact with the 
Solano Transportation Authority (STA). Jim Moore and Max Besler would be sub-consultants 
on the balance of the work program. For purposes of cost estimates on the public information 
effort, campaign costs, etc., we generally applied what was spent in the Riverside County effort 
to give you an idea of how much and when we would need cash flow. 

I. Project Objectives 

+ To critically evaluate the proposed expenditure plan, sales tax ordinance, policy and 
program issues surrounding the 2002 ballot measure, including all associated campaign, 
polling, etc. leading up to the November 2002 result. 

+ Accomplish a precinct analysis and political evaluation of the actual November 2002 
election result on Measure E. 

+ Accomplish a new baseline poll testing a limited number of expenditure plan/ordinance 
refinements, new ballot title and summary and basic voter intensity on the traffic issue, 
attitudes on taxation, impact of state budget crisis, local land use/growth issues, economy 
and other associated issues that could impact voter preferences. 

+ Provide our best projection of the feasibility of garnering a two-thirds vote on the March 
2004 or November 2004 ballots. If our team determines that a two-thirds vote is feasible, 
this final report would include specific recommendations regarding the preferred date for 
the election (March or November), best plan refinements, plan approval process, and 
appropriate public education program. 

980 Ninth Street, Suite 1560 • Sacramento, CA 95814 
Telephone (916) 446-5508 • FAX (916) 446-1499 
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Solano Transportation Authority 
Sales Tax Expenditure Plan Proposal 
February 3, 2003 

II. Work Program 

A. Community and Public Opinion Leader Survey. This survey would be accomplished 
by D.J. Smith of the team with you and/or selected members of your Authority to 
ascertain the feelings and opinions of key community and opinion leasers on the failure 
of Measure E, their views of deficiencies in the plan, campaign strategy and tactics, etc. 
This survey would probably involve private meetings with 10-15 key individuals in the 
community representing a broad range of interests (i.e. environmental and open space 
advocates, agricultural leaders, key employers and developers, local political 
leaders, leaders of the minority community, major contributors to the campaign, etc.) 

B. November 2002 Measure E Election Result Analysis. This analysis will look at all 
precincts in Solano County as related to community politics, demographics, city/county 
boundaries, geographic location and equity of expenditure plan improvements, plan 
policy issues as related to individual communities, differential turnout, etc. Jim Moore 
and Max Besler would accomplish this analysis, with input from D.J. Smith. 

C. Baseline Voter Opinion Survey. This poll will focus on issues or questions raised in 
both the work accomplished in A and B above, test new policy, programs and projects, 
revised ballot title and summary, and other issues raised against the November 2002 
results, etc. D.J. Smith would take the lead in coordinating development of the poll 
questionnaire which would be finalized by Jim Moore with input by Max Besler. J. 
Moore Methods would accomplish the poll, compile the results, furnish cross tabulations 
of the results and provide a summary analysis of the results. 

D. Summary of findings and Recommendations. Finally, based on the work 
accomplished in A through C above, our team will make a determination of the feasibility 
of putting on a new transportation sales tax measure in the 2004 election cycle, 
summarize key findings in the work accomplished in A through C, above and if the team 
believes a two thirds vote is feasible or has reason to believe that lowering the voter 
threshold is possible, we will make a set of clear, concise recommendations on how STA 
should proceed to accomplish a successful transportation sales tax measure with Solano 
County voters. D.J. Smith would take the lead in writing this report with input from Max 
Besler and Jim Moore. 

III. Proposed Fees 

Professional consulting fees to accomplish the above work would total $20,000 for the time and 
materials of D.J. Smith, Max Besler and Jim Moore. We assume this work would begin on or 
about March 1, 2003 and the summary/recommendations would be available no later than May 
20, 2003. This timeline assumes that the client is able to provide timely input and approvals for 
key elements of the work program (i.e. approval of meeting schedules for the community leader 
survey, approval of draft questionnaire for poll, etc.). This proposed fee structure also assumes 
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Solano Transportation Authority 
Sales Tax Expenditure Plan Proposal 
February 3, 2003 

that for the purpose of analyzing the November 2002 Measure E election result that a detailed 
precinct-by-precinct results are made available by the Solano County Registrar of Voters or other 
appropriate election officials on a timely basis. 

The poll that we are suggesting for purposes of determining the feasibility of a new measure 
would involve a 15 minute telephone survey of 500 likely voters according to key demographics 
made available through the County's computer tapes of such voters. J. Moore Methods will be 
careful to duplicate the demographics and other characteristics of likely voters to resemble as 
closely as possible actual voters in the County for the 2004 election cycle. The cost of thel5 
minute survey with a 400 sample size is $18,000 and will provide accuracy in the +1- 5 %. We 
believe this sample size is adequate given the size of the total number of likely voters in Solano 
County to give us an accurate view regarding the feasibility of moving forward for 2004. 

Feasibility Analysis Work Program 
Professional Consulting $20,000 
Services 
Baseline Poll $18,000 
Total Project Cost through $38,000 
April 20, 2003 

We are also enclosing for your information background information and personal resumes for the 
members of our team. Please don't hesitate to call any of the contacts we list for clients or 
contacts for a reference on our work. 

I really appreciated the discussion with Mayor Jim Spering, Supervisor John Silva and yourself 
regarding the previous campaign. As I indicated to all of you, with a few changes in expenditure 
plan and ordinance and some additional support from your key city officials we should be able to 
assist you in obtaining s successful outcome whenever you decide to go on the ballot. As always, 
we look forward to a mutually beneficial relationship with STA and appreciate the opportunity to 
·be of service. 

Attachments (1) 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

Background: 

March 4, 2003 
STABoard 
Dan Christians, Assist. Exec. Director/Director of Planning 
Draft "Toolkit" STAIYSAQMD 
Land Use Conference Update 

Agenda Item VIJJ.A 
March 12, 2003 

Last year, the Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District contacted the STA regarding the 
potential for co-sponsoring an STA/YSAQMD Transportation-Land Use Conference. On 
January 8, 2003 the STA Board authorized a preliminary program, budget and the development 
of a Transportation/Land Use "Toolkit" for release at this conference. 

Priority Project No. 30 of the STA's Work Program, adopted by the STA Board on July 10, 
2002, proposed to develop an ST A Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program by 
2003/04. Such a program would establish guidelines to program federal enhancement funds that 
STA is expected to receive under the next federal transportation bill (e.g. referred to as TEA-3). 
These funds can be used for projects that help implement identified downtown revitalization 
projects, including various pedestrian, bicycle and transit-oriented improvements. 

The conference will help initiate the discussions and complete some the groundwork needed for 
the STA to formulate guidelines for a Countywide TLC Program by next fiscal year. 

Discussion: 
The STA's Alternative Modes Committee has met two times to review and recommend the draft 
"toolkit". On February 27, a working draft of the "toolkit" was sent ore-mailed out to all STA 
Board Members, T AC and Consortium members, Planning Directors and others for comments 
(see Attachment A). All comments on this working draft have been requested by this March 12 
STA Board meeting. Comments will be prepared for review at the next Alternative Modes 
meeting scheduled for March 17 at 2:00 p.m. at the STA offices. 

The "Toolkit" will highlight examples of Solano and Yolo County TLC projects including 
pedestrian, bicycle and transit uses and is proposed to be released at the Transportation/Land use 
conference. The "Toolkit" is only a guide and is intended to help make STA Member agencies' 
project applications for federal TLC/Enhancement funds more competitive at the regional and 
countywide levels. The "toolkit" recognizes the broad range of projects and best design practices 
used throughout Solano and Yolo Counties. It also confirms and reinforces the importance of 
local land use controls and a "bottom up" planning process to foster the better linkages between 
transportation and land uses. The final toolkit version will be brought back for approval by the 
STA Board at the next regular meeting of April 9 prior to distribution at the conference. 
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The STA/YSAQMD Transportation- Land Use Conference is scheduled for April 11, 2003 at 
the Travis Credit Union in Vacaville. A number of local and regional officials have been invited 
to serve on various panels and present the lessons learned from the many successful TLC-type of 
programs and projects that are already in various stages of planning and construction in Solano 
and Yolo Counties. 

Attached is the draft program for the conference (Attachment B). 

Recommendation: 
Review and prioritize comments 

Attachment: 
A- Working Draft "Toolkit" Dated March 3, 2003 
B -Draft program outline for the ST A/YSAQMD Transportation Land Use Conference on 
April 11, 2003 
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DRAFT TOOLKIT AVAILABLE UPON 

REQUEST FROM STA 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

Background: 

March 5, 2003 
STABoard 
Daryl Halls, Executive Director 
MTC Partnership Board- Regional Policies Update 

Agenda Item Vlll.B 
March 12, 2003 

Beginning in January 2002, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission has hosted four 
meetings of its key transportation partners, known as the "Partnership Board." The "Partnership 
Board" was reconvened in response to comments received from the Bay Area CMA Association 
and Regional Transit Operators pertaining to several regional policies and programs outstanding 
pursuant to MTC's adoption of the RTP in December 2001. MTC's " Partnership Board" 
consists of the Executive Directors of the nine Congestion Management Agencies, General 
Managers of the Regional Transit Operators, Caltrans, MTC, BAAQMD, and Federal EPA 
Members of the Partnership Board have prepared policy papers for the following topics: 

I. I 00% Transit Capital Shortfall 
2. Lifeline Transit 
3. Air Quality Conformity 
4. Proposition 42 Implementation and Impacts 
5. TEA 21 Reauthorization 
6. SB 45 Review 
7. Regional Bicycle Plan 
8. Regional TLC!HIP Programs 

TEA 3 - Cycle 1 
The regional discussion has also focused on establishing priorities for the next Federal funding 
cycle. This will be the first cycle to commence as part of the third federal reauthorization 
(currently titled TEA 3). The new reauthorization is under development and the sixth and final 
year of TEA 21 is scheduled to expire September 30, 2003. Historically, MTC has used federal 
cycle monies to fund regional programs, transit capital replacement, road rehabilitation and 
various corridor related projects such as the Fairfield Transportation Center- phase 2 and the 
Sereno Park and Ride Lot in Vallejo. The regional programs currently funded by MTC are: 

1. Freeway Operations/TOS 
2. Incident Management (Freeway Service Patrol and Call Box Program) 
3. TETAP 
4. PTAP 
5. Translink 
6. Regional Transit Information 
7. Marketing 
8. Travinfo 
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9. Rideshare 
10. Air Quality Programs (Spare the Air) 
11. TLC!HlP 
12. Resolution 3434 (Regional Transit Expansion Plan) 
13. CMA Planning Funds 
14. Performance Monitoring 

In addition, MTC has provided STP/CMAQ funds to each CMA for the following: 

1. Streets and Road Pavement Shortfall 
2. Transit Capital Shortfall 
3. County TLC!HlP 
4. Local Discretion Projects 

At the request of the Bay Area CMA Association, MTC has completed a Project Performance 
Report - 2002 that provides an overview, status and funding for all of MTC 's regional system 
management programs and projects. 

Discussion: 
During the month of February, MTC staff began outlining the regional policies and procedures, 
and schedule for the allocation offederal Surface Transportation Program (STP), Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) and Transportation Enhancement Activity (TEA) 
Reauthorization funds (See attachments A, B & C). ST A staff is also distributing this 
information to members of the STA TAC and Transit Consortium for their review and comment. 
Concurrently, MTC staff has initiated the process and schedule for public outreach and 
involvement in the development of the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) (attachment 
D). Over the next couple of months, STA staff will work with the TAC and Transit Consortium 
to develop ST A's draft process and schedule for both the allocation offederal cycle funds and 
provide STA input into the development of the 2004 RTP. 

Recommendation: 
Informational 

Attachments: 
A. MTC Memo dated 2/18/2003 - STP, CMAQ and TEA Reauthorization Funds: First Cycle 

Program Policies and Procedures 
B. MTC Memo dated 2110/03- STP, CMAQ and TEA First Cycle Programming 
C. MTC's Draft First Cycle Policies and Procedures dated 2/11103 
D. MTC Memo dated 2/10/03-2004 RTP Public Outreach and Involvement 



Memorandum 
TO: Partnership Technical Advisory COillillinee 

FR; Ross McKeown 

METROPOLITAN 

TRANSPORTATION 

COMMlSSION 

Jooeph P. Bon MotroCen'"' 

Ooldm<l, CA 94607-4700 

TeJ: :l10.464. 7700 

TDD/TTY' SI0.%4.7769 

Fn:.SI0.%4.7848 

DAlE: February 18, 2002 

RE: STP, CMAQ, and lEA Reauthorization Funds: First Cycle Progmm Policies and ProcedllreS 

Background 
The federal Transportation Equity Act fur the 21" Century (TEA21) is set to expire on 
September 30, 2003. The last time we approached the reauthori7ll1ion of an expiring act, 1he region 
proceeded with the advance programming of funds prior to the adoption of the new Act to ensure a 
continuous and seamless progmmming process for federal transportation funding. This sttategy of 
advance programming also allows the region to deliverprojects at an acce1emred tate, ensuring that 
timely use of funds policies and requiremen1S are met ahead of schedule. 

Once again the region is prepared to undertake a similar 'advanced' programming aclivity by 
prognnmning future funds in advance of the actual reauthorization. Unfortunately, this clfort is 
complicated by seveml unresolved issues affecting the programming of these funds, such as regional 
commitment to the local streets and roads and transit capital shortfiill, unknown revenues to be rea.li2x;:d 
:limn TEA 21 reauthorization. a recently proposed TEA progmm shift within the State, and the region's 
1imit of obligation authority (OA) under the Intermodal Surfilce T:ransportalion and Efficien:cy Act · 
(ISTEA) and TEA 21. In response to these unresolved mattem affecting the funding as we approach 
Reauthorization, the advance progmmming activity will focus on programming only what is necessary to 
maintain a seamless transition.. 

First CVcle Program Development 
A general concept for lEA 21 Reauthorization programming was presenred to the Partnership Board 
and approved at the October 28, 2002 meeting. Since then, MTC staff has cousulted with the tl:amit 
opemtors, Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) and other local agencies, to define and resolve 
some of the 01nstanding issues surrounding future S'IP, CMAQ, and TEA programming. Building off of 
this feedback, MTC staff drafted and presented a proposed First Cycle Program: Policies and 
Procedures document to the Joint Finance Working Group on February 5, 2003. On February 10, 
MTC staff presented an updated set of general concepts to the Partnership Board on the STP, CMAQ, 
and TEA programming fur lEA 21 Reauthorization funds (Attachment A). The Partnership Board was 
in agreement with Staffs recommendations on the structure and timing of the upcoming STP, CMAQ, 
and lEA programming aclivities. 

Next Steps 
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Attached is the First Cycle Program: Policies and Procedures for your review and comment 
(Attachment B) at the Februaiy 18th PTAC meeting. MTC staff plans to present the First Cycle 
Program Policy and Procedures to the Progrannning and Allocations Committee on March 5. 

First Cycle Program Schedule 

• STP, CMAQ, TEA • 
TE.A.3 First-Cycle Program 

Schedule of Activities 
2003 

October 28, 2002 
Presentation of First Cycle Programming Recommendations to 
Partnership Board 

February 5, 2003 
Joint Finance Working Group review of proposed STP, CMAQ, TEA 
First Cycle Polic:v and Procedures 

February 10 
Presentation of Final First Cycle Programming Proposal to 
Partnership Board 

February 18 
Partnership Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC) review of 
proposed STP, CMAQ, TEA First Cycle Policy and Procedures 

March5 
Programming and Allocations Committee review of STP, CMAQ, TEA 
First Cycle Policy and Procedures 

March26 
Commission adoption of STP, CMAQ, TEA First Cycle Policy and 
Procedures 

March 26 - April1 Sponsor submittals of project applications 

April2 Joint Finance Working Group review of proposed First Cycle Program 

April21 PTAC review of proposed First Cycle Program 

May14 PAC review - authorize Public Hearing and release of Draft First 
Cycle Program 

June 11 Public hearing on Draft First Cycle Program prior to PAC meeting 

June 18 Close of Public Comment Period on Draft First Cycle Program 

July9 First Cycle Program and TIP Amendment to PAC 

July24 First Cycle Program and TIP Amendment to Commission for adoption 

July 25- September 30 Final TIP Amendment submitted to'Caltrans, Federal Highway 
Administration(FHWA), and Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 

Attachment A- Partnership Board Update Memo 
Attachment B - FY 2003-04 and 2004-05 STP, CMAQ, and TEA: First Cycle Program Policies and Procedures 

J:\PROJECl\Flmdins\STl'-CMAQ TEt\-3\Mt..'mos\fimleyclo plru:0211102.doc 
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ATTACHMENT B 

PT AC Agenda Item #6, Attaclnnent A 

THEBAYAREAPARTNERSIDP 

TO: Partnexship Board Date: 02110/2003 

FR: Steve Heminger, MTC 

RE: TEA 21 Reauthorization: STP, CMAO, TEA First-Cycle Programming 

Background 
The federal Transportation Equity Act for the 21" Century (TEA 21) is set to expire on 
September 30, 2003. Among several programming opportunities, TEA 21 authorized the 
San Francisco Bay Area Region to program approximately $375 million in Surfuce 
Trnnsportation Program (STP) funds, $330 million in Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
ltqJt"OVement Program (CMAQ) funds, and $50 million in Transportation Enhancement 
Activities Program (TEA) funds between 1997 and 2003. Approximately $125 million was 
available each year over the six-year period of the act, for a total of $755 million. A1l of these 
funds have been fully programmed 

The last time we approached the reauthorization of an expiring act, the region proceeded with 
the advance programming of funds prior to the adoption of the new Act to ensure a continuous 
and seamless programming process for fuderal transportation fimding This stmtegy of advance 
programming also allows the region to deliver projects at an accelerated rate, ensuring that 
timely use of funds policies and requirements are met ahead of schedule. 

Once again the region is prepared to undertake a similar 'advanced' programming activity by 
programming future funds in advance of the actual reauthorization. Unfortunately, this effort is 
complicated by several unresolved issues affecting the programming of these ftmds, such as 
regional commitment to the local streets.and roads and transit capital ahortfull, unknown 
revenues to be realized from TEA 21 reauthorization, a recently proposed 1EA program shift 
within the State, and the region's limit of obligation authority (OA) under the lntermodal Surface 
Trnnsportation and Efficiency Act (IS1EA) and TEA 21. In response to these unresolved 
mattexs affecting the funding as we approach Reauthorization, the advance programming activity 
will focus on programming only what is necessary to maintain a seamless transition. · 

Regional Coordination 
A general concept for TEA 21 Reauthorization programming concepts was presented to the 
Partnexship Board and approved at the October 28, 2002 meeting. Since then, MTC staffhas 
consulted with the transit operators, Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs) and other local 
agencies, to define and resolve some of the outstanding issues surrounding future STP, CMAQ, 
and TEA programming. 
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Many Partners have expressed concern about programming any funds before the local streets 
and road and transit capital shortfaD issue is resolved An examination of the unknowns and 
current discussions on programs that would utilize S1P, CMAQ, and TEA funds have resulted 
in an MTC staff reconunendation that the region program the minimal amount of S1P, CMAQ, 
and TEA funds needed to meet the State's AB 1012 deadlines and to cany the region over until 
we can confidently estimate the content of TEA 21 reauthorization legislation. 

One of the outstanding issues not resolved at the October Partnership Board meeting was 
whether to program both Regional and County Transportation for Livable Communities/ 
Housing Improvement Program (TLCIHIP) and County TEA fonds in the Fimt-Cycle. MTC 
conducted a survey of each of the nine county's readiness to program one year of funding for 
these programs. The consensus was that the counties were ready to program one year if 
needed, but strongly preferred to program more years at one time to realize the maximum 
potential a larger program would avail Based on this survey, and discussions with the 
Partnership Committees, and results ofMTC staff analysis, we propose that the regional and 
county TLCIHIP and ColDlty TEA programs not be part of First Cycle. Instead, these 
programs are recommended to be a part of the Second Cycle programming except for a smaD 
element of TEA funds that may need to be advanced to meet AB 1012 delivery requirements. 

STP/CMAQ!I'EA- 1 • 2 • 3 Programming Under TEA 21 Reauthorization 
As presented at the October 2002 Partnership Board meeting, the region will proceed with a 1 
• 2 • 3 approach for programming S1P/CMAQ and TEA revenues under TEA 21 
Reauthorization. It is assumed the region will continue to program to the full apportionment level 
rather than OA, with obligations for projects programmed in the last year of reauthorization 
subject to the availability of OA Projects funded under each cycle will be subject to the 
project delivery policies currently under revision by MTC and the Partnership Technical 
Advisory Committee and working group(s). 

We believe that a major objeCtive in investing the next six years of flexible federal fonds is to 
defer as much programming as possible until the 2004 R1P is completed, in order to 
incmporate any revised policies that may ~ regarding transit/local streets and roads 
shortfalls, TLCIHIP, and other issues that will be resolved in the update of the long nmge 
transportation plan. To accomplish this, minimal programming would be timed in the first two 
years of the reauthorized tta.nsportation program, with the bulk of new programming occurring 
in FY 2005-06. While this sequencing may put pressure on meeting regional and state project 
delivery requirements, it does allow investment decisions to be more closely aligned with 
policies in the upcoming RTP. This proposed strategy is discussed further below: 

1. First Cycle 
The Fimt Cycle programming will cover the minimal amount necessary to ensure a 
seamless transition into TEA 21 reauthorization. Funding will be programmed to projects 
with continuous annual funding needs, with the remaining balance used to address the OA 
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shortfall from IS1EA and lEA 21. However, due to a combination of a) OA limitations in 
the region, and b) annualized progrnmming requirements for programs with operating or 
contractual commitments; Cycle olle commitments will require the full FY 03-04 STP 
and CMAQ apportionments, and about 45% ofFY 04-05 apportionments, to be 
programmed by September 30, 2003. This is described in more detail in the last section 
of this memorandum. 

2. Second Cycle 
Second Cycle will cover STP, CMAQ and lEA apportionments, for the remainder of 
FY 2004-05 and all ofFY 2005-06-however, this would not be prognnnmed 1llllil 
Summer 2005 (beginning FY 05-06) to allow for completion of the 2004 RTP. Put 
another way, the access to the 55% balance ofFY 2004-05 STP/CMAQITEA 
apportionment would be delayed by about one year. However, the three year window 
for obligating any single year of fedeml apportionment should allow the region to manage 
any project delivery deadlines on those funds. 

This cycle would include the "on-going connni1ment" category of projects, as well as new 
funding for the identified local streets and road shortl'ali, transit capital shortfall, regional 
and county TLCIHIP, County lEA, and discretionary funding. It is expected Cycle 
Two will be programmed between June and September, 2005. . 

3. Third Cycle 
Third Cycle will cover three years of STP/CMAQ apportionments (FY 2006-07, FY 
2007-08, and FY 2008-09), and include the continued programming of the project 
categories outlined in the second cycles. It is expected that Cycle Three will be fully 
programmed by September 30, 2006. Because the region is programming to full 
apportionment rather than .to OA, there may be insufficient OA to obligate all of the 
projects in the final year of the reauthmjzation. Therefore, obligations for projects 
programmed in the last year of Cycle Three will be subject to the availability of OA. It 
may also be necessary to carry the programming capacity of these projects into the first 
year of the following transportation act. 

First Cycle Programming 
The STP and CMAQ revenue estimates used for Fiist Cycle Programming are based on the 
adopted 2001 RTP estimated revenues for all FY 2003-04 and about 45% ofFY 2004~05, 
which totals approximately $207 million in STP, CMAQ and lEA fimds. Of the FY 2003-04 
estimated revenue, Cycle One will progmm approximately $30 million in new projects .and 
programs that require the continuation of funding to ensure previous annual commitments and 
contlacts are met Categories for this funding includes the following: 

• 3% STP CMA Planning (approximately $6 million: $3 million each for FY 2003-04 and 
FY 2004-05) 

• Air Quality Management (approximately $25 million forprogmms through FY 04-05) 
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• Regional (MTC) operating and procurement commitments (approx. $37 million: $22 
million inFY 03-04 and $15 in FY 04-05) 

Regional Express Bus: A pending issue for First Cycle Programming concerns backfill funding 
for the regional express bus program. The Governor's budget proposes elimination of the 
Proposition 42 increment that MTC intended to use as subsidy for regional express bus 
operations. Given that the regional express bus program is a federal Transportation Control 
Measure (fCM), we need to ensure that funding assistance is available for start up operations in 
FY 2003-04. Absent a State level remedy to the proposed State Transit Assistance (STA) 
loss, MTC may need to program newly authorized CMAQ funds as a backstop; we have 
assumed $3 million for FY 03-04 as part of the air quality funding, for purposes of first cycle 
progrannning estimates. 

The remaining programming capacity of First Cycle (approximately $140 million) will be used to 
address the carryover OA resulting from progmmming to full apportionment under ISTEA and 
1EA21. 

MTC staff is developing First Cycle Programming policy and procedures, and revised project 
delivery policies for reauthorization which will be presented to the Partnership Committees in the 
coming months. The projects proposed for adoption in the First Cycle are air quality exempt 
projects, and therefore an air quality analysis will not be perfonned Connnission adoption of a 
First Cycle program is proposed for July 2003, with the amendment to the 2003 11P approved 
in September 2003. 

Attaclnnent A provides a general outline of the reconnnended First Cycle Programming and 
related activities. 

Steve Heminger 
RM:MC 
1:\COMMlTTE\Partnership\BOAR.D\Feb_OJ meeting\FirstCycleProgramming02~10R03.doc 
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Attachment A 

- STP, CMAQ, TEA-
TEA-3 First-Cycle Programming 

Recommended Schedule of Activities 
2003 

October 28, 2002 
Presentation of First Cycle Programming Recommendations to 
Partnershio Board 

February 5, 2003 
Joint Finance Working Group review of proposed STP, CMAQ, TEA 
First Cvcle Policv and Procedures · 

February 10, Presentationof Final First Cycle Programming Proposal to 
Partnershio ·soard 

February 18 Partnership Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC) review of 
proposed STP, CMAQ, TEA.First Cycle Policy and Procedures 

March 12 Programming and Allocations Committee review of STP, CMAQ, TEA 
First Cvcle Policv and Procedures 

March26 Commission adoption of STP, CMAQ, TEA First Cycle Policy and 
Procedures 

March 26-April1 Sponsor submittals of project applications 

April2 Joint Finance Working Group review of proposed First Cycle Program· 

April21 PTAC review of proposed First Cycle Program 

May14 PAC review- authorize Public Hearing and release of Draft First 
Cvcle Proaram 

June 11 Public hearing on Draft First Cycle Program prior to PAC meeting 

June 18 Close of Public Comment Period on Draft First Cycle Program 

July9 . First Cycle Program and TIP Amendment to PAC 

July24. First Cycle Program and TIP Amendment to Commission for adoption 

July 25- September 30 Final TIP Amendment submitted toGaltrans, Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA\, and Federal Transit Administration (FTA\ 
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Section I 
Background 

The federal Transportation Equity Ad for the 21'1 Century (TEA 21) is s etto expire on 
September30, 2003. Among several programming opportunities, TEA 21 authorized the 
San Francisco Bay Area Region to program approximately $375 million in Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) funds, $330 million in Congestion Mitigation and p,jr Quality 
Improvement Program (CMAQ) funds, and $50 million in Transportation Enhancement 
Activities Program (TEA) funds between 1997 and 2003. Approximately $125 milflon was 
available each year over the silf-year period of the act, for a total of $755 million: ~I of these 
funds have been fully programmed. 

The last time we approached the reauthorization of an expiring act, the region proceeded with 
the advance programming of funds prior to the adoption of the new Ad to ensure a 
continuous and seamless programming prooess for federal transportation funding. This 
strategy of advance programming also allows the region to deliver projects at an accelerated 
rate, ensuring that timely use of funds policies and requirements are met ahead of schedule. 

Once again the region is prepared to undertake a similar 'advanced' programming activity by 
programming future funds in advance of the acb.Jal reauthorization. Unfortunately, this. $.!1: is 
complicated by several unresolved issues alfecting the programming of these fu~W'as 
regional commllment to the local streets and roads and transit capital shortfall, unknt!!Wn ·· 
revenues to be realized from TEA 21 reauthorization, a recenUy proposed TEA program shift 
within the State, and the region's fimit of obligation aiAhority (OA) under the InteRnodal 
Surface Transportation and Efliciency Ad (ISTEA) and TEA 21. In response to these 
unresolved matters affecting the funding as we approach Reauthorization, the advance 
programming activity will focus on programming only what is necessa1}' to main1ain a 
seamless transition. . · 

Section II 
Six-Year TEA 21 Reauthorization Legislation 
STP. CMAQ, and lEA -1 • 2 • 3 Prosramming Under TEA 21 Reault101izalion 

As presented at the October 2002 Partnership Board meeting, the region wll proceed with a 
1 • 2 • 3 approach for programming STP/CMAQ and TEA revenues under TEA 21 
Reauthorization. It is assumed the region will continue to program to the full apportionment 
level rather than OA, with obligations for projects programmed in the last year of 
reauthorization subject to the availablnty of OA. Projects funded under each cycle WJll be 
subject to the project delivery policies currently under revision by MTC and the Partnetship 
Technical Advisory Committee and working group(s). 

We believe that a major objective in investing the next sbc years of flexible federal funds is to 
defer as much programming as possible until the 2004 RTP is oompleted, in order to 
inoorporate any revised policies that may emerge regarding transit/local streets and roads 
shortfalls, TLC/HIP, and other issues that will be resolved in the update of the long range 
transportation plan. To accomplish this, minimal revenues will be programmed in the first two 
years of the reauthorized transportation program, with the bulk of new programming occurring 
in FY 2005-06 and beyond. While this sequencing may put pressure on meeting regional 
and state project delivery requirements, it does allow investment decisions to be more closely 
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aligned with policies in the upcoming RTP. (See Attachment A for a schedule of related 
activities through Summer 2005.) This proposed strategy is discussed further below: 

First Cycle 
The First Cycle programming WJll cover the minimal amount necessary to ensure a seamless 
transition into TEA 21 reauthorization. Funding Will be programmed to projects with 
continuous annual funding needs. with the remaining balance used to address the OA 
shortfall from ISTEA and TEA 21. However, due to a combination of a) OA limitations in the 
region, and b) annualized programming requirements for programs with operating or 
contractual commitments; Cycle One commitments will require the full FY 200~04 STP and 
CMAQ apportionments, and about 45% of FY 2004-05 apportionments, to be programmed 
by September 30, 2003. This is described in more detail in the Section V: FilS! Cycle 
Programming Policies. 

Second Cycle 
Second Cycle will coiler STP and CMAQ apportionments, for the remainder of FY 2004-05 
and all of FY 2Q05.06-however, this would not be programmed until Summer 2005 · 
(beginning FY 2005-06) to allowing for completion of the 2004 RTP. Put another way, the 
access to the 55% balance of FY 2004-05 STP/CMAQ apportionment would be delayed by 
about one year. However, the three-year window for obligating any single year of federal 
apportionment should allow the region to manage any project delivery dead6nes on those 
funds. 

This cycle would include the "on-going commitmenf' category of pltljects, as well as. new 
funding forthe·identlfied local streets and road shortfall, transit capital shortfall, regional and 
county TLCIHIP, County lEA, and discretionary funding. It is expected Cycle TWo will be 
programmed between June and September 2005. 

Third Cycle 
Third Cycle will cover three years of STP/CMAQ apportionments (FY 2006-07, FY 2007-08, 
and FY 2008-09), and include the continued programming of the project categories ouUined 
in the second cycles. It is expected that Cycle Three will be fully programmed by September 
30, 2006. Because the region is programming to full apportionment rather than to OA, there 
may be insufficient OA to obligate all of the projects in the final year of the reauthorization. 
Therefore. obligations for projects programmed in the last year of Cycle Three will be subject 
to the availabllily of OA It may also be necessary to carry the programming capaci\y of these 
projects .into the first year of the following transportation act. 

Section Ill 
Guiding Principles 

• Investments made in the First Cycle Program must carry out the objeclives of the 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and be consistent with its improvements and 
programs [23 USC 134 (h)]. This First Cycle Program will be in accordance with the 
policies adopted as part of the 2001 RTP. 

• MTC and the Bay Area Partnership developed a strategy for programming federal and 
state funds to ensure that a balanced, reasonable mlx of high priority transportation 
projects is achieved at the regional level. This strategy was adopted by the Commission 
as Resolution No. 3053. Pursuant to that policy, the following factors must be considered 
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in the development of priorities and procedures for programming STP, CMAQ and TEA 
funds: 

o The diverse nature of the Bay Area transportation system requires multi-modal 
investments. 

o A strategic mix of various fund sources will be required to meet the divergent 
needs of large versus small projects, and/or differences in the financial 
capabilities of their Partnership sponsors. 

o Maintaining and sustaining the existing system through replacement and 
rehabilitation of its infrastructure, coupled with effective management of that 
system, are high regional priorities in the RTP and must be provided for. 

• Assembly 81111012 (AB 1 012) emphasizes the importance of readiness and adherence 
to planned delivery schedules. Project sponsors that are unable to meet these 
requirements are subject to significant financial penalties. 

• These guidelines are subject to revision once TEA 21 reauthorization legislation is 
passed. 

• The MTC region will continue to program to apportionment, which is officially distributed 
to the Regions by Caltrans. While MTC will program to apporlionment, the last ten 
percent of the total six-year TEA 21 reauthorization legislation apportionment amount will 
be contingent on the availabilitY of OA. Most likely this ten percent will affect projects 
programmed in FY 2008-09. 

• MTC will have final program approval. 

Section IV 
Fund Estimate 

Baseline revenue assumptions for TEA 21 reauthorization legislation have not been set 
at the federal level as of yet. For the First Cycle Program. the revenue projections 
adopted with the 2001 RTP will be used as a baseline for programming. When 
legislation is passed, the revenue projections will be updated to reflect the legislated 
funding levels. 

In the 2001 RTP, STP, CMAQ, and TEA revenues are assumed to grow at2% per year 
based on Caltrans' FY 2002-03 projections. This amounts to $140.7 million in STP, 
$126.2 million in CMAQ, and $18.2 million in TEA funds for FY 2003-04 and FY 2004-
05. 
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Table 1: FY 2003-04 Estimated STP, CMAQ, and TEA Revenues* 

Fiscal Year Revenue (in millions of dollars) 
FY 2003-04 FY 2004-05 Total 

Program 

Surface Transportation 
Program 69.7 71.1 140.7 

Congestion Mitigation and 
Air Quatity Improvement 62.5 . 63.7 126.2 
Prtl!lram (CMAQ) 
Transportation 
Enhancement Activities 9.0 9.2 18.2 
Prtl!lram (TEA) 
* Revenues based on 2001 RTP proJections 

SectionV 
First Cycle Programming Policies 
A. Programming Assumptions 

• First Cycle projects will be programmed based on TEA 21 legislation guidelines. Once 
Reauthorization Legislation has been passed, the projects adopted as part of First Cycle 
will be reviewed for consistency with the new legislation program criteria. 

• The STP. CMAQ, and TEA fund estimate for First Cycle will be based on the 2001 RTP 
revenue projections. When reauthorizing legislation is passed on TEA 21, the fund 
estimate will be updated to reflect the authorized funding revenue for STP, CMAQ, and 
TEA. 

• Approximately $140 million exists in canyover programming from ISTEA and TEA 21 
($48 from ISTEA and $92 from TEA 21) that are awaiting obligation. 

• Eastern Solano County CMAQ funding will be reserved for projects in the eastern portion 
of that county. 

B. Programming Schedule 
Development of the First Cycle Program under these procedures will be done in 
accordance with the schedule ouUined in Attachment B of this policy and procedures 
document. 

C. Adoption into the 2003 TIP 
This First Cycle Program will be adopted as an amendment to the 2003 TIP. The 
projects proposed for adoption in the First Cycle Program are air quality exempt projects, 
and therefore, an air quality conformity analysis will not be performed. 

D. Funds Programmed 
First Cycle Program will program STP and CMAQ funds only for FY 2003-04 and FY 
2004-05. TEA funds will be programmed with Second Cycle. However, if AB 1012 
delivery deadlines for TEA funds necessitate the programming of TEA funds prior to the 
adoption of a Second Cycle, TEA funds will be programmed before Second Cycle. MTC 
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will assign STP or CMAQ funding to the projects as appropriate. CMAQ funding will be 
assigned to the First Cycle Program projects, where eligible. 

Of the FY 2003-04 and 2004-05 estimated revenue, Cycle One will program 
approximately $68 million in new projects and programs that require the continuation of 
funding to ensure previous annual commitments and contracts are met. Categories for 
this funding inc:lud!IS the following: 

o 3% STP CMA Planning (approximately $6 million: $3 million each for FY 2003-04 
and FY 2004-05) 

o Air QualitY Management (approximately $25 million for programs through FY 04-
05) 

o Regional (MTC) operating and procurement commitments (approx. $37 million: 
$22 million in FY 03-04 and $15 in FY 04-05) · 

The remaining programming of First Cycle (approximately $140 million) will be used to 
address the carryover OA resulting from programming to full apportionment under ISTEA 
andTEA21. 

E. Project Categories 
First Cycle programming will program the following project categories: Regional 
Coordination Projects with annual operating needs, Air Quality Improvement Projects, 
CMA Planning Funds and Carryover projects due to OA limilations under ISTEA and 
TEA 21. Screening Criteria for all projects are included in Attachment C. 

Table 2· Programs to be funded in First Cycle . 

3% STP CMA Planning Funds 
3%STPCMAQ Approximately 3% of the STP funds will be reserved for CMA planning 
Planning Funds activities. For First Cycle Program, the 3% planning funds will be based on 

the estimated STP revenue adopted in the 2001 RTP. Each county is 
guaranteed a minimum of $240,000, an increase from $140,00 during TEA 
21. The CMA's are given either the county's population share of 3% of the 
STP funds or $240,000, whichever figure is higher. 

Air Quality Management 
Spare the Air Aims to reduce ozone on days when the Bay Area's air pollution is 
Program expected to exceed federal and state air quality standards by encouraging 

people to drive less on Spare the />Jr days. 

Regional Aids in shifting individuals from single occupant vehicles (SOVs) to 
Rides hare carpools, vanpools and other transportation alternatives and help 
Program individuals sustain this shift in order to mitigate the growth of traffic 

congestion and motor vehicle emissions in the Bay Area. 

PJrQuality The air quality challenges we face will continue to place a demand on 
Strategies available funding in meeting our Transportation control measures. 

Additionally, our State Implementation Plan (SIP) for attaining the one-hour 
national ambient air oualitv standard for ozone will be revisited in 2003. 
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Regional (MTC) Operating and Procurement Commitments 
Freeway Freeway operations refers to the activities that directly affect the safety, 
Operation travel time, travel route selection, time of travel, or mode of travel, of 
Systems travelers. using or planning to use the freeway network. The goals of 

improving safety, efficiency, and reliability of the freeway system are 
dependent on several rea~time freeway operation functions, including 
monitoring, surveillance, incident detection, providing information to 
motorists, incident clearance, and restoring network capacity. Caltrans, 
CHP and MTC work together, and with local agencies, to improve freeway 
operations. 

Incident Includes: Freeway Service Patrol, the Bay Area's freeway incident 
Management detection and removal program and the Call Box Program, installation and 

operations of the yellow call boxes on roadsides in the nine-county Bay 
Area. 

Pavement Assists Bay Area jurisdictions in implementing and maintaining pavement 
Management management systems (PMS) for their local roadway network. 
Technical 
Assistance 
Program (P-TAP) 

Performance This program monitors changes in system performance over time with a 
Monitoring focus on the customer's perspective. 

Regional Transit Transl information services system designed to make it easier for transit 
Information users to plan trips throughout the Bay Area. 
System 

.. 

Regional Generates market research data to inform product development, to develop 
Transportation and implement promotional campaigns for those projects, to develop 
Marketing project performance standards and to evaluate and report on project 

performance for MTC's customer service projects (includes Translink®, 
Travlnfo®, the Take Transit Trip Planner, the regional rideshare program, 
Freeway Service Patrol and the Callbox Program). . 

~~c ring 
Provides consultant assistance to local agencies to 1) retime traffic signal 

T~l systems, and 2) analyze an existing problem, conceptualize solutions, and 
provide technical assistance with a grant application to implement the 

Assistance preferred solution. 
Program 
(TET AP)/ Arterial 
Signal Re-timing 

Translink" The universal transit ticket program will establish a single regional system 
for collecting fares on all of the Bay Area's transit systems. 

Travlnfo~ The Bay Area's advanced traveler information system, also known as 511, 
which provides real-time information on traffic incidents, slowdowns, road 
construction activity, and major transit service intenuptions as well as direct 
teleohone connections to transit oaratransit and rideshare agencies. 
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F. Local Match 
All projects funded with STP, CMAQ, or TEA funding require a non-federal local match. 
Based on California's share of the nation's federal lands, the local match for STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA is 11.47% of the total project cost. The Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA} will reimburse up to 88.53% of the total project cost. The FHWA has delegated 
the reimbursement authority to Caltrans. 

G. Obligation Authority Prioritization 
First Cycle projects and TEA 21 projects that were programmed, but were not obligated 
due to TEA 21 obligation authority (OA} limitations, are prioritized to receive OA made 
available through the successor legislation of TEA 21. 

H. Project Delivery 
The regional STP, CMAQ, and TEA program is project specific. The STP, CMAQ, and 
TEA funding for projects in an existing program is for those projects alone. 

The region will establish an obligation deadline for projects included in the STP, CMAQ, 
and TEA program. MTC will actively monitor and report to the Joint Finance Working 
Group of the BayArea Partnership on project status. The Joint Finance Working Group 
will work to ensure project delivery, identifying problems, and recommending actions to 
the Partnership Technical Advisory Committee. Recommended actions may include 
reprogramming funds to another deliverable project 

Obligation deadlines, project substitutions and redirection of project savings are 
governed by the MTC Regional Policy for Enforcing Fund Obligation Deadlines and 
Project Substitution for STP, CMAQ, and TEA funds (MTC Resolution No. 3239). 

I. Project Amendments 
Any proposed changes will be carefully reviewed by MTC staff and subject to the 
approval of the Commission. 

J. Project Application 
Project sponsors must submit a completed project application for each project proposed 
for funding in· First Cycle Program. The application consists of the following three parts 
and will be available on the internet (as applicable) accessible through mtc.ca.gov. 
Project Sponsors wm be notified of the address by MTC. 

·1. STP, CMAQ, and TEA Application 
2 a. Resolution of local support • (Attachment D) 

b. Opinion of legal counsel* (Attachment E) 
3. CMAQ Emissions Benefit Analysis (available at 

htto:l/www.arb.ca.gov/planning/tsag/evalleval.htm} 

• NOTE: Project sponsors have the option of consolidating the 'Opinion of Legal Counsel' within 
the Resolution of Local Support, by incorporating the statements into the Resolution of Local 
Support as documented in Attachment F. 
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DRAFT 
- Attachment B -

- STP, CMAQ, and TEA-
TEA 21 Reauthorization: First-Cycle Programming 

Recommended Schedule of Activities 
2003 

. 

October 28, 2002 
Presentation of First Cycle Programming Recommendations to 
Partnership Board . 

February 5, 2003 
Joint Finance Working Group review of proposed STP, CMAQ, 
and TEA First Cycle Policy and Procedures 

February 10 
Presentation of Final First Cycle Programming Proposal to 
Partnership Board 
Partnership Technical Advisory Committee (PTAC) review of 

February 18 proposed STP, CMAQ, . .and TEA First Cycle Policy and 
Procedures .. 

March5 
Programming and Allocations Committee review of STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Policy and Procedures 

March 26 Commission adoption of STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle 
Policv and Procedures 

March 26- April1 Sponsor submittals of project applications 

April2 Joint Rnance Working Group review of proposed First Cycle Program 

April21 PTAC review of proposed First Cycle Program 

May14 PAC review- authoriZe Public Hearing and release of Draft First 
Cycle Program 

June 11 Public hearing on Draft First Cycle Program prior to PAC meeting 

June 18 Close of Public Comment Period on Draft First Cycle Program 

July9 First Cycle Program and TIP Amendment to PAC 

July 24 First Cycle Program and TIP Amendment to Commission for adoption 

July 25- September 30 Final TIP Amendment submitted to Caltrans, Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA), and Federal Transit Administration {FTA) 

MetropolitWl Transportation Commission 
Draft First Cycle Progmm -Policies and Procedures 
February 11, 2003 
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DRAFT 
- Attachment C -

FY 2003-04/2004-05 STP, CMAQ, and TEA Project Screening Criteria 

Eligible Projects 

A. Eligible Projects. STP has a wide range of projects that are eligible for 
consideration in the TIP. Eligible projects include, federal-aid highway and bridge 
improvements (construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, resurfacing, restoration, 
and operational), mitigation related to an STP project, public transit capital 
improvements, pedestrian, and bicycle facilities, and transportation system 
management, transportation demand management, transportation control measures, 
surface transportation planning activities, and safety. For more details see Section 
133 of Title 23 of the United States Code. 

CMAQ funding applies to new or expanded transportation projects, programs, and 
operations that help reduce emissions. Eligible project categories that meet this 
basic criteria include: Transportation activities in approved State Implementation 
Plan (SIP), Transportation Control Measures (TCMs), publio-private partnerships, 
alternative fuels, traffic flow improvements, transit projects (facilities, vehicles, 
operating assistance up to three years, and fare subsidies), bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities and programs, travel demand management, outreach and rideshare 
activities, telecommuting programs, Fare subsidy programs, intermodal freight, 
planning and project development activities, Inspection and maintenance programs, 
magnetic levitation transportation technology deployment program, and experimental 
pilot projects. For more detailed guidance see the CMAQ Program Guidance 
(FHWA, April1999). 

Planning Prerequisites 

B. RTP Consistency. Projects included in the STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle 
Program must be consistent with the adopted Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), 
which federal law requires to be consistent with federal planning and programming 
requirements. Each project to be included in the STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle 
Program must identify its relationship with meeting the goals and objectives of the 
RTP, and where applicable, the RTP ID number and/or RTP travel corridor and 
whether the project is to be credited against the county's transit capital shortfall 
target. 

c. CMP Consistency. Local projects must be consistent with the County Congestion 
Management Plan (CMP), or the adopted Capital Improvement Program (CIP) for 
counties that have opted out of the CMP requirement, prior to inclusion in the STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program. 

D. Bicycle Consideration. Any local roadway or transit project must show 
reasonable consideration of bicycle facilities. Specifically, the following must be 
answered: 

1. Have the needs of bic}Ciists been considered in the design of the project? 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Draft Fim Cycle Progrnm -Policies and Procedure.; 
February 11,2003 Pagel! ofl7 
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DRAFT 
2. Is bicycle travel impeded by this project? If yes and a roadway projects, has a 

parallel bicycle facility been designed to accommodate bicyclists? 
3. For transit vehicles and facilities: has bicycle access been facilitated by the 

project? 
4. Have you reviewed local, county, and regional bike plans for roadway design 

consistency? Please attach an excerptfrom the regional or local bike plan near 
the vicinity of your project. 

Project Costs and Phases 

D. Project Phases. Projects should be separated into the following project 
components: 

1. Environmental Document and Preliminary Engineering (EDPE) 
2. Final Design, Plans, Specifications, and Estimates,(PS&E) 
3. Acquisition of right-of-way (ROW) 
4. Construction, construction management and engineering, including surveys 

and inspections, equipment acquisition, and purchase of rolling stock. (CON) 
Note: Right-of-way and construction components on Caltrans projects must 
be further separated into capital costs and Caltrans support costs. 

The project sponsoriCMA must display the project in these four components (six for 
Caltrans projects) in the final submittal. First Cycle Program funding amounts 
programmed for any component shall be rounded to .the nearest $1,000. 

E. Fiscal Years of Programming. The First Cycle Program covers a two-year period, 
FY 2003-04 and FY 2004-05. 

Readiness Standards · 

F. Project Phases Must Be Ready in the Year Proposed. Funds designated for 
each project component will only be available for obligation until the end of the fiscal 
year in which the funds are programmed in the TIP. Once obligated, the sponsor will 
have three additional years to expend funds. For construction, the sponsor will have 
one year to award a contract and three years to expend funds. It is therefore very 
important that projects be ready to proceed in the year programmed. 

G. The Project Must Be Fully Funded. Section 134 (h) of Title 23 of United States 
Code states that the regional program "shall include a project, or an identified phase 
of a project, only if full funding can reasonably be anticipated to be available for the 
project within the time period contemplated for completion of the project". All local 
projects included in the final STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program must be 
accompanied by an authorizing resolution stating the sponsor's commitment to 
complete the project as scoped with the funds requested. A model resolution 
including the information required is outlined in Sample Resolution • Attachment D of 
this guidance. 

Metropolitun Tnmsportation Commission 
Dmft Filst C.'ycle Progmm- Policies nnd Procedures 
February II, 2003 Page 12of l7 
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DRAFT 
The MTC will program a project component only if it finds that the component itself is 
fully funded, either from STP, CMAQ, and TEA funds or from other committed funds. 
The MTC will regard funds other than STP, CMAQ, and TEA as committed when the 
agency with discretionary authority over the funds has made its commitment to the 
project by ordinance or resolution. For federal discretionary funds, the commitment 
may be by federal approval of a full funding grant agreement or by grant approval. 

H. Field Review for Federally Funded Local Projects. By requesting funding for a 
federally-funded project in the TIP, the project sponsor agrees to contact Caltrans 
and schedule and complete a project field review within 6-months of the project 
being included or amended into in the TIP. For the First Cycle, Caltrans field 
reviews should be completed by March 1, 2004. This requirement only applies to 
projects receiving federal funds, subject to local federal-aid field review 
requirements. Projects, with funds transferred to FTA do not require a field review. 

Other Requirements 

I. Premature Commitment of Funds. The project sponsor may not be reimbursed for 
expenditures made prior to the authorization to proceed. Under no circumstances 
may funds be reimbursed for expenditures made prior to the funds being 
programmed in the TIP. 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Draft First Cycle Program - Policies and Procedures 
February 11, 2003 Page 13ofl7 
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- Attachment D -
STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Project Application: · 

Part 2a - Sample Resolution of Local Support 

Resolution No. __ _ 

Whereas, AB 1012 substantially revised the process for appropriating the amount 
of federal funds available for transportation projects in the state and for obligating the 
available funds to these projects; and 

Whereas, as part of that new process, the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission.(MTC) is responsible for programming projects eligible for STP, CMAQ, 
and TEA First Cycle Program funds, for inclusion in the Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program, and submission to the Caltrans, for inclusion in the Federal 

· State Transportation Improvement Program; and 

. Whereas,. MTC has requested eligible transportation project sponsors to submit 
applications nominating projects to be programmed for STP, CMAQ, and TEA First 
Cycle Program funds in the Regional Transportation Improvement Program; and 

Whereas, applications to MTC must be submitted consistent with procedures, 
conditions, and forms it provides transportation project sponsors; and 

Whereas, (agency name) is a sponsor of transportation projects eligible for STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program funds; and 

Whereas, the STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program project application; 
attached hereto and incorporated herein as though set forth at length, lists the project, 
purpose, schedule and budget for which (agency name) is requesting that MTC 
program STP, CMAQ, and TEA funds for inclusion in the Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program; and · 

Resolved, that (agency name) has reviewed the project and has adequate staffing 
resources to deliver and complete the project within the schedule set forth in the STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA project application, attached to this resolution; and be It further 

Resolved, that (agency name} is an eligible sponsor of projects in the STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program; and be it further 

Resolved, that (agency name) is authorized to submit an application for STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program funds for (project name); and be it further 

Resolved, that there is no legal impediment to (agency name) making 
applications for STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program funds; and be it further 
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Resolved, that there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in any way 

adversely affect the proposed project, or the ability of (agency name) to deliver such 
project; and be it further 

Resolved, that (agency name) authorizes its (Executive Director, General 
Manager, or his/her designee) to execute and file an application with MTC to program 
STP, CMAQ, and TEA Program funds into the Regional Transportation Improvement 
Program, for the projects, purposes and amounts included in the project application 
attached to this resolution; and be it further 

Resolved, that a copy of this resolution shall be transmitted to MTC in 
conjunction with the filing of the (agency name) application referenced herein. 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Draft First Cycle Program - Policies and Procedures 
February II, 2003 Page !5ofl7 
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- Attachment E -
STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Project Application: 

Part 2b - Sample Opinion of Legal Counsel 

Project sponsors have the option of including specified terms and conditions within the 
Resolution of local Support as included in Part 2a (Attachment D). If a project sponsor elects 
not to include the specified language within the Resolution of Local Support, then the sponsor 
shall provide MTC with a current Opinion of Counsel stating that the agency is an eligible 
sponsor of projects for the STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program; that the agency is 
authorized to perform the project for which funds are requested; that there is no legal 
impediment to the agency applying for the funds; and that there is no pending or anticipated 
litigation which might adversely affect the project or the ability of the agency to carry out the 
project. A sample format is provided below. 

(Date) 

To: Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
Fr. (Applicant) 
Re: Eligibility for STP, CMAQ, and TEA Rrst Cycle Program funds 

This communication will serve as the requisite opinion of counsel in connection with the 
application of (Applicant) for funding from the STP, CMAQ, and TEA 
First Cycle Program made available pursuant to the Reauthorization of TEA 21 legislation. 

1. (Applicant) is an eligible sponsor of projects for the STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program. 

2. (Applicant) is authorized to submit an application for 
STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program funding for (project)-------

3. I have reviewed the pertinent state laws and I am of the opinion that there is no legal 
impediment to (Applicant) making applications for STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program funds. Furthermore, as a result of my 
examinations, I find that there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in 
any way adversely affect the proposed projects, or the ability of (Applicant) ___ _ 
____ to carry out such projects. 

Sincerely, 

Legal Counsel 

Print name 
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- Attachment F -
Optional Language to add to the Resolution for Local Support 

Project sponsors have the option of consolidating the 'Opinion of Legal Counsel' within 
the Resolution of Local Support, by incorporating the following statements into the 
Resolution of Local Support: 

Resolved, that (agency name) is an eligible sponsor of projects in the STP, 
CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program; and be it further 

Resolved, that (agency name) is authorized to submit an application for 
STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program funds for (project name); and be it 
further 

Resolved, that there is no legal impediment to (agency name) making 
applications for STP, CMAQ, and TEA First Cycle Program funds; and be it further 

Resolved, that there is no pending or threatened litigation which might in any way 
adversely affect the proposed project, or the abH/Iy of (agency nama) to deliver such project; 
and be it further 

If the above language is not provided within the Resolution of Local Support, an Opinion 
of Legal Counsel is required as provided in Part 2b (Attachment E). 

Metropolitan Transportatio:n Commission 
DraJf First Cycle Program -Policies and Procedures 
February 7, 2003 Page 17of\7 

122 



ATTACHMENT D 

THE BAY AREAPARTNERSHIP 

TO: Partnership Board Date: February 10, 2002 

FR: Executive Director 

RE: 2004 RTP Public Outreach and Involvement 

At our last meeting, 1he Partnership Board agreed to form a steering committee (see 
attached roster) to facilitate collaboration among various agencies wi1h respect to public 
outreach and involvement on 1he upcoming 2004 Regional Transportation Plan update. 

At 1he time, MI'C sounded out 1he group on a proposal for a transportation roundtable 
representing a wide nmge of interests to advise partners and MI'C on key RTP decisions. 
The general sense was 1hat such an approach would not prove workable in a nine-county 
region as diverse as the Bay Area. Consequently, we have developed an alternative 
proposal, with the new three" phased strategy sketched out in the attached chart. Note 1hat 
the congestion management agencies would take 1he lead role during the middle phase of 
the process. 

We will discuss our proposal with 1he new Public Involvement Steering Committee 
immediately prior to the February 10 board meeting, at 9:15 a.m., and will provide a 
complete report later in the agenda of the full Partnership Board meeting. 

Attachments 

Steve Heminger 

J:\COMMlTI'E\Partnersbip\BOARD\Feb_03meeting\RTPPubliclnvolvement.doc 
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Partnership RTP Public Involvement Steering Committee 

Pam Belchamber, Vallejo Transit 

Lenka Culilc-Caro, Caltrans 

Dorothy Dugger, BART 

Michael Evanhoe, Santa Clara Vaiiey Transportation Authority 

Jim Gleich, AC Transit 

Steve Gregory, Port of Oakland 

Daryl Halls, Solano Transportation Authority 

Jean-Hart, Alameda County CMA 

Steve Moler, FHW A 

Jose Luis Moscovich, San Francisco Co. Transportation Authority 

Catherine Showalter, RIDES for Bay Area Commuters, Inc. 

Suzanue Wilford, Sonoma County Transportation Authority 

. Michael Zdon, Napa Co. Transportation Planning Agency 

Ll4 
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Proposed 2004 RTP. 
Public Involvement Strategy Transportation RTP Summit 
Phase I 

When: late June 03/early July 03 
Sponsored by. MTC with possibly a media co-sponsor 
Purpose: to kick off overall development of 2004 RTP; especially 
debate regarding amount of funds for regional needs compared to 
local needs in the RTP 

T .j, 
Joint workshops to continue discussion MTC holds additional meetings with 
on regional and local financial estimates various interest groups to further 
• MTC Connnissioners explore sunnnit issues; ask them to 

• Partnership Board f-- participate at joint workshops 

• Advisory Council/MTC advisory • CBOs (low income, minori1y) 
MTC conducts f-t. connnittees • Bikes Freight Others 
telephone poll When: Sept, Oct, Nov. 2003 
Sept. 2003 "- When: July, August, Sept. 2003 

~· 
~.-

December 2003: MTC adopts financial 
estimates and projected distribution in the RTP 

Phasell 7 ·~ 
Congestion Management Agencies seek MTC conducts public involvement 

comment on local issues and proposed projects for regional issues 

• 'Per guidelines provided by MTC; subject to available MTC continues dialogue as required 
funds, MTC may provide grants to CMAs to engage on regional issues 
non-profit agencies and Title VI communities 

• MTC to participate in meetings When: Jan. 2004 thru May 2004 

When: Jan.. 2004 thru May 2004; some counties may 
have started earlier 

~ ~ 
CMAs submit project lists to No outreach activity from June 

MTC in May 2004 • 2004 through August 2004, while 

/ 
MTC completes technical analysis 
on proposed investment packages; 

Phaselll considers and responds to all input 

Reconvene Partnership and stakeholders in 
Sept 2004 

Draft RTP released in Sept. 2004 

• Use this forum to tie together everything 
that bas happened since the Ttansportation MTC adopts RTP 
Sunnnit in mid-2003 

in .I an. 2005 
• Explain/take comment on the Draft RTP .. 
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Draft CMA Guidelines 
2004 Regional Transportation Plan 
Phase ll Public Involvement Strategy 

MTC is committed to having the congestion management agencies as full partners in development of the 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). That participation likewile requires the full commitment ofthe 
CMAs to a broad, inclusive public involvement process. Federal regulations call for active outreach 
strategies in any metropolitan planning process, but opportonities fur the public to get involved are 
especially important with the RTP. 

Below are guidelines for congestion management agencies to use in seeking comment on local issues and 
proposed projects that will be submitted to MTC for inclusion in the 2004 RTP. 

Time frame: Jan. 2004 through May 2004 

CONDUCT OPEN, INCLUSIVE AND ACCESSmLEMEETINGS 
1. Hold an appropriate number of public meetings to adequately cover the major population ceoters and 

sub-areas in your county. These meetings should be structored to ensure the inclusion of the views 
and concerns oflow-income and minority communities covered under Title VI of the Civil Rights 
Act. 

2. Involve board members in the public meetings. Make every effort to encourage board member 
attendance and participation in tbe public meetings. · 

3. All meetings should be at a location that will encourage attendance by a wide range of interested 
citizens; the locations should be acces&lble by public transit. Some of tbe public meetings should be 
during non-business hours. 

4. CMAs should consider getting on tbe agenda of regularly schedoled meetings of community based 
organizations, or partoering with community based organizations to co-sponsor a meeting in targeted 
communities. If you are consulting a group whose primary language is not English, provide for 
translation services as appropriate. 

5. Provide for the public the key decision milestones in the process, so that interested residents can 
follow the process and know in advance when final action will be taken by the CMA hoard. 

6. In addition to the pUblic meetings above, provide and publicize opportunities for affected 
stakeholders to comment about county projects at regularly scheduled meetings of tbe CMA policy 
board. 

7. Make a concerted effort to publicize your meetings to a wide range of interest organizations and 
residents, including groups representing low -income and minority communities. At a minimum, 
publicize the meetings using news releases widely distributed to large and small media outlets. 
Consider buying display ads in certain newspapers. Consider having community groups mstribute 
flyers. Consider using the Internet to announce the meetings. 

PROVIDE ALTERNATIVE WAYS TO COMMENT 
8. Provide alternative ways for the public to offer comment, outside of attenmng public meetings. 

Consider utilizing one or more of these options: 
a. Post on your Web site the information presented at the public meetings, and solicit feedback via 

the Web from those who are unable to attend meetings. 
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b. Encourage local newspapers or other media outlets to devote news and editorial coverage of your 
meetings and process. Consider working in partnership with a newspaper to include a reader 
survey that can be mailed back to you. 

EDUCATE THE PUBLIC USING PlAIN LANGUAGE 
9. Provide clearly written materials for people not versed in transportation jargon. This material should 

include a discussion of what is in play in your county with respect to RTP project submittals, 
including any competing alternatives. MTC can provide materials that set the context for the RTP. 

DOCUMENT PROCESS AND TRACK COMMENTS 
10. Document how your agency consulted a range of stakeholders and interest groups, including 

individuals in low-income and minority communities, and then smnmarize the comments received. 
Also show how your agency used the comments to influence decisions; or, conversely, why your 
board members opted for a different outcome. Include this information with your candidate project 
submittals to MfC. This documentation will be reviewed by the MTC Conilnission when it considers 
couo1y reconunendations for inclusion in the RTP. 

J:\PROJECf\2004 RTP\Public Jnvolvement\DmftCMA guidclines.doc · 
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DRAFT 2004 RTP DEVELOPMENT SCHEDULI! 
2001 2004 2008 
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Release Draft EIR for Public Review 1!104 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

Background: 

February 25, 2003 
STABoard 
Mike Duncan, Director of Projects 
North Connector Project Environmental 
Scoping Meeting - March 6, 2003 

Agenda Item VIII C 
March 12, 2003 

The tier 2 analysis for the I-80/I-680/SR12 Interchange identified the North Connector as a 
common element to all potential alternatives that would relieve the congestion in this area. 
Because the North Connector is needed regardless of other improvements to the Interchange, 
it was determined to have independent utility and was identified as a separate project from 
the Interchange. The Environmental Phases for both the Interchange project and the North 
Connector project are currently underway. 

The North Connector project is to construct an approximately 4 mile two to four-lane arterial 
connection (the North Connector) in the City of Fairfield and Solano County, north of 
Interstate 80 (1-80) between State Route 12 (SR 12) West and Abernathy Road. The roadway 
will connect to the west and east ends of Business Center Drive in Fairfield. The local 
roadway is considered necessary to provide an alternative to I -80 for local traffic. 

Discussion: 
As an initial component of the environmental process for any project, an Environmental 
Scoping Meeting is conducted to allow the public to provide input regarding the range of 
issues and alternatives to be studied in the environmental document. The Environmental 
Scoping Meeting is a requirement of both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 

As a means to provide as much information as possible to the public, a Transportation Open 
House will be held in conjunction with the Environmental Scoping Meeting to provide the 
public current information on all of the ongoing projects in, or adjacent to, the I-80-680/12 
Interchange. These projects include the I-80/680/12 Interchange project, North Connector 
project, SR12 Jameson Canyon project, I-80/680 Widening (Auxiliary Lane) project, SR12 
West Truck Climbing Lane project, I-80/I-680/I-780 Transit Study, and the Solano Bikeway 
Extension Feasibility Study. Additionally, information on the Carquinez Bridge and Benicia
Martinez Bridge projects will also be available. The goal of the Open House is to provide the 
public as much information as possible in one location. The public will have the chance to 
ask questions of personnel from Caltrans, the ST A, local agencies and project consultants. 

Over 2000 invitations have been sent to residents and businesses in the area, property 
owners, homeowner's associations and public officials. 
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The Transportation Open Honse and North Connector Environmental Scoping Meeting 
will be held on Thursday, March 6, 2003, from 5:30 to 8:30p.m. at Nelda Mundy 
Elementary School, 570 Vintage Valley Drive in Fairfield. The Open House is scheduled 
from 5:30-7:00 and the Environmental Scoping Meeting will start at 7:00. A report on both 
meetings, including a summary of comments received from the public, will be presented at 
the April STA Board of Directors Meeting. 

Fiscal Impact: 
There is no impact to the STA General Fund. The Environmental Phase for the North 
Connector project is funded through a $3,000,000 Traffic Congestion Relief Program 
(TCRP) grant from the State. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachment 
A. Meeting Materials 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Welcome to the Informational Open House on Solano County Transportation Projects and North 
Connector Project Environmental Seeping Meeting. The purpose of this meeting is to update the 
community on critical transportation projects in the vicinity of the I-80/I-680/SR12 Interchange area 
and to formally take comments on issues and alternatives for consideration in the North Connector 
Project environmental evaluation. 

During the Open House segment, please visit the informational stations to learn more about the status 
of various transportation projects and explanations for how they all fit together. Staff is available to 
discuss the projects and answer questions. Comment cards are also available if you would like to 
provide written in put. The North Connector Project Environmental Seeping Meeting followed by a 
comment session will start at 7:00PM. DRAFT 

--------AGENDA--------

OPEN House oN SoLANo CouNTY TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS 

5:30PM Open House All 
• Program on Reverse Side 

NoRTH CoNNECTOR PROJECT ENVIRONMENTAL ScoPING MEETING 

7:00PM 

7:10PM 

7:15PM 

7:35PM 

8:20PM 

8:30PM 

Opening Remarks Karin MacMillan, Mayor of Fairfield & STA Board Vice Chair 
John Silva, Solano County Board of Supervisors & 

STA Board Member 

Introductions/Meeting Objectives Ben Strumwasser, Public Affairs Management 

North Connector Project Presentation 
· • Project Description Michael Duncan, Solano Transportation Authority 

• Environmental Evaluations Scott Steinwert, Public Affairs Management 

Comment Session All 

Next Steps Ben Strumwasser 

Adjourn 

Thank you for taking the time to attend tonight's 
Informational Open House on Solano County Transportation Projects 

& North Connector Project Environmental Scoping Meeting. 

Questions or Comments? 
Contact Michael Duncan, STA Director of Projects, at (707) 424-6075 C' · R 

For project information visit f:fi'·solanolinks.com · •..... ·. b.nneCtO , 



Informational Open House on 
Solano County Transportation Projects 
The following stations include informational exhibits and a chance for you to 
speak with project staff, ask questions and make comments: 

. . . • Please sign-in and collect meeting handouts at this station and then take a 
moment to visit the various project information stations. At each station you will 
have an opportunity to review and discuss project status. 

Station 2 shows the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Study Area, the key goals and upcoming 
projects resulting from the study. 

Station 3 includes a description of the 1·80/1·680/SR 12 Interchange Project. 
Exhibits highlight the schedule, alternatives indentified during the initial Corridor 
Study, environmental considerations and an aerial map illustrating the project's 
boundaries. Also included here is information on the Truck Scale Relocation 
Study that is being conducted as part of this project. 

Station 4a details the Jameson Canyon and SR 12 West Truck Climbing Lane 
projects. Project description, boundaries and status are described and available 
for review. 

Station 4b provides project descriptions and timelines for the 1·80 Widening 
- · · · (Auxiliary Lane) Project and Benicia-Martinez Bridge Project. 

Station 5 focuses on the North Connector Project. This station includes a 
• • • • description of the project, purpose and need, environmental process/schedule 

and considerations, costs and funding as well as an aerial map of the projecfs 
study boundaries. 

Station 6 features the 1·80/1·680/1·780 Corridor & Transit Study. Both studies are 
· • • • just being initiated. Learn more about what will be considered over the next year. 

Station 7 describes a number of projects including the Solano Bikeway 
Extension Feasibility Study. This project is being coordinated with the 
proposed North Connector and other area projects. Also included here are 
exhibits on the Benicia lntermodal Transportation Station and the three Rail 
Studies being conducted in the area. 

Thank you for your interest and participation in these important transporlation projects. 
Review the "How to Stay f:r~lved" board to leam more about continued involvement .. 



GENERAL COMMENT SHEET 
Informational Open House on 
Solano County Transportation Projects 

Comment sheets may be deposited in the comment box or mailed to: 

Solano Transportation Authority 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, CA 94585 

Name: ________________ Date: _________ _ 

Affiliation (if applicable): 

Address: _________________________ _ 

Please" provide your comments or questions on any of the transportation projects presented tonight in the space provided below. 

Thank you for your comments . 
. ·. ;; 



COMMENT SHEET 
North Connector Project 
Environmental Scoping Meeting 

Name: ____________________________ _ Affiliation (if applicable): __________ _ 

Address: ____________________________________________________________ __ 

Please use this sheet to provide comments on the North Connector Project. Plase submit comments by 
March 31, 2003. Comment sheets may be deposited in the comment box tonight or mailed to: Solano 
Transportation Authority, One Harbor Center, Suite i 30 Suisun City, CA 94585. 

Thank you for your comments. 
B4 
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We want to hear from you. 

Please join us Thursday evening, 
March 6, 2003, at the Nelda Mundy 
Elementary School in Fairfield 
to discuss plans to: 

• Reduce congestion 
• Improve local circulation 
• Accommodate future traffic needs 

Details inside. 

ConnectoR 
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Unable to Attend? 
Public comments may be mailed to: 

Solano Transportation Authority 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, CA 94585 

Questions? 
For more information please visit 
the following Web sites: 

Solano Transportation Authority 
www.solanolinks.com 

City of Fairfield 
www.ci.fairfield.ca.us 

Or contact Michael Duncan, 
Director of Projects 
Solano Transportation Authority 
at 707.424.6075 or 
mduncan@sta-snci.com 

JL 



Soeano 'lzanspottation Authoilhj 

The Solano 
Transportation 

Authority 
& 

California 
Department of 
Transportation 

invite you to attend one or both of the following events on 

Thursday, March 6, 2003 
5:30 to 8:30 PM 

Nelda Mundy Elementary School 
570 Vintage Valley Drive, Fairfield 

(off Mangels Boulevard) 

Come learn more about transportation projects 
planned in your community. The Open House is an 
informal opportunity for you to talk directly with 
staff about the following transportation projects: 

• 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange Project 
• North Connector Project 
• SR 12 Jameson Canyon Project 
• 1-80/1-680 Widening (Auxiliary Lane) Project 
• SR 12 West Truck Climbing Lane 
• 1-80/1-680/1-780 Transit Study 
• Solano Bikeway Extension Feasibility Study 

[! Drop by anytime during the Open House to visit 
informational stations that will include descriptions, 
maps and other details about the projec~. 

Attendees are encouraged to stay for the North 
Connector Scoping Meeting, starting at 7 PM. 

The 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange Project will design and 
environmentally clear improvements to the interchange area. 
Enhancements are planned to improve local circulation, reduce 
congestion and increase future corridor capacity by upgrading 
the freeways, interchanges and the local roadway network 
within this vicinity. The formal environmental seeping meeting 
for this project will occur later this year. 

The other transportation projects presented during the open 
house will coordinate with and augment the 1-80/1-680/SR 12 
Interchange Project. 

,-: 
:.1 

SCOPING MEETING 7:00- 8:30PM 

The North Connector Environmental Scoping 
Meeting will follow the Informational Open House. 
A brief presentation at 7:00 PM on the project will 

:: be followed by a public comment session. 

This meeting is part of the formal scoping process 
for the North Connector Project and is a require
ment under the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) and National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). 

The purpose of the scoping meeting is to provide a 
description of the North Connector Project and to 
allow the public to provide input regarding the 
range of issues and alternatives to be studied in the 
environmental document. 

Scoping comments must be submitted by March 31, 
2003, to be included in the environmental record. 

The North Connector Project will design and environmentally 
clear improvements to local circulation in the project area by creating 
a four mile, two- to four- lane, east/west arterial connection in the 
City of Fairfield and Solano County between Abernathy Road and 
the SR 12 West/Red Top Road intersection. 

The project will: 
• Construct a new roadway between Abernathy Road and Suisun 

Valley Road, which will connect to Business Center Drive, and; 
• Extend Business Center Drive to the west as a two-lane road

way to connect with SR 12 West at the existing Red Top Road. 

individuals who require a disability-related 13 e:ation or accommodation should contact Kim Cassidy 
at 707.424.6075 during regular business hours, at least 24 hours prior to the time of the meeting. 



DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

Background: 

March 4, 2003 
STABoard 

s1ra 

Mike Duncan, Director of Projects 
Highway Projects Status Report 
1) I-80/I-680/SR 12 Interchange 
2) North Connector 
3) I-80/I-680/I-780 MIS/Corridor Study, Segments 2-7 
4) I-80/I-680/I-780 Transit Corridor Study 
5) Caltrans Auxiliary Lanes Project 
6) Highway 37 
7) Highway 12 (Jameson Canyon and 12/29 Interchange) 
8) Highway 12 (East) 
9) I-80 Widening (Dixon to Vacaville) 

Agenda Item VIII.D 
March 12, 2003 

Governor Gray Davis has recommended a number of budget cuts that have a direct impact on 
transportation and potentially on transportation projects within Solano County. In December, 
the governor recommended that transfers from the General Fund to the Transportation 
Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) be suspended for the remainder of FY 2002-03 and for 
all of FY 2003-04. The TCRP funds the I-80/I-680/SR 12 environmental studies, the 
purchase of a ferry, and local streets and roads improvements. Because of the governor's 
proposal and the unknown impact the State budget deficit may have on the State Highway 
Account (SHA), the California Transportation Commission (CTC) placed a moratorium on 
allocations of new funds to any project until April 2003. The CTC is gathering information 
from all regions of the State in an effort to develop a strategy for allocating funds to projects. 

Discussion: 
Highway projects in Solano County are funded from a variety of Federal, State and local 
fund sources. The current State budget deficit potentially jeopardizes projects receiving State 
funding. The status of funds for the following projects could change depending on actions by 
the Legislature and governor and policies developed by the CTC for allocation funds from 
the State Highway Account. 

1) I-80/I-680/SR 12 Interchange PAlED. The environmental phase of this project is totally 
funded by a TCRP grant ($8.1M) and funds have been allocated by the CTC. A joint venture 
ofMTCo/Nolte was selected for the I-80/680/12 Interchange P A/ED. The kick -off meeting 
for project was held on October 17, 2002 and work is underway. The study to evaluate the 
truck scales relocation is also included in this project and is underway. The truck scales 
relocation study is scheduled for completion in Spring 2003. The P A/ED phase of this 
project will not be complete until late 2006. 
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2) North Connector PAlED. The environmental phase of this project is also totally funded by 
a TCRP grant ($2. 7M) and funds have been allocated by the CTC. Korve Engineering was 
selected for the P A/ED phase for the North Connector. The kick-off meeting for the project 
was held in conjunction with the Interchange project on October 17, 2002 and work is 
underway. The Environmental Scoping Meeting is scheduled for March 6, 2003. The 
PAlED phase of this project is scheduled for completion in December 2004. 

3} 1-801-6801/-780 MIS!Corridor Study, Segments 2-7. This project is funded with a State 
Planning and Research (SP&R) grant for $300,000, STIP Planning, Programming and 
Monitoring (STIP-PPM) funds for $60,700, and Federal Surface Transportation Program 
(STP) funds for $380,000. The STIP-PPM funds, STP funds and SP&R funds are all 
available to initiate the study. Korve Engineering,' Inc. was selected to complete this last 
phase of the I-80/680/780 Corridor Study. The operational analysis part of this study will 
facilitate integrating all segments of the corridor into a final summary document that 
recommends project phasing for the whole corridor, emphasizing lane balance throughout the 
corridor, not just in individual segments. The summary document will also incorporate the 
findings/recommendations from the Transit Corridor Study (see below) and the Truck Scales 
Relocation Study into recommendations for the corridor. The study is scheduled to start in 
February 2003. 

4) 1-80/1-680/1-780 Transit Corridor Study. This project is funded with a State Planning 
Congestion Relief Program (PCRP) grant for $275,000. Wilbur Smith Associates was 
selected to complete the I-80/680/780 Transit Corridor Study, a complementary study to the 
highway corridor study. The Transit Corridor Study will evaluate transit needs for the entire 
interstate corridor and develop detailed, multi-modal implementation strategies and cost 
estimates along the entire corridor. The study started in February 2003 and will be closely 
coordinated with the I-80/680/780 Corridor Study. 

5) Caltrans Auxiliary Lanes Project. Caltrans is the project manager for this project. It is 
funded through the Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) for $19M. 
Design for this project was completed in November 2003 with a proposed construction start 
in Spring 2003; however, this project was not included in the Interim TIP and could not 
proceed. Approval of the 2003 TIP allows this project to proceed to construction in Summer 
2003 if funds are allocated by the CTC. This project adds one lane in each direction between 
I-680 and SR 12 East and also provides a two-lane ramp between I-80 and I-680 in both 
directions. 

6) Highway 3 7. Phase 2 is under construction and proceeding on schedule. Phase 3 will 
complete the four-lane freeway from the end of Phase 2 and construct an interchange at the 
SR37/29 intersection. The project is fully funded with $62M in ITIP and STIP funds that 
have been allocated by the CTC. The contract for the work was awarded in December 2002 
and construction is scheduled to start in February 2003. A $5.4M claim has been filed for 
additional work and differing site conditions on the sewer work previously completed. 
Resolution of this claim is in arbitration. (Please see attached report from Collison 
Engineering for more information). 

7) Highway 12 (Jameson Canyon and 12129 Interchange). Caltrans is currently in the 
PAlED phase for the project. The environmental and design phases of this project are funded 
in the TCRP and $4.1M of the $7.0M in TCRP funds have been allocated by the CTC; 
however, this project has been identified by Caltrans for potential deprogramming of funds. 
The environmental phase of this project is being coordinated with efforts for the I-80/680/12 
Interchange and the North Connector projects to ensure consistency of the three 
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environmental documents. (Please see attached report from Collison Engineering for more 
information). 

8) Highway 12 (East). Three State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) 
projects are currently underway between Suisun City and Rio Vista. Two of the projects 
provide profile improvements and shoulder widening to correct safety deficiencies. These 
projects are in the preliminary design phase. The third project to replace the Round Hill 
Creek Bridge is complete except for minor items. (Please see attached report from Collison 
Engineering for more information). 

9) 1-80 Widening (Dixon to Vacaville). The project is in the PAlED phase with Caltrans. 
The environmental and design phases of this project are funded with $9M in ITIP funds; 
however, this project has been identified by Caltrans for potential deprogramming of funds. 
A Value Analysis report was distributed in October for review by Dixon, Vacaville, Solano 
County and the STA. Comments provided by all of these agencies are in review by Caltrans. 
A final Value Analysis meeting is scheduled for March 17th to determine if any of the 
proposed alternatives are acceptable. (Please see attached report from Collison Engineering 
for more information). 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachment A: Project Status Reports - Collison Engineering 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Project Status Reports 02/12/03 

PROJECT STATUS REPORTS -
OCT, NOV, DEC 2002 & JAN 2003 

(Please note that bold type indicates new or edited items) 

HIGHWAY37 

Background: 

Recent Activity: 

Next Steps: 

Issues: 

Collison Engineering 

• The Hwy 37 Project is divided into two phases: 
a) Phase 2 includes "4-laning" from Napa River bridge to the 

Hwy 29 intersection. 
b) Phase 3 includes the Hwy 3 7 I Hwy 29 Interchange 

• Phase 2 is currently under construction. Construction 
started in March 2002 and completion is anticipated in 
January 2005. 

• The contract for Phase 3 was awarded to OC Jones (who 
also have Phase 2). Construction is scheduled to start in 
February 2003, and completion is scheduled for December 
2005. 

• Preparatory work for this project included a sewer relocation 
project by Vallejo Sanitation & Flood Control District 
(VSFCD). 

• Phase 2 construction is generally going satisfactorily. 
Some of the surcharged areas have tension cracks, and will 
be completed after June 2003 with lightweight fill. 

• Phase 3 construction will be performed by the same 
contractor as Phase 2. 

• VSFCD and contractor Rados Construction have settled 
the contractor's claim by mediation. Caltrans has agreed 
to reimburse VSFCD a total of $3M for this claim. 

• Continue construction of Phase 2. 
• Start construction of Phase 3. 

• Caltrans has agreed to pay $3M to VSFCD for their share 
of Rados Construction's claim. 

Page I of9 
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Action Items: 

Comments: 

Collison Engineering 

Project Status Reports 02/12/03 

• Monitor the construction of the phase 2 project. 
• Monitor the construction of the phase 3 project. 

• Caltrans initially offered to pay $2.4M to VSFCD for their 
share of Rados Construction's claim, but has now agreed to 
pay $3M. 

• It is uncertain at this time if Caltrans will approach STA 
for the above $3M. Caltrans staff unofficially advised STA 
to "keep a low profile" on this issue. 

• If Caltrans does ask for more money, STA can argue that it 
should be paid out of contingency funds. 

Page 2 of9 
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Project Status Reports 02/12/03 

HWY 12 (JAMIESON CANYON) & 12/29 INTERCHANGE 

Background: 

Recent: 

Collison Engineering 

• Caltrans is preparing P A&ED (Project Report and 
Environmental Document) to "4-lane" Highway 12 through 
Jamieson Canyon from the intersection with Red Top Road 
(adjacent to I-80) to the intersection with SR 29. The Project 
includes the 12/29 and Red Top Road interchanges. 

• Caltrans original schedule anticipated environmental clearance 
in 2005, and construction in 2009. STA and NCTPA are 
working with Caltrans to accelerate this schedule. 

• Funding for construction has not been identified. 

• Caltrans has prepared three alternatives for Hwy 12, all closely 
based upon the existing alignment. Median widths for the 
alternatives are 23m (75'), 13.8m (45'), and 6.6m (22'). STA 
& NCTPA will continue to encourage Caltrans to consider 
lesser median widths thereby reducing costs and impacts. 

• Caltrans is currently working on frontage road designs and 
accesses for property owners. 

• Caltrans has received replies from 115 of the 118 property 
owners. I 03 property owners have granted rights of entry to 
Caltrans, and 12 have denied them. 

• Caltrans has decided to continue preparing the project without 
the 15 outstanding properties, and to accept some degree of 
attendant risk. One of the risks is the possibility that FHW A 
would not sign off on an Environmental Document without 
studies on the 15 parcels. Caltrans can justify proceeding with 
the project because of the similarity between the outstanding 
parcels and the adjacent studied parcels on each side. 

• Caltrans is also looking at concurrently pursuing legal 
proceedings to acquire the outstanding rights of entry. 
However, even if successful, the legal process could result in 
delays to the project. 

• Caltrans staff assured the joint CMA meeting in February 
2003 that they are pushing to continue with this project. 
Caltrans HQ was considering this project as one of the 
candidates for cancellation due to the budget crisis. 

• Caltrans is preparing four alternatives for the 12/29 
Interchange including a partial cloverleaf, a flyover, a tight 
diamond, and a singlepoint interchange. The draft 
alignments are complete, and the profiles are being 
prepared. 

Page 3 of9 
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Next Steps: 

Issues: 

Collison Engineering 

Project Statns Reports 02/12/03 

• Caltrans has hired URS to help complete the environmental 
studies by Sept/Oct 2003. 

• FHW A said it was not necessary to re-issue the NOI to 
include the 12/29 and Red Top Road Interchanges. 

• FHW A said the no-build alternative should assume 
construction of adjacent projects only if the funding is in 
theRTP. 

• No fairy shrimp surveys are required. 

• Caltrans has delayed the VA study until March 2003 so 
they can complete the preliminary plans for the Red Top 
Interchange. 

• Need to start legal proceedings against the 15 
uncooperative property owners, but Caltrans has not yet 
allocated any legal staff because of other priorities. 

• Need to set up meeting with resource agencies and get 
concurrence on the approach of proceeding with studies 
without access to 15.parcels. 

• The critical path for this project is obtaining concurrence 
from the resource agencies that the environmental studies 
are adequate (with rights of entry and studies on 103 
parcels out of a total of 118). This issue will be discussed at 
the NEPA/404 meeting with the resource agencies. Caltrans 
will not schedule this meeting until the "need and purpose" 
has been reviewed and approved. Caltrans thinks the 
current "need and purpose" is weak and is waiting for new 
traffic data scheduled for February 2003. It is anticipated 
that the NEPA/404 meeting will be held mid to late March 
2003. 

• Coordination with I-80 I I-680 project and north connector 
project. Consistency for the three Environmental Documents is 
critical. 

• To complete the draft environmental document by the end 
of 2003, the technical reports will be required by May 2003. 
The various Caltrans functional units are aware of these 
dates, but are not confident of meeting this accelerated 
schedule. 

• Napa County's interim project to improve the Hwy 12/29 
intersection is proceeding in expectation of securing funding 
from Caltrans. Construction scheduled for 2004. Caltrans 
committed (January 2002) to provide construction funding 
either through a mid term SHOPP cycle or using G 13 funds. 

Page 4 of9 
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Action Items: 

Comments: 

Collison Engineering 

Project Statns Reports 02/12/03 

• Monitor contacts with FHWA to confirm their "buy in" on 
project scope, rights of entry, and "purpose & need". 

• Continue to work with Caltrans to identify potential cost and 
schedule reductions. 

• Continue to coordinate with the adjacent North Connector & 
IS0/680 Interchange projects. 

• Continue to encourage Caltrans to prepare draft environmental 
studies by fall 2003. 

• Monitor progress of technical reports (needed by May 2003). 
• Reconfirm Caltrans commitment (January 2002) to provide 

2004 construction funding for the interim 12/29 intersection. 

• Even if the budget situation results in delays to later phases 
of this project, it is very important to continue the project 
to completion of PAlED (at least). If the project is 
postponed or abandoned now, then all the work so far 
would be wasted (approximately $2M). 

• Caltrans is still not satisfied with the "need and purpose" 
for this project and is waiting for updated traffic data. 
They do not want to schedule the NEPA/404 meeting with 
the resource agencies until they have a strong "need and 
purpose". 

• The meeting with the resource agencies is important to 
verify that they concur with the decision to continue with 
the environmental studies without access to all the parcels. 

• The expedited environmental schedule is less critical since 
funding for the later phases is less likely to be available in 
the near term. 
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Project Statos Reports 02/12/03 

• HIGHWAY 12 (EAST) PROJECTS 

This work has been divided into 3 separate projects: 

1) EA OT0900- Road Rehabilitation from Scandia to Denverton Overhead (6.8 miles). 
2) EA OT1010- Road Rehabilitation from Denverton Overhead to Currie Road (5.9 

miles). 
3) EA OTl 021 -Replacement of Round Hill Creek Bridge. 

Background: 

Recent Activity: 

Next Steps: 

Collison Engineering 

• EA OT0900 - Scandia to Denverton- the project consists of 
road rehabilitation, profile improvement, shoulder widening, 
drainage modifications. 

• EA OTl 010 - Denverton to Currie - the project consists of 
overlay, profile improvement, turn lane, intersection widening, 
drainage modifications. 

• EA OTl 021 - Replacement of Round Hill Creek Bridge - this 
was originally part of the Denverton to Currie section but 
required an expedited schedule. 

• Caltrans reports that the Fairy Shrimp surveys are in 
progress but not yet complete. 

• Based ou the initial findings Caltrans wants to modify the 
alignments to avoid fairy shrimp mitigation measures. 

• EA OT0900 - Scandia to Denverton - preliminary design is 
underway; NegDec/FONSI under preparation. Schedule for 
completion of PAlED is still October 2004, with completion 
of construction scheduled for June 2008. 

• EA OT1010- Denverton to Currie- preliminary design is 
underway; NegDec/FONSI under preparation. Schedule for 
completion of PAlED is still October 2004, with completion 
of construction scheduled for June 2008. 

• EA OT1021- Replacement of Round Hill Creek Bridge. 
The construction is essentially complete, with about two 
weeks of punch list items outstanding. Completion is 
dependent upon getting two weeks of fine weather. The 
project is significantly ahead of the scheduled completion 
date of Sept 2003: 

• EA OT0900 - Scandia to Denverton - prepare preliminary 
design and NegDec/FONSI. Modify alignment to reduce 
mitigation requirements. 

Page 6 of9 
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Issues: 

Action Items: 

Comments: 

Collison Engineering 

Project Statns Reports 02/12/03 

• EA OTl 010 - Denverton to Currie - prepare preliminary 
design and NegDec/FONSI. Modify alignment to reduce 
mitigation requirements. 

• EA OTl 021 - Replacement of Round Hill Creek Bridge -
complete punch list items. 

• EA OT0900 - Scandia to Deuverton - mitigation is 
required for fairy shrimp and therefore the alignments are 
being modified to reduce mitigation. Schedule is 
unchanged- PA & ED complete in 2004, construction 2006 
to 2008. 

• EA OT1010- Denverton to Currie- mitigation is required 
for fairy shrimp and therefore the alignments are being 
modified to redu~e mitigation. Schedule is unchanged - P A 
& ED complete in 2004, construction 2006 to 2008. 

• EA OT1021- None. 

• Continue to monitor project progress and identifY any critical 
tssues. 

• EA OT0900 - Scandia to Denverton - total anticipated cost is 
$11.5M. Amount of allocated funding is $8.5M. Apparent 
shortfall of $3M. The fairy shrimp survey has become the 
critical path for this project. 

• EA OT1010- Denverton to Currie- total anticipated cost is 
$25M. Amount of allocated funding is $25M. The fairy shrimp 
survey has become the critical path for this project. 

• EA OTl 021 -Replacement of Round Hill Creek Bridge- total 
anticipated cost is $1. 7M. Amount of allocated funding is 
$1. 7M. Construction essentially complete, only punch list 
items remain. 

• The current California budget crisis has resulted in future 
funding for all projects to be limited. This project, like most 
others, is being scrutinized to determine if the funding will 
be cancelled. 

Page 7 of9 
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Project Status Reports 02/12/03 

I-80 DIXON WIDENING 

Background: 

Recent Activity: 

Next Steps: 

Issues: 

Action Items: 

Collison Engineering 

• Project scope includes widening 1-80 from 6 lanes to 8 lanes 
from Vacaville to Dixon (i.e. closure of gap in 8-lane freeway). 
The widening will be from Meridian Road in Vacaville to 
Pedrick Road in Dixon 

• The work will include widening the freeway to the outside, and 
probably upgrading the median & the barriers. 

• There are two other projects scheduled at this location: 
a) Median Barrier Project- to remove existing cable barrier 

and replace with temporary K-rail. 
b) Solano Rehab. Project (a.k.a. Long Life Pavement)- to 

replace the outside (i.e. truck) lane with heavy-duty long
life pavement. 

• Caltrans is preparing the Environmental Document and the 
Project Report (P A/ED). Three alternatives are being studied: 
a) Widen freeway to outside, improve median to full 

standards. 
b) Widen freeway to outside, construct 1 0' wide inside 

shoulders, leave K-rail in median. 
c) Widen freeway to outside, leave median untouched. 

• Caltrans held a Value Analysis (VA) meeting on August 20, 
2002 in Vacaville. 

• Caltrans is planning to hold a final VA meeting in 
February 2003. 

• Caltrans is evaluating this project in the light of the 
budget crisis. 

• Project funding for construction ($51M) has not been 
allocated. 

• The completion of PAlED has been delayed to January 
2005. 

• Caltrans design team understands the need to preserve the 
oleanders in the areas required by the local cities. 

• Need a consensus on how to deal with the oleanders in the 
medians. The decision will be based upon the VA study, and 
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Comments: 

Collison Engineering 

Project Statns Reports 02/12/03 

may result in different oleander treatments within the cities of 
Vacaville and Dixon. 

• Need to monitor the Long Life Pavement project and 
persuade Caltrans to combine it with this project, insofar 
as the schedules and priorities are compatible. 

• Caltrans is evaluating all their projects in the light ofthe 
budget crisis. This project is under scrutiny and a possible 
candidate for cancellation. 

• The project is currently moving forward although the 
schedule has been delayed approximately 18 months 
because of Caltrans staffing problems. 

• The PA&ED is now scheduled to be complete in January 
2005. 

• Construction funding has not been allocated. 
• There is a $12M.SHOPP-funded safety project to replace the 

existing cable barrier with temporary K-rail (on both sides of 
the oleander). PAlED due December 2003, PS&E due 
December 2004. 

• It is possible (and desirable) that the design phases of the 1-80 
Widening Project and the Long Life Pavement Project could be 
merged into a single project. Combining the projects would 
result in significant cost savings and considerably less 
disruption to traffic. 
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DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

March 4, 2003 
STABoard 
Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner 
Funding Opportunities Summary 

Agenda Item VII/.E 
March 12, 2003 

The following funding opportunities will be available to STA members during the next few 
months. Also attached are summary fact sheets for each program. 

Fund Source Am~lication Available Auulications Due 
From 

2003-2004 Solano Robert Guerrero, ST A March 12, 2003* 
Transportation Fund for Clean (707) 424-6014 
Air (TFCA) Program 
Active Living Policy and Robert Wood Johnson May 16,2003 
Environmental Studies Foundation at 
(ALPES) Grant Program www.rwif.org 
Safe Routes to Schools Hin Kung, Caltrans May 30,2003 
Program ( 41

h Cycle) District 4, (510) 286-5234 
2003-04 Regional Karen Chi, BAAQMD, June 2003 
Transportation Fund for Clean (415) 749-5121 (Actual Due Date To Be 
Air Program Determined by BAAQMD) 

*Please note revised due date 
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY: 

2003-2004 Solano Transportation Fund 
for Clean Air Program 

( 40% Program Manager Funds) 

Applications Due: March 12, 2003 

TO: STABoard 

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner 

This summary of the Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air is intended to assist 
jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer 
questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project 
applications. 

Eligible Project Sponsors: 

Program Description: 

Funding Available: 

Eligible Equipment: 

Further Details: 

STA Contact Person: 

Cities ofBenicia, Fairfield, Suisun, and Vallejo, the 
County of Solano, school districts and colleges located 
in the Solano County portion of the Bay Area Air Basin. 

This program provides grants to local agencies for clean 
air projects. 

Approximately $350,000 is available for FY 2003-04. 

Shuttle/feeder buses, arterial management, bicycle 
facilities, clean air vehicles and infrastructure, 
ridesharing, clean air vehicles, and "Smart Growth" 
projects. 

Contact the Solano Transportation Authority for 
application material, program guidelines, and any other 
additional information about the Solano Transportation 
Fund for Clean Air. 

Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner, 707.424.6014 
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY: 

Active Living Policy and Environmental Studies Grant Program (ALPES) 

Final applications due May 16, 2003 

TO: STABoard 

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner 

This summary of the Active Living Policy and Environmental Studies Grant Program is 
intended to assist jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. ST A staff is 
available to answer questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on 
potential project applications. 

Eligible Project Sponsors: 

Program Description: 

Funding Available: 

Eligible Projects: 

Further Details: 

ST A Contact Person: 

Local, state or regional agencies. Health Care coalitions, 
local advocacy groups, parks and recreation agencies, 
churches and community centers, as well as other nonprofit 
or government agencies can apply in partnership with 
appropriate local, state or regional government agency. 

The ALPES research program is designed to identify and 
evaluate environmental factors and policies with a potential 
to substantially increase levels of physical activity in 
communities among Americans of all ages, incomes and 
ethnic backgrounds. 

$3.5 million is available for research grants. The maximum 
grant amount per project will be $600,000 over three years. 

Projects that examine community design variables that have 
been proposed to contribute to physical activities such as 
accessibility to destinations (schools, transit facilities, etc.), 
functionality of pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, and 
safety from traffic and crime. See program website for a 
comprehensive summary of eligible projects. 

More information is available at www.rwjf.org. Preliminary 
proposals can be submitted online at www.alpes.ws. 

Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner, (707) 424-6014 
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY: 

Safe Routes to Schools Program (4th Cycle) 

Applications Due: May 30, 2003 

TO: STABoard 

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner 

This summary of the Safe Routes to School Program (SR2S) funds is intended to assist jurisdictions 
plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer questions regarding 
this funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications. 

Eligible Project Sponsors: 

Program Description: 

Funding Available: 

Eligible Projects: 

Program Contact Person: 

ST A Contact Person: 

City and County Agencies, Regional Transportation 
Planning Agencies, and/ or any government agency 
authorized to construct improvements on public roads or 
facilities. 

Caltrans administers the Safe Routes to School Program 
and use federal funds for construction of bicycle, 
pedestrian safety, and traffic calming projects. SR2S 
guidelines and application is currently being revised, but 
the guidelines from the 3rd cycle may be viewed at 
www.,d9.t.li.<LE9.YlhuLL..9..1i.!l.!Pmgmm.shi!f~r9.JJ1~~.h1m . 

Approximately $22 million is available this year. This 
program requires a 10% local match. 

Project categories include: sidewalk improvements, 
traffic calming & speed reduction, pedestrian/ bicycle 
crossing improvements, and traffic diversion 
improvements. 

Hin Kung, Caltrans District 4, (510) 286.5234 

Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner (707) 424-
6014. rguerrero@STA-SNCI.com. 
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY: 

Regional Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program 

Applications Due June 2003 
(Actual Due Date To Be Determined By The BAAQMD) 

TO: STABoard 

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner 

This summary of the Regional Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program is intended to 
assist jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to 
answer questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project 
applications. 

Eligible Project Sponsors: 

Program Description: 

Funding Available: 

Eligible Projects: 

Program Contact Person: 

ST A Contact Person: 

Cities of Benicia, Fairfield, Suisun City, and Vallejo, the 
County of Solano, and school districts and universities 
in the Bay Area Air Basin. 

This is a regional air quality program to provide grants 
to local and regional agencies for clean air projects. 

Approximately $10 million is available to the Bay Area. 

Shuttle/feeder buses, arterial management, bicycle 
facilities, clean air vehicles and infrastructure, 
ridesharing, clean air vehicles, and "Smart Growth" 
projects. 

Karen Chi, BAAQMD, (415) 749-5121 

Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner (707) 424-
6014. rsuerrero@STA-SNCI.com. 
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