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MEETING NOTICE
Wednesday, April 9, 2003

STA Board Meeting

Suisun City Hall Council Chambers
701 Civic Center Drive

Suisun City, CA

6:00 P.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
CALL TO ORDER - CONFIRM QUORUM Chair Spering

APPROVAL OF AGENDA (6:00 — 6:05 p.m.)

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT (6:05- 6:10 p.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,

Jim Spering,
Chair

City of Suisun City

Michael Segala

STA Board Members:

Karin MacMillan, Pierre Bidou Mary Ann Courville Marei 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

STA Alternates:

Harry Price Dan Smith Gil Vega Ed Woodruff Rischa Slade Pete Rey Barbara Kondylis



Iv.

VL

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

COMMENTS/UPDATE MTC, CALTRANS AND STAFF
(6:15- 6:30 p.m.)

A, MTC Report
B. Caltrans Report Yader Bermudez

C. Discussion of Assessment of DJ Smith, Smith and Watts
Measure E Expenditure Plan

CONSENT CALENDAR

Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one motion

(Note: Items under consent calendar may be removed for separate discussion)
(6:30-6:35 p.m.) — Pg 13

A.  Approve STA Board Minutes of March 12, 2003 Kim Cassidy
—-Pg 15
B.  Approve Draft TAC Minutes of March 26, 2003 Kim Cassidy

Recommendation: Receive and file. —Pg 21

C. Community Based Organizations (CBO) Elizabeth Richards
Transit Planning Grant
Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to enter
into a funding agreement with MTC to accept a Community
Based Transportation Planning (CBTP) grant in the amount
of 380,000 - Pg 27

D. Acquisition of Solano Paratransit Vehicles Robert Guerrero
Under Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 Jennifer Tongson
Grant Application '

Recommendation. Approve the attached Resolution for
Acquisition of Solano Paratransit Vehicles Under the

Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 Grant Application
Program — Pg 29

E. Consolidated Claim for ¥Y 2003-04 TDA Article 3 Robert Guerrero
Funds for Solane County
Recommendation: Approve the attached Resolution and
authorize the FExecutive Director to submit the FY 2003-04 Solano
TDA Article 3 Coordinated Claim to MTC - Pg 33

F. Final Transportation/Land Use “Toolkit” for Dan Christians
Distribution at the April 11, 2003 “Partners in Planning”




VIL

Conference

Recommendation: Approve the final Transportation/Land
Use “Toolkit” for release at the “Pariners in Planning”
Transportation/Land Use Air Quality Conference

on April 11, 2003 — Pg 39

Contract Amendment #2 to the Ferguson Group Janice Sells
Federal Legislative Advocacy

Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to

extend the contract with the Ferguson Group, LLC,

(Amendment #2) for legislative advocacy services through

March 31, 2004 at a cost not to exceed $72,000 —Pg 47

Accounting Consultant Assistance Daryl Halls
Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to relain a

consultant to provide accounting services for an amount

not to exceed $10,000

—Pg 59

ACTION ITEMS - FINANCIAL

A,

Amendment to FY 2002/03 Budget Daryl Halls,
and FY 2003/04 Budget Nancy Whelan
Recommendation: Approve the amendments to the FY 2002/03

and 2003/04 budget as specified in the attachments

(6:35-6:40 p.m.) - Pg 63

MTC/CMA Partnership — Transportation/Land Use Daryl Halls
Work Plan '
Recommendation:

(6:40-6:45 p.m.) - Pg 67

ACTION ITEMS — NON FINANCIAL

A,

Request for Proposals for Senior and Robert Guerrero
Disabled Transit Study
Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to issue
a Request for Proposals for the Senior and Disabled Transit Study
{6:45-6:50 p.m.) — Pg 85

MTC Unmet Transit Needs Process Elizabeth Richards
Response for Solano County

Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to submit

the attached summary response to the MTC FY2003-04 Unmet

Transit Needs preliminary issues and authorize submittal to MTC

(6:50-6:55 p.m.) — Pg 95




STA Input into 2004 RTP - Dan Christians
Strategic Planning Master Calendar
Recommendation: Approve the following:

1.

4,

Reconvene the Arterials, Highways and Freeways Subcommitiee fo review
and update the Arterials, Highways and Freeways Element of the CTP, and
monitor the development of the I-80/680/780 Corridor Study, the Solano
County Traffic Model, Traffic Safety Plan Update and 2003 Congestion
Management Plan.

Reconvene the Transit Subcommittee to review and update the Transit
Element of the CTP, and monitor the development of the 1-80/680/780 Transit
Corridor Study, Senior and Disabled Transit Study, Three Rail Studies
(Napa/Solano, Dixon/Auburn, and Contra Costa/Solano), Community Based
Organization (Transit) Study, and three STAF funded local transit studies
(Fairfield, Rio Vista and Vallejo).

Reconvene the Alternative Modes Subcommittee to review and update the
Alternative Modes Element of the CTP, and monitor the development of the
Solano County TLC Program and the updates of the Countywide Bicycle Plan
and Pedestrian/Trails Plan.

Appoint Board Member Len Augustine to serve on the Arterials, Highways
and Freeways Subcommittee.

5. Direct staff 1o contact subcommittee members to confirm participation on

specified subcommittees. (6:55-7:10 p.m.) — Pg 103

Legislative Report Janice Selis
Recommendation: Approve the following:

1. AB 1409 (Wolk) — Support

2. ACA 9 (Levine) - Support

3. SB 91 (Florez) — Watch

4. SB 367 (Sher) — Support

5. SB 541 (Torlakson) —~ Watch (7:10-7:15 p.m.) - Pg 141

IX. INFORMATION ITEMS (No Discussion Necessary)

A,

Transportation Funding Priorities : Mike Duncan

Informational - Pg 169

Highway 12 SHOPP Program Update Mike Duncan
Informational - Pg 187

North Connector Scoping Meeting Mike Duncan
Draft Report

Informational - Pg 189

Caltrans Park and Ride Elizabeth Richards
Joint Use Agreements

Informational — Pg 193




XL

E. Route 30 Update
Informational - Pg 197

F. Funding Opportunities Summary
Informational - Pg 199

BOARD MEMBERS COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT
(Next meeting: May 14, 2003, Suisun City Hall)

Elizabeth Richards

Robert Guerrero




Agenda Item IV
April 9, 2003

STa

Solano Cransportation Awthokity

MEMORANDUM
DATE; April 2, 2003
TO: STA Board
FROM: Daryl K. Halls
RE: Executive Director’s Report — April 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.

CTC Allocation of STIP Funds for I-680/80 Auxiliary Lane Project in Jeopardy*

In March, California Transportation Commission {(CTC) staff released the draft allocation plans
for STIP and SHOPP funded projects scheduled to receive funds from the State Highway
Account. The plan follows the criteria for prioritization established by the Commission at their
March meeting. In addition, the Commission has targeted an altocation of $600 million for new
allocations for the balance of FY 2002/03 (through June 30, 2003) with $400 million dedicated
to SHOPP funds projects and $200 million for STIP. The #1 STA priority project needing a
CTC allocation this fiscal year is the I-680/80 Auxiliary Lane Project. This project is funded
through both STIP ($14.3 million) and SHOPP ($8.306 million) funds and is scheduled for an
allocation vote in May. Based on CTC staff’s allocation plan, the entire $200 million for STIP
funded projects will be allocated at the April CTC meeting. Currently, the CTC has the I-680/80
Auxiliary Lane Project recommended to receive an allocation for the SHOPP funds within the
confines of the $400 million in SHOPP funds available, but not to receive the allocation for STIP
funds within the $200 million in STIP funds available. I am currently working with members of
the Board, Shaw/Yoder, and our state legislative delegation to obtain CTC support for the
allocation of these funds.

Time to Assess Measure E Expenditure Plan and Prepare for the Future *

D.J. Smith, Smith/Watts, will be attending the Board meeting to review the list of tasks for his
consultant contract to assess the Measure E Expenditure Plan, ordinance, election results and
public information effort. This is also an opportunity for the entire STA Board to ask questions
and provide input to the consultant and staff prior to the assessment being completed.

Expanded MTC/STA Work Plan -Transportation/Land Use on the Road *

STA staff has presented this proposed work plan to the Solano City and County Planners Group,
Solano City Managers Association, the Solano Mayor’s Conference, and the STA’s Alternative
Modes Subcommittee, Transit Consortium and TAC. A presentation is scheduled before the
Solano County Board of Supervisors on April 8™ The Bay Area CMA Association has




forwarded the proposed work plan to MTC staff and the proposal is scheduled for consideration
by the MTC’s Planning and Operations Committee on April 11%,

Planning for the Future/the Next RTP / Planning Master Calendar*

Dan Christians, Mike Duncan and T have put together a draft Strategic Planning Master Calendar
in preparation for the MTC’s development of the 2004 RTP and in preparation for implementing
the STA Board’s priority planning efforts and funding priorities. Staff will provide an overview
of the calendar, the specific planning studies and will be requesting Board input prior to
finalizing the document.

“Partners In Planning” Conference Around the Corner*

Staff, consultants and the Alternative Modes Subcommittee have completed their work
developing the Transportation/Land Use Toolkit for the upcoming “Partners in Planning”
Conference on April 11, 2003, The Subcommittee met three times to review the documents,
provide input and finalize the document. Copies of the draft “toolkit” were distributed to all
members of the STA Board, STA TAC, Transit Consortium, and Solano County’s Planning
Directors last week.

Highway Update/SR 12 East -SHOPP Projects/North Connector Comments *

In response to a request from Board Member Marci Coglianese, Mike Duncan has prepared a
status report on the SR 12 East — SHOPP projects. Also, a summary of the public scoping
meeting for the Northern Connector EIS/R has been provided.

Budget Amendments for FY 2002/03 and FY 003/04/Accounting Consultant (*)

Staff is recommending the Board approve minor amendments to the FY 2002/03 and FY 2003/04
budget to reflect update expenditures, cover recent Board authorized expenditures and to add
several new revenues/grants. In addition, I am recommending the Board authorize $10,000 for
the STA to retain some accounting consultant services to aid staff in completing some critical
accounting and fiscal functions and tasks.

STA to Initiate Demo CBO Transit Grant/Senior and Disabled Transit Study *

Finally, Elizabeth Richards and Robert Guerrero have agendized two new transit studies/grants
for Board approval. Both efforts are listed as STA Board priority projects for FY 2002/03 and
FY 2003/04.

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.




ATTACHMENT A

The Ferguson Group, LL.C T WS

1215 K Street 4 Suite 1905 ¢ Sacramento, CA ¢ 95814
Phone (916) 443-8500 ¢ Fax (916) 443-8545

April 2, 2003

Memorandum

To: Solano Transportation Authority City of Fairfield
City of Vacaville City of Vallejo

From: Mike Miller

Re: Client Report

The following is a brief update on March 2003 activity and anticipated Ferguson Group action
items in April 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/Vacaville Station

1. Capitol Hill Update.

As reported last month, the House deadline for submitting T3 requests for consideration was
March 14", STA’s project requests were submitted to our congressional delegation for
consideration.

The House Transportation Appropriations Committee’s deadline for project requests is April
11™ STA’s project requests have already been submitted to our congressional delegation — both
House and Senate — for consideration.

The following bullets outline key activities of Congress and the Administration related to T3 and
transportation appropriations.

¢ House Transportation and Infrastructure Chairman Don Young (R-AK) outlined a $375
billion T3 bill — a 72 percent increase over the $218 billion baseline TEA-21 funding level."

o Inlight of a heavy workload — especially due to the war in Iraq — there is considerable talk on
Capitol Hill about whether Congress can pass T3 prior to TEA-21’s September 30®
expiration. One scenario presented would be to pass a two-year reauthorization bill. This
would obviously disrupt state and local long-range project planning.

1 $218 billion does not reflect post-passage adjustments, such as RABA funding, which increased actual
transportation spending significantly higher.

1130 Connecticut Ave.,, NW. ¢ Suite 300 ¢ Washington, DC ¢ 20036 4 (202} 331-8500 ¢ Fax (202) 331-1598
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Chairman Young said he may push for a 12 cent/gallon gas tax increase implemented over
the next six years, taking the tax from 24.4 cents to 35.2 cents. He said he would also push
for a similar diesel fuel tax increase. The Administration and other top-ranking Republicans
in Congress apparently do not share Chairman Young’s enthusiasm for a gas tax increase.
OMB has indicated the President will not support a tax increase, and House Ways & Means
Committee Chairman Bill Thomas (R-CA) is already on record in opposition. House
Majority Leader Tom Delay (R-TX) is also opposed to a gas tax increase. Chairman Wayne
Allard (R-CO), Chairman of the Senate Housing and Transportation Subcommittee is
similarly on record as opposing a gas tax increase.

The Administration is apparently almost ready to release its T3 proposal. Known in draft
form as the Safe and Flexible Transportation Efficiency Act (SAFETEA), the plan is said to
emphasize highway safety programs. Congress is reacting negatively to the draft circulated
on Capitol Hill. Chairman Young called the proposal a “non-starter” for lack of adequate
highway and transit funding. There is similar opposition on the Senate side.

2. March 2003 - Activities.

Track reauthorization activities in Congress and in the Administration — monitor
Administration and key congressional public statements regarding T3 status and priorities.

Submit all required T3 and appropriations forms in advance of all deadlines.
Track congressional appropriations activities.
Identify targets for May DC meetings.

Continued communications with congressional delegation regarding protecting FY 2004
appropriations requests.

3. April 2003 — Action Items.

Track T3 Member Projects submission.

Track appropriations legislation and recommend STA communications with congressional
offices when appropriate.

Schedule May DC meetings.
Continue briefing key congressional staff regarding our T3 projects.

Advise STA regarding communications with congressional offices supporting our requests.

The Ferguson Group
4 April 2, 2003




Project Request Status

Interstate 80/ 680 | T3 request $50 million. T3 request submitted to Rep. Tauscher,
Interchange Rep. Miller, and Rep Thompson.
Project
FY04 request $50 million — highway FY04 request submitted to Rep Tauscher
construction. and Rep Miller.
Vallgjo Station T3 request $10 million. T3 request submitted to Rep. Miller and

Rep. Tauscher,
FY04 $10 million request —
Transportation Appropriations — Ferry

& Ferry Facilities Account, FY04 request submitted to Rep. Miller.
Jepson Parkway T3 request $23 million. T3 request submitted to Rep. Tauscher and
Project (I-80 Rep. Miller.
Reliever Route)

FY04 request $23 million — FY04 request submitted to Rep Tauscher

Transportation Appropriations — and Rep, Miller,

highway construction.
Fairfield — T3 request $16 million. T3 request submitted to Rep. Tauscher and
Vacaville Station Rep. Miller.

FY04 $16 million request — FY04 request submitted to Rep Tauscher.
Transportation Appropriations — Bus &
Bus Facilities Account.

The Ferguson Group
5 April 2, 2003




ATTACHMENT B

SHAW / YODER  inc.

LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY
April 9, 2003

To:  Board Members, Solano Transportation Authority (STA)
Daryl Halls, Executive Director

Fm: Shaw/ Yoder, inc.
RE: STATUS REPORT

General Outlook

The State continues to deal with the massive budget deficit, estimated to be $34.6 billion by
the Governor. Despite the budget problem, the Legislature is choosing to defer the major
discussions on the matter until after the release of the May Revise, the final projection of
revenue for the state based on the most recent tax collections. The cost for inaction by the
Legislature continues to mount. The Legislative Analyst’s Office recently estimated the
state has accumulated more than $2 billion in additional debt since January, 2003 by not
responding to the budget crisis sooner.

Despite the general inaction, policymakers with specific jurisdictions have been meeting to
discuss budgetary “next steps”. In particular, transportation staff from the Legisiature,
Administration and the Legislative Analyst's Office have been meeting weekly to determine
the fate of transportation revenue. There has also been one joint hearing of the Assembly’s
Transportation Committee and Budget Subcommittee Number 5, which has oversight of
transportation revenus, to discuss potential remedies to the potential crisis facing
transportation funding (STA staff has a copy of our memorandum on this meeting).

The most promising results of these meetings, thus far, has been the public and private
comment by policymakers that suspending Proposition 42 and reverting all available
general fund revenue currently in various transportation accounts back to the state is not
preferable. Many recognize there may be a potential need to ultimately do so to balance
the budget, yet are looking at various alternatives other than completely eliminating projects
from future consideration.

Alternatives to this scenario may surface as the result of increased revenue associated with
the higher gasoline prices the state is currently experiencing. Some analysts anticipate the
higher cost of fuel could generate anywhere between $300-$700 million above the initial
estimate of revenue associated with Proposition 42, pegged at $1.05 billion.

This would allow policymakers to capture this added revenue to maintain projects within the
Traffic Congestion Relief Program, yet still utilize the $1.05 billion the Governor is seeking
to balance the 2003-04 Budget.

Tel: 916.446.4656
Fax: $16.446.4318
1414 K Street, Suite 320
Sacramento, CA 95814
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SB 916 (Perata)

SB 916 (Perata) would allow a $1 increase in Bay Area bridge tolls, with the revenue
generated by the increase to be spread amongst counties with a nexus to the bridges.
Shaw / Yoder, Inc. has lobbied Senator Perata and your representatives heavily to include
STA’s 4 priorities within the final project list, expected to be contained in the legislation, as
eligible to receive funding. All four of your representatives have signed a unified letter
addressed to Senator Perata outlining the importance of funding your priorities (STA staff
has a copy of the delegation letter). We are hopeful that a consensus will develop to
increase the toll on the Bay Bridge to $4, thereby allowing full funding of most, if not all, Bay
Area priority projects.

ABAG /MTC Merger

We reported in our last report Senator Torlakson’s renewed legislative effort to merge the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission and the Association of Bay Area Governments.
His legislation is SB 170. However, based on last year's defeat of his legislation in the
waning hours of the session, Senator Torlakson has indicated his preference that a local
consensus be achieved on this matter before he makes comprehensive reforms through
legislation. At this time, based on conversations with his staff, it appears Senator Torlakson
will not be active in this effort this year.

Assemblyman Simon Salinas, Chair of the Assembly Local Government Committee, has
also introduced a spot bill on this matter, AB 829. Shaw/ Yoder, Inc. has requested a
meeting with Assemblymember Salinas to discuss STA’s position and priorities in relation to
the merger. We will report to you after our meeting with Assemblymember Salinas.

TCRP

The Traffic Congestion Relief Program continues 1o be in serious jeopardy. As described in
the “general outlook” section of this memorandumm, efforts are underway to try and preserve
as much TCRP revenue as possible to maintain current commitments. However, it is not
yet known how these efforts will ultimately play out.

The California Transportation Commission and the Regional Transportation Planning
Agencies continue to prepare for this scenario by categorizing priorities for funding of
projects based on a revenue model that presumes a loss of significant monies. Shaw /
Yoder, Inc. has transmitted the preliminary recommendations for your review.

The CTC is currently embroiled in intense negotiations with various transportation agencies
to continue funding as many projects as possible through the State Transportation
Improvement Program. Some agencies have been successtul in “swapping” TCRP funded
projects for STIP dollars as a way to maintain production schedules. However, the STIP
has limited availability for programming at this time, and rolling TCRP projects into an
already overburdened STIP is causing consternation throughout the state. We will continue
to update you on this ever-changing environment when more information is known.

Tel: 916.446.4656
Fax: 916.4464318
1414 K Street, Suite 320
Sacramento, CA 95814
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Solano Transportation Authority
Acronyms List

Updated 12/30/02
ABAG Association of Bay Area Governments ISTEA
ADA Americans with Disabilities Act
APDE Advanced Project ITIP
Development/Element (STIP)
AQMP Air Quality Management Plan ITS
BAAQMD Bay Area Air Quality Management
District JARC
BAC Bicycle Advisory Committee JPA
BCDC Bay Conservation and Development LTA
Commission LEV
CALTRANS California Department of LIFT
Transportation LOS
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act LTF
CARB California Air Resource Board
CCTA Contra Costa Transportation Authority MIS
CHP California Highway Patrol MOU
CIp Capital Improvement Program MPO
CMA Congestion Management Agency MTC
CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
CMP Congestion Management Program MTS
CNG Compressed Natural Gas NEPA
CTA County Transportation Authority NCTPA
CTC California Transportation Commission
CTEP County Transportation Expenditure NHS
Plan
CTP Comprehensive Transportation Plan OTS
DBE Disadvantage Business Enterprise PCC
DOT Federal Department of Transportation PCRP
EIR Environmental Impact Report PDS
EIS Environmental Impact Statement PDT
EPA Federal Environmental Protection PMP
Agency PMS
PNR
FHWA Federal Highway Administration POP
FTA Federal Transit Administration PSR
GARVEE  Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicles RABA
GIS Geographic Information System REPEG
HIP Housing Incentive Program RFP
HOV High Occupancy Vehicle RFQ
RTEP

Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act

Interregional Transportation
Improvement Program

Intelligent Transportation System

Jobs Access Reverse Commute
Joint Powers Agreement

Local Transportation Authority
Low Emission Vehicle

Low Income Flexible Transportation
Level of Service

Local Transportation Funds

Major Investment Study
Memorandum of Understanding
Metropolitan Planning Organization
Metropolitan Transportation
Commission

Metropolitan Transportation System
National Environmental Policy Act
Napa County Transportation Planning
Agency

National Highway System

Office of Traffic Safety

Paratransit Coordinating Council
Planning and Congestion Relief
Program

Project Development Support
Project Delivery Team

Pavement Management Program
Pavement Management System
Park and Ride

Program of Projects

Project Study Report

Revenue Alignment Budget Authority
Regional Environmental Public
Education Group

Request for Proposal

Request for Qualification
Regional Transit Expansion Policy




RTIP
RTMC

RTP
RTPA

SACOG

SCTA
SHOPP

SNCI
SOV
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

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

ZEV

District

Zero Emission Vehicle




STA MEETING SCHEDULE
(For The Calendar Year 2003)

DATE TIME DESCRIPTION LOCATION CONFIRMED
Apr. 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
Apr. 11 9:00 a.m. Transportation Land Use Conference Travis Employ. Credit Union X
Apr. 30 10:00 am. Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room X
Apr. 30 1:30 pm. Technical Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
May 14 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
May 16 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council FF Committee Center/ Conference Rm. X
May 28 10:00 a.m. Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room X
May 28 1:30 p.m. STA Board Meeting STA Conference Room X
June 5 6:00 p.m. Bicycle Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
June 11 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
June 25 10:00 am. Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room X
June 25 1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
July 9 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
July 18 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council FF Committee Center/Conference Rm. X
July 30 10:00 a.m. Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room X
July 30 1:30 pm. Technical Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
Auvgust 7 6:00 p.m. Bicycle Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
Sept. 10 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
Sept. 19 12:00 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council FF Committee Center/Conference Rm. X
| Sept. 24 10:00 a.m. Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room X
Sept. 24 1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
Oct. 2 6:00 p.m. Bicycle Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
Oct. 8 6:00 p.m. STA 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. Techmical Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
Nov. 12 5:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
Nov. 12 6:00 p.m. STA 6" Annual Awards Suisun City Community Center X
Nov. 21 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council FF Committee Center/Conference Rm. X

Updated 04/02/2003




Dec. 4 6:00 p.m. Bicycle Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X
Dec. 10 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
Dec. TBD Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room X
Dec. TBD Technical Advisory Committee STA Conference Room X

I
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Agenda Item VI
April 9, 2003

S1Ta

Solana Cranspotrtation Aluthotity

DATE: April 1, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Kim Cassidy, Clerk of the Board

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

Recommendation:

The STA Board approve the following attached consent items:
A Approve STA Board Minutes of March 12, 2003,
B. Approve Draft TAC Minutes of March 26, 2003.

C. Community Based Organizations (CBO)
Transit Planning Grant

D. Acquisition of Solano Paratransit Vehicles
Under Federal Transit Administration Section 5310
Grant Application

E. Consolidated Claim for FY 2003-04 TDA Article 3 Funds
for Solano County

F. Final Transportation/Land Use “Toolkit” for Distribution
at the April 11 “Partners in Planning” Conference

G. Contract Amendment #2 to the Ferguson Group
Federal Legislative Advocacy

H. Accounting Consultant Assistance
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Agenda Item VLA
April 9, 2003

S1Ta

Solarna Cranspottation AAuthotity
SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
Minutes of Meeting of
March 12, 2003
L CALL TO ORDER - CONFIRM QUORUM

Acting Chair Silva called the regular meeting to order at 6:03 p.m. A quorum was confirmed.

MEMBERS
PRESENT:
John Silva (Acting Chair) County of Solano
Mike Segala (Member Alternate) City of Suisun City
Dan Smith (Member Alternate) City of Benicia
Mary Ann Courville City of Dixon
Marci Coglianese City of Rio Vista
Leonard Augustine City of Vacaville
Pete Rey (Member Alternate) City of Vallejo
MEMBERS Jim Spering (Chair) City of Suisun City
ABSENT: Pierre Bidou City of Benicia
Karin MacMillan City of Fairfield
Dan Donahue City of Vallejo
STAFF
PRESENT: Daryl K. Halls STA-Executive Director
Chuck Lamoree STA Legal Counsel
Dan Christians STA-Assist. Exec. Director/Director for Planning
Mike Duncan STA-Director for Projects
Elizabeth Richards STA-SNCI Program Director
Kim Cassidy STA Clerk of the Board
Janice Sells STA-Program Manager/Analyst
Robert Guerrero STA Associate Planner
ALSO
PRESENT: Yader Bermudez Caltrans District IV
Morrie Barr City of Fairfield
Gary Cullen City of Suisun City
Ed Huestis City of Vacaville
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EIR

1V,

Gary Leach City of Vallejo

Ron Richardson Jacob’s Civil
Bernice Kaylin League of Women Voters-Solano County
James Williams PCC Member

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

On a motion by Member Courville, and a second by Member Alternate Segala the STA
Board unanimously approved the agenda with the addition of Agenda Item VII.C ‘City of
Vacaville Request for Federal Earmark Funds’,

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
None provided.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Daryl Halls provided an update on the following items:

<

VI.

State Budget Update/CTC and Caltrans Begin to Prioritize Projects

STA Federal Earmark Priorities

Meetings with State Legislators/Priorities for State Lobbyists

Status of Bridge Toll and MTC/ABAG Merger Legislation

Expanded MTC/STA Work Plan — Transportation/Land Use on the Road

STA Transportation/Land Use Toolkit and Upcoming Conference

Workshop on STA Funding Sources/2™ Quarter Financial Report for FY 2002/03
Route 30 Transit Service to Sacramento Is Off and Running

COMMENTS/UPDATE FROM STAFF, CALTRANS, AND MTC

MTC Report
None provided.

Caltrans Report

Yader Bermudez provided an update on the following project: the I-80/680 Corridors,
Benicia/Martinez Bridge, 1-680 HOV, 1-680/780 Interchange Modification, Marina Vista
Interchange, the Carquinez Bridge replacement and the I-80/Crocket Interchange.

Informational Presentation on STA Fund Sources
Daryl Halls summarized the individual fund sources that find the STA’s operational costs,
priorities and projects. He provided a description of each fund source and how the funds
are allocated within the Board approved STA budget.

CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Member Alternate Smith, and a second by Member Courville, the Consent
Calendar items were approved in one motion. Member Alternate Smith abstained from the vote on
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Agenda Item VLA (Approve STA Board Minutes of February 5, 2003).

A. Approve STA Board Minutes of February 5, 2003

Recommendation: Approve STA Board Minutes of February 5, 2003,
B Approve Draft TAC Minutes of February 26, 2003

Recommendation: Receive and file draft TAC minutes of February 26, 2003
C. FY 2002/2003 Second Quarter Financial Report
D

Recommendation: Receive and file.
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

E. Legislative Report
Recommendation: Approve the following:
1. AB 826 (Salinas) — Watch
2. SB 170 (Torlakson) — Watch
3. SB 916 (Perata) — Watch

F. 2003 Tranny Award Nomination for the Solano 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

VIiI. ACTION ITEMS: FINANCIAL
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: 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 $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

On a motion by Member Coglianese, and a second by Member Alternate Smith, the
Board unanimously approved the recommendation.

17




B. Consultant Service for Analysis of Measure E

Daryl Halls summarized the staff recommendation for the STA to retain a consultant to
conduct an independent evaluation of the Measure E expenditure plan, sales tax
ordinance, public opinion polling, and to assess interest and support within the
community and private sector.

The STA Board requested D.J. Smith attend the April 2003 Board meeting and that the
full Board be provided the opportunity to provide input into this process.

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

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

C. City of Vacaville Request for Federal Earmark Funds

Dan Christians reviewed the request for the City of Vacaville’s federal earmark request
for the proposed Vacaville Transportation Center.

Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to submit a letter of support for the
City of Vacaville’s federal earmark request for the proposed Vacaville Transportation
Center

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

VHI. INFORMATION ITEMS:

A. Draft “Toolkit” STA/YSAQMD
Land Use Conference Update

Dan Christians described 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 stages of planning or
construction. He noted a final draft will be reviewed by the STA Board on April
9, 2003 after the report is finalized by the Alternative Modes Subcommittee.

Recommendation: Review and prioritize comments.

B. MTC Partnership Board - Regional Policies
Update

Daryl Halls provided a state report of regional policy discussions including
highlights of programming federal cycle funds, development of the 2004 RTP and
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the importance of the STA updating the CTP with individual stakeholders
updating these needs assessments.

(No Discussion Necessary)

C. North Connector Project Environmental
Scoping Meeting — March 6, 2003

D. North Connector Project Environmental
Member Coglianese requested a specific information on Highway 12 SHOPP
projects from Caltrans.

E. Funding Opportunities Summary
IX. BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

Member Coglianese stated that the Rio Vista bridge study was a high priority for Rio
Vista. Members Augustine and Silva also expressed suppott of this regional project.
Daryl Halls indicated that staff would follow up with MTC and Caltrans on the issue and
provide the Board with an update.

X. ADJOURNMENT

The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 7:45 p.m. The next regular meeting is April 9, 2003 at
6:00 p.m. at Suisun City Hall.

Respectfully submitted,
Kim Cassidy A 4- 3 -03
Clerk of the Board Date:
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Agenda Item VI.B
April 9, 2003

S1a

Solano Cransportation Authokity

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Minutes of the meeting of
March 26, 2003

1. CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee was called to order at approximately
1:31 p.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority Conference Room.

Present:

TAC Members Present:
Dan Schiada City of Benicia
Charlie Beck City of Fairfield
Dave Melilli City of Rio Vista
Gary Cullen City of Suisun City
Dale Pfeiffer City of Vacaville
Mark Akaba City of Vallejo
Paul Wiese County of Solano

Others Present: Morrie Barr City of Fairfield
Julie Pappa City of Suisun City
Gian Aggarwal City of Vacaville
Ed Huestis City of Vacaville
Charlie A. Jones Jr. County of Solano
Daryl Halls STA
Mike Duncan STA
Elizabeth Richards STA/SNCI
Kim Cassidy STA
Robert Guerrero STA
Jennifer Tongson STA

IL OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

None Presented

HL. REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF

Caltrans — None presented.

MTC - None presented

STA — None presented




Iv.

CONSENT CALENDAR

The following Consent Calendar was approved unanimously:

A. Minutes of Meeting of February 19, 2003
Recommendation: Approve minutes of February 19, 2003

B. Funding Opportunities

C. Updated STA Meeting Schedule for 2003

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

V.

A.

ACTION ITEMS
MTC Unmet Transit Needs Process

Elizabeth Richards reviewed draft responses to the preliminary issues identified from the
public participation process.

Recommendation: Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the STA
responses to the MTC FY 2003-04 Unmet Transit Needs preliminary issues and authorize
submittal to MTC.

On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Mark Akaba, the STA TAC approved the
recommendation with modification to authorize statf to work with the City of Vacaville
to complete their response.

Community Based Organizations (CBO) Transit Planning Grant

Elizabeth Richards summarized the pilot project and MTC’s Community Based
Organization Transit Planning program. She noted that 3 Solano County study areas
have been identified including Dixon, Cordelia and Vallejo and that MTC is providing an
$80,000 grant to advance the planning process,

Recommendation: Recommend to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to
enter into a funding agreement with MTC to accept a Community Based Organization
(CBO) Transit Planning grant in the amount of $80,000.

On a motion by Dave Melilli, and a second by Charlie Beck, the STA TAC approved the
recommendation.

Legislative Report

Janice Sells reviewed new legislative activity being montitored including: AB1409, SB
367, and SB 91.
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Recommendation: Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
following:

a. ABI1409 (Wolk) — Support

b. SB 367 (Sher) — Support

c. SB 91 (Florez) —~ Watch

On a motion by Dave Melilli, and a second by Gary Cullen, the STA TAC approved the
recommendation.

Presentation of STA/YSAQMD Transportation/Land Use “Toolkit”

Dan Christians described the main purpose of the conference and highlighted the
Transportation/Land Use “Toolkit” which provides several examples of Solano County
and Yolo County TLC projects recently built or in stages of planning or construction. He
noted a final draft will be reviewed by the STA Board on April 9, 2003 after the report is
finalized by the Alternative Modes Subcommittee.

Recommendation: Review and forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve
the attached draft Transportation/Land Use “Toolkit”

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

MTC/CMA Partnership — Transportation/Land Use Work Plan

Daryl Halls reviewed STA policies and activities related to Transportation/Land Use, the
current MTC/CMA Partnership, MTC and CMA Associates Principles, proposed work
plan and resources budget.

Recommendation: Forward to the STA Board the following recommendations:

1) Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with MTC for an
integrated transportation and land use work plan for an amount of $150,000 in regional
transportation planning funds and 2) Direct staff to develop a specific MTC/STA
Transportation/Land Use Work Plan for FY 2003/04 and 2004/05, in conjunction with
the Solano City and County Planner’s Group and Alternative Modes Subcommittee, for
consideration and approval by the STA Board

On a motion by Dave Melilli, and a second by Paul Wiese, the STA TAC approved the
recommendation.

Draft Preliminary Scope of Work for Senior and Disabled Transit Study

Robert Guerrero highlighted the proposed recommendations incorporated into the Senior
and Disabled Transit Study.

Recommendation: Review and comment on the Draft Preliminary Scope of Work for the
2003 Senior and Disabled Transit Study
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H.

On a motion by Dave Melilli, and a second by Charlie Beck, the STA TAC approved the
recommendation.

INFORMATION ITEMS

Status of Federal Earmarks for TEA 3 Report from MTC Washington D.C. Trip
Daryl Halls provided a Federal Earmark update for 2002 appropriations and TEA 21
reauthorization. He also noted MTC’s Annual Report to Congress and the five
recommended revenue proposals to provide additional federal transportation funds.

2003 Congestion Management Program (CMP) Update Schedule

Robert Guerrero summarized the purpose of the CMP and the need to update the
elements, dates and preliminary schedule. He noted review of the Level of Services
should be completed by 6-15-03.

Caltrans Park and Ride Joint Use Agreements
Elizabeth Richards discussed Caltrans role in creating and maintaining Park and Ride
{PNR) lots, identified capacity issues and reviewed the PNR Joint Use agreement.

Highway 12 SHOPP Program
Mike Duncan provided an update on the three state Route 12 safety projects included in
the 2002 State Highway Operations and Protection Program,

Transportation Funding Priorities
Mike Duncan reviewed the CTC’s set of guiding principles and priorities for allocating
funds to STIP, SHOPP and Federal TEA projects.

FY 2003-04 TDA Distribution for Solano County

Mike Duncan summarized the FY 03-04 TDA Revenue Estimate for each Solano County
agency and reviewed the Solano Paratransit new allocation formulas for FY 03-04, He
noted a special TAC meeting is scheduled for April 9, 2003 to complete TDA revenue
estimates for FY 03-04 for each agency.

Review of STA Funding Sources

Mike Duncan summarized the individual sources that fund the STA’s operational costs,
plans and projects. He provided a description of each fund source and how the funds are
allocated within the Board approved STA budget

MTC Partnership Board — Regional Policies Update

Daryl Halls provided a status report of regional policy discussions including highlights of
programming federal cycle funds, opportunities for future amendments to the development
of the 2004 RTP and the importance of the STA updating the CTP with member agencies
to be requested to update their needs assessments.
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VII. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 3:26 p.m. The next TAC meeting is scheduled for
Wednesday, April 30, 2003 at 1:30 p.m.
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Agenda Item VI.C
April 9, 2003

S1Ta

Sotlano Cransportetion Authotiy
DATE.: March 30, 2003
TO: STA Board
FROM: Elizabeth Richards, SNCI Program Director
RE: Community Based Organizations (CBQO)

Transit Planning Grant

Background:
In October 2002, MTC adopted program guidelines for MTC’s Community-Based

Transportation Planning (CBTP) program which aims to 1) identify and confirm transportation
gaps in low-income communities through a significant community outreach component and 2)
develop solutions to mitigate these gaps. The program was established in response to
recommendations emerging from the Lifeline Transportation Network Report and the
Environmental Justice Report, which were both adopted with the 2001 Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) update.

MTC supported advancing the CBTP program by implementing a pilot program which included
Solano County as one of the pilot study locations. The purpose of initiating the pilot program is
to distill best practices, including approaches to overall implementation of the program,
community outreach strategies and unique solutions to filling the gaps.

Discussion:

In Solano County, three areas have been identified through MTC’s process. These are Dixon,
Cordelia, and Vallejo. As previously presented to the TAC and Consortium, Dixon was
identified as the first area to be studied as part of the pilot project. The pilot project studies are
to be completed by the end of the year. Earlier this vear, an initial meeting was held with MTC,
the City of Dixon, and the STA.

MTC is providing funding to advance this planning process in Solano. To study the three
communities in Solano, the MTC has authorized $80,000 be allocated to the STA.

Fiscal Impacts:
Approval of this item will result in $80,000 of new revenue (with no required matching funds)

for the STA to complete the specified studies.

Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a funding agreement with MTC to accept a
Community Based Transportation Planning (CBTP) grant in the amount of $80,000.
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Agenda Item VI.D
April 9, 2003

S1a

Solano Transpottation AAuthatity

DATE: March 31, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner
Jennifer Tongson, Planning Assistant

RE: Acquisition of Solano Paratransit Vehicles
Under Federal Transit Administration Section 5310
Grant Application

Background:
The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 program is designed to provide funding

for purchasing accessible vans and buses or other transportation related equipment to serve
individuals with special needs. Eligible projects include bus or van purchase/replacement and
computer or radio equipment purchase/replacement. Agencies are eligible to receive up to 80
percent of the purchase price for vehicles and equipment; the remaining 20 percent is required as
a local match from the applicant.

The STA operates the Solano Paratransit service through a contract with Fairfield-Suisun Transit
and qualifies for this funding source as a public agency. Solano Paratransit provides intercity
door-to-door service for Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) eligible individuals living in
Fairfield, Suisun City, Rio Vista, Dixon, Vacaville, and most of the unincorporated areas in
Solano County. The Solano Paratransit service currently operates Monday - Friday with a fleet
of eight vehicles.

On February 6, 2003, the STA Board authorized staff to apply for the FTA Section 5310
program to replace two Solano Paratransit vehicles for a total amount of $114,000 at the
maximum allowable amount of $57,000 for each vehicle.

Discussion:

On March 7, 2003, a screening committee of the Solano Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC)
reviewed each of the three Solanc County Section 5310 applications. The Solano Paratransit
application preliminarily scored very high, receiving 92 points out of 100 and scoring in the top
10 (out of 71) applications in the Bay Area. The final score is determined by MTC and Calirans.

As required for public agency applicants, the STA staff published a 30-day 'Notice to Apply' and
held a public hearing on March 27, 2003 at the STA offices Conference Room to allow for an
opportunity for other FTA Section 5310 applicants from Solano County to testify that the STA's
Solano Paratransit service duplicates their agency's service. No one testified at the public
hearing.
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Upon completion of the public hearing and as part of the formal application process, STA (as the
project sponsor) is required to adopt a resolution: 1.} verifying that the STA conducted a public
hearing to determine if there were any non-profit organizations readily available to provide
transportation for the purpose of meeting transportation needs of elderly and disabled persons
where public transportation service are otherwise unavailable, insufficient or inappropriate; 2.)
documenting there were no non-profit agency or organization present at the hearing and the STA
did not receive any written comments expressing an interest in applying for Section 5310 funding
to acquire these vehicles for the Solano Paratransit service; and 3.) approving the application
submittal by the STA for FTA Section 5310 funding to fund the replacement of two (2) Solano
Paratransit vehicles,

Fiscal Impact:
No impact to the STA General Operations Budget. A total of $28,500 in FY 2003/04 State

Transit Assistance Funds {STAF) will be needed to provide a match for this grant funding.

Recommendation:
Approve the attached Resolution for Acquisition of Solano Paratransit Vehicles Under the
Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 Grant Application Program.

Attachment A - A Resolution of the Solano Transportation Authority for Acquisition of
Solano Paratransit vehicles under the Federal Transit Administration
Section 5310 Grant Application Program

30




ATTACHMENT A

RESOLUTION NO. 2003-11

A RESOLUTION OF THE SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
FOR ACQUISITION OF SOLANO PARATRANSIT VEHICLES UNDER THE
FEDERAL TRANSIT ADMINISTRATION SECTION 5310 GRANT APPLICATION
PROGRAM

WHEREAS, the Federal Transit Administration has made funds available for transit services for
elderly and disabled persons in FY 2003-04; and

WHEREAS, the funds, allocated by Caltrans as directed by the California Transportation
Commission (CTC), will allow non-profits and public agencies to purchase accessible vehicles
and other transportation related equipment to service individuals with special needs; and

WHEREAS, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) intends to apply for two (2) vehicles
for the Solano Paratransit service; and

WHEREAS, Attachment 1 of this resolution, attached hereto and incorporated herein, verifies
that the STA conducted a Public Hearing on March 27, 2003, to determine if there were any non-
profit organizations readily available to provide transportation for the purpose of meeting
transportation needs of elderly and disabled persons where public transportation service are
otherwise unavailable, insufficient or inappropriate; and

WHEREAS, no non-profit agency or organization present or in writing expressed an interest in
applying for Section 5310 funding to acquire these vehicles for the Solano Paratransit service.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the STA Board approves the application
submittal, by the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) for the Solano Paratransit transit
service, for FTA Section 5310 funding to fund the replacement of two (2) vehicles.

James Spering, Chair
Solano Transportation Authority

I, Daryl K. Halls, the Solano Transportation Authority Executive Director, do hereby certify that
the above and foregoing resolution was regularly introduced, passed, and adopted by said
Authority at a regular meeting thereof held this 9 day of April, 2003.

Daryl K. Halls, Executive Director
Solano Transportation Authority
Attested:

Kim Cassidy, Clerk of the Board
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING ON A
FEDERAL TRANSIT
ADMINISTRATION, SECTION 5310
GRANT APPLICATION

A 30-DAY NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN ON THIS DAY, FEBRUARY 25, 2003, that
on Thursday, March 27, 2003 at 4 p.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority's (STA)
Conference Room, One Harbor Center, Suite 130, Suisun City, California, a public
hearing will be conducted by the STA regarding the STA's intent to apply for the Federal
Transit Administration (FTA), Section 5310 application to replace 2 paratransit buses.
All interested persons are invited to attend the hearing and be heard.

If you are unable to attend but wish to comment, you may submit written comments to
the Jennifer Tongson, STA, One Harbor Center, Suite 130, Suisun City, CA 94585 by
March 20, 2003.

The STA may only apply for this program if there are no private nonprofit corporations
that are readily available to provide service equivalent to the Solano Paratransit service.

Any questions regarding this hearing can be directed to Jennifer Tongson, STA at
707.424.6013 or jtongson @sta-snci.com.
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Agenda Item VILE
April 9, 2003

STa

Solanc Cransportation Authortty
DATE: March 31, 2003
TO: STA Board
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner
RE: Consolidated Claim for FY 2003-04 TDA Article 3

Funds for Solano County

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 Congestion Management Agencies (e.g. Solano Transportation Authority). Two
percent 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 has been receiving approximately $230,000, or more, 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 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 are appointed by the STA Board. To assist the BAC in its recommendation, a 5-
Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan prioritizes projects that will require funding in the
next five years. The BAC annually updates the 5-Year Plan to add, remove or modify
bicycle/pedestrian projects on the list.

Discussion:

On March 12, 2003, the STA Board approved the 5-Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan
for 2003-2008 and the following TDA Article 3 claims for the City of Benicia, Suisun City and
the County of Solano:

A. City of Benicia Park Road Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvements. $160,000
B. County of Solano  Dixon to Davis Bike Route $125,000
C. City of Suisun City Central County Bikeway Project $ 25,000

Total: $310,000

In order for the three project sponsors listed above to obtain approval of their respective claims,
MTC requires the STA (CMA for Solano County) to adopt a resolution indicating that MTC's
and STA’s procedures for TDA Article 3 project submittals were completed and authorizing the
FY 2003-04 Solano Countywide Coordinated TDA Article 3 Claim (see Attachment A).
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Each of these member agencies is required to submit the completed claims with all necessary
findings and supporting documentation by April 23, 2003. Upon receipt of the completed
claims, STA staff will submit them along with this STA Resolution to MTC before April 30,
2003. The MTC commission will then approve and allocate the claims, thereby allowing the
claimants to encumber funds and begin requesting reimbursements for each of their respective
bicycle/ pedestrian project, up to the amount listed above.

Fiscal Impact:
None to the STA General Operations Budget.

Recommendation:
Approve the attached Resolution and authorize the Executive Director to submit the FY 2003-04
Solano TDA Article 3 Coordinated Claim to MTC.

Attachment: A. Resolution for FY 2003-04 Solano TDA Article 3 Countywide Coordinated
Claim
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ATTACHMENT A

Resolution No. 2003-12

A RESOLUTION OF THE SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
APPROVING THE SUBMITTAL OF THE COUNTYWIDE COORDINATED
CLAIM TO THE METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION FOR
THE ALLOCATION OF FISCAL YEAR 2003-04 TDA ARTICLE 3
PEDESTRIAN/BICYCLE PROJECT FUNDS TO CLAIMANTS IN SOLANO
COUNY

WHEREAS, Article 3 of the Transportation Development Act (TDA), Public
Utilities Code (PUC) Section 99200 et seq., authorizes the submission of claims to a
regional transportation planning agency for the funding of projects exclusively for the
benefit and/or use of pedestrians and bicyclists; and

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), as the
regional transportation planning agency for the San Francisco Bay region, has adopted
MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised, which delineates procedures and criteria for
submission of requests for the allocation of TDA Article 3 funds; and

WHEREAS, MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised, requires that requests from
eligible claimants for the allocation of TDA Article 3 funds be submitted as part of a
single, countywide coordinated claim, composed of certain required documents; and

WHEREAS, the SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY has
undertaken a process in compliance with MTC Resolution No. 875, Revised for
consideration of project proposals submitted by eligible claimants of TDA Article 3 funds
in SOLANO COUNTY, and a prioritized list of projects, included as Attachment A of
this resolution, was developed as a result of this process; and

WHEREAS, each claimant in SOLANO COUNTY whose project or projects
have been prioritized for inclusion in the fiscal year 2003-04 TDA Article 3 countywide
coordinated claim has forwarded to the SOLANO TRANSPORTATION
AUTHORITY a certified copy of its governing body resolution for submittal to MTC
requesting an allocation of TDA Article 3 funds;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the SOLANO
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY approves the prioritized list of projects included
as Attachment A to this resolution; and furthermore, be it

RESOLVED, that the SOLANO TRANSPORTATIO AUTHORITY approves the
submittal to MTC of the SOLANO COUNTY fiscal year 2003-04 TDA Article 3
countywide coordinated claim, composed of the following required documents:

A. transmittal letter
B. a certified copy of this resolution, including Attachment A,
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C. one copy of the governing body resolution and required attachments,
for each claimant whose project or projects are the subject of the
coordinated claim;

D. a description of the process for pﬁblic and staff review of all
proposed projects submitted by eligible claimants for prioritization
and inclusion in the countywide, coordinated claim.

James Spering, Chair
Solano Transportation Authority

I, DARYL K. HALLS, the Solano Transportation Authority Executive Director, do
hereby certify that the above and foregoing resolution was regularly introduced, passed
and adopted by said STA at a regular meeting thereof held this 8th day of May, 2002.

Dary! K. Halls
Executive Director

This resolution was adopted by the SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY on
APRIL 9TH, 2003.

AYES:
NAYS:

Certified to by (signature):

Kim Cassidy, Clerk of the Board
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Resolution Mo, 2003-12

Attachment A

Re  Submittal of Countywide Coordinated Claim to the Metropolitan Transportation

Commission for the Allocation of Fiscal Year 2003-04 TDA Article 3

Pedestrian/Bicvcle Project Funds to Claimants in Solano County

Prioritized List of Projects

Short Title Description of Project TDinﬁ;:ftle 3 TOtag:f Ject

1. | City of Benicia ~ Park Road Bicycle/Pedestrian Improvements $160,000 $292,000

2. | County of Solano - Dixon to Davis Bike Route $125,000 $1,398,800

3. | City of Suisun City - Central County Bikeway Project $ 25,000 $204,000
4,
5.
6.
7.
8.
9,
10.
11.
12,

Totals $310,000 | $1,894,800
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Agenda [tem VLF
April 9, 2003

S5Ta

Salano ¢ ransportation ludthority

DATE: March 31, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Dan Christians, Assistant Executive Director/Director of Planning
RE: Final Transportation/Land Use “Toolkit” for Distribution

at the April 11, 2003 “Partners in Planning” Conference

Background:
Last year, the Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management District (YSAQMD) contacted the STA

regarding the potential for co-sponsoring a Transportation-Land Use-Air Quality 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. Since then, the Yolo
County Transportation District (YCTD) has also agreed to be a co-sponsor. The conference will
be held on April 11, 2003 from 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. at the Travis Credit Union in Vacaville
(see Attachment A).

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 programs and projects that are already in
various stages of planning and construction in Solano and Yolo Counties.

Discussion:

On February 27, 2003 a working draft of the Transportation/Land Use “toolkit” was initially sent
or e-mailed out to all STA Board Members, TAC and Transit Consortium members, Planning
Directors, chambers of commerce and others for comments. The STA Board received a
presentation of the draft “Toolkit on March 12. Subsequently, the STA’s Alternative Modes
Committee met three times to review and complete the “toolkit”. Their most recent meeting was
held on March 17 when the Committee reviewed the changes requested to the working draft and
then forwarded the document to the STA Board for final approval. All final changes have now
been incorporated into the full-color formatted version that will be provided to the STA Board on
April 9, 2003,

Copies of the toolkit will be provided to each attendee at the conference and additional copies
will be made available after the conference and on the STA’s website: www.solanolinks com.

The “Toolkit” highlights the best examples of Solano and Yolo County TLC projects including
pedestrian, bicycle and intermodal projects. It is a guide 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 confirms and reinforces the
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importance of local land use controls and local planning processes to foster better linkages
between transportation and land uses.

On March 26, 2003, both the STA’s TAC and the SolanoLinks Transit Consortium
recommended the STA Board approve the “Toolkit.”

Fiscal impact:
There will be no impact to the STA’s General Operations fund. The preparation and printing of

the toolkit was funded in the STA’s FY 2002-03 Budget with a $20,000 grant from the
YSAQMD Clean Air Program, TDA Article 3 and State Transit Assistance funds from MTC,
and TFCA clean air funds from the Solano Napa Commuter Information Program.

Recommendation:
Approve the final Transportation/Land Use “Toolkit” for release at the “Partners In Planning”
Transportation- Land Use- Air Quality Conference on April 11, 2003,

Attachment
A —Final program outline for the STA/YSAQMD/YCTD Transportation -Land Use-Air Quality
Conference on April 11, 2003
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ATTACHMENT A

Partners in Planning
Land Use — Transportation — Air Quality
At Travis Credit Union, Vacaville
On April 11, 2003

8:00-8:30 Registration/Continental Breakfast

8:30-8:50 Greetings/Introduction
Len Augustine, Mayor, City of Vacaville (welcome attendees)

Conference Facilitators:
Larry Greene, Air Pollution Control Officer, Yolo-Solano Air
Quality Management District (facility information and today s
program)
Daryl Halls, Executive Director, Solano Transportation Authority

8:50-8:55 Path to Success

Facilitator: Tom Stallard (5 minutes to introduce speakers and topics.
Moderates Q/A period.)

8:55-9:25 Topic: Planning for Public Transit Growth
Speakers: Jim McElroy, Director of Unitrans (10 minutes)
Terry Bassett, Director of Yolo County Transportation District
(10 minutes)

Question/Answer Period (10 minutes)
9:25-9:30 Facilitator:  Tom Stallard (5 minutes to introduce speakers and topics)

9:30-10:30 Topic: Highlighted Community Programs

Speakers:  Marci Coglianese, Mayor of City of Rio Vista, Rio Vista Main
Street and Waterfront Projects (10 minutes)
Mary Ann Courville, Mayor of City of Dixon, Dixon Rail Station
and Downtown (10 minutes)
Carolyn Pierson, Councilmember of City of West Sacramento,
West Sacramento River Walk and Metro Place at Washington
Square (10 minutes)
Bob Grandy, Lead Consultant for STA’s Jepson Parkway (10
minutes)

Question/Answer Period (10 minutes)

F:\PLANNING\conference\Conference Agenda for Speakers(ver.2).doc 1
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Partners in Planning
Land Use — Transportation — Air Quality
At Travis Credit Union, Vacaville
On April 11, 2003

10:30-10:40 10 Minutes Break (Coffee available in the foyer area)
10:40-11:45 Obstacles and Incentives to Livable Communities

Facilitator: Duane Kromm, Supervisor, Solano County (5 minutes, introduce

topic and speakers. Moderates O/A period.)

Panel Speakers: Judy Corbett, Executive Director, Local Government
Commission (10 minutes)
David Van Kirk, City Manager, City of Vacaville (10 minutes)
Sean Quinn, Director of Planning and Development, City of
Fairfield (10 minutes)
Michael Rice, President, Miller-Sorg Group, Inc. (10 minutes)
Boris Dramov, Principal, ROMA Design Group (10 minutes)

Questions and Answers Period ({0 minutes)
11:45-12:20  Buffet Lunch (serving tables set up in the foyer area)
12:20-12:45 Making Better Land Use - Transportation - Air Quality Connections

Introduction by John Vasquez, Supervisor, Solano County (5 minutes)
Keynote Speaker: Lois Wolk, Assemblymember 8™ District (20 minutes)

12:45 -1:40  Opportunities and Challenges Ahead

Facilitator: Helen Thomson, Supervisor, Yolo County (5 minutes introduce

each speaker and topic. Moderates (/4 period.)
Panel Speakers: Diane Eidam, Executive Director, California Transportation

Commission (10 minutes)
Topic: 1-80 Corridor (highway, transit and intercity rail)
Steve Heminger, Director, Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (15 minutes)
Topic: TLC/HIP Program and MTC/CMAs Transportation/Land
Use Partnership
Martin Tuttle, Director, Sacramento Area Council of
Governments (15 minutes)
Topic: Community Design Program

Questions and Answers Period (/0 minutes)

F:\PLANNING\conference\Conference Agenda for Speakers(ver.2).doc
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Partners in Planning
Land Use — Transportation — Air Quality
At Travis Credit Union, Vacaville
On April 11, 2003

1:40 - 2:25  Integrating Transportation and Land Use: Making It Work

Facilitator: Larry Greene (5 minutes)
Eric Nicholl, Economic Development Director, City of Brea
(15 minutes)
Jim Spering, Mayor, City of Suisun City (/5 minutes)

Questions and Answers Period (10 minutes)

2:25-2:55 Transportation and Land Use Toolkit

Speaker: Daryl Halls (10 minutes)
Topic: Toolkit Introduction and Best Practices Handbook
Speaker: Elizabeth Richards, Program Director, Solano Napa Commuter
Information (10 minutes)
Topic: Toolkit Introduction and TDM and Rideshare
Speaker: Larry Greene (10 minutes)
Topic: Integration with YSAQMD’s Clean Air Program

2:55-3:00 Closing Remarks
Facilitator: Daryl Halls

FAPLANNING\conference\Conference Agenda for Speakers(ver.2).doc
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Agenda Item VI.G
April 9, 2003

STa

Solano L ransportation Authottiy

DATE: April 1, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Janice Sells, Project Manager/Analyst

RE: Contract Amendment #2 to the Ferguson Group for

Federal Legislative Advocacy

Background:
In March 2001, the STA Board authorized staff to enter into a contract with the Ferguson Group

LLC. for legistative advocacy services in support of STA’s Federal priority projects. Since that
time there have been one amendment to that contract, which expired on March 31, 2003.

Discussion:

The Ferguson Group, LLC, continued to provide a high level of advocacy service during the
2002-03 Federal Legislative process. Mike Miller of the Ferguson Group has consistently
informed STA about activities in the Federal arena, coordinated all necessary paperwork to
insure high priority placement of STA Priority Projects, and organized lobbying trips to
Washington, DC, for STA Board and staff members. The Ferguson Group has demonstrated
their effective and positive relationships with Solano’s federal representatives and their staffs.

Since 2001, this lobbying effort has been a partnership with the City of Fairfield, City of
Vacaville, City of Vallejo, and STA, each providing $18,000 per year toward the annual contract
of $72,000. STA staff proposes the continuation of this contract under the same terms and
recommends that the Ferguson Group, LLC, contract be extended for a 12 month period (April 1,
2003 — March 31, 2004),

Fiscal Impact:
There will be no additional impact to the STA’s FY 2003-03 and FY 2003-04 budgets. The

STA’s $18,000 contribution has been provided in the STA’s FY 2003-04 General Operations
Services Category for this amount.

Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to extend the contract with the Ferguson Group, LLC,

{Amendment #2) for federal legislative advocacy services through March 31, 2004 at a cost not
to exceed $72,000.

Attachment: A. Proposed Scope of Work
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ATTACHMENT A

The Ferguson Group, LLC * ¢4

1434 Third Strect 4 Suite 3 ¢ Napa, CA + 94559
Phone (707) 254-8400 4 Fax (707) 254-8420

Solano Transportation Authority
City of Fairfield
City of Vacaville
City of Vallejo

Proposed Scope of Work
April 2003 — March 2004

April 2, 2003

1130 Connecticut Ave.,, N.W. ¢ Suite 300 ¢ WashingrﬁngC ¢ 20036 ¢ (202) 331-8500 ¢ Fax (202) 331-1598
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The Ferguson Group is pleased to present for consideration this proposed scope of work for
federal advocacy services to the Solano Transportation Authority, the City of Fairfield, the City
of Vacaville, and the City of Vallejo (“the Clients” hereafter). We are happy to discuss the scope
or work to ensure our efforts meet the needs of the Clients.

Please note that some of the work outlined in this scope is currently underway. We are including
information regarding ongoing efforts for purposes of completeness.

A. Scope of Work — Generally.

The Clients Needs. The Ferguson Group understands that our federal advocacy services will
continue to focus on the following projects proposed for funding under the reauthorization of
TEA-21 (“T3™), scheduled to occur in 2003;

80/680 Interchange;

Jepson Parkway;

Baylink Intermodal Facility; and
Fairfield / Vacaville Intermodal Facility.

In addition, it is our understanding that federal advocacy services will include Fiscal Year 2004
appropriations efforts on some or all of these projects. Services will also include monitoring
transportation legislation that may directly or indirectly affect the Clients, and advising the
Clients regarding supporting or opposing such legislation.

Working with Legislative and Administration Offices. A key component of our efforts is to
consistently provide reliable and useful information to elected officials and staff at the federal
level. Over years of working with Congress and Administration officials and offices, The
Ferguson Group has developed strong working relationships — based on trust and reliance — with
key legislators, Administration officials and staff. The Ferguson Group’s ongoing dialogue with
Northern California’s congressional delegation provides an extraordinarily vatuable benefit to
the Clients from the outset. In addition, Capitol Hill is often an unstable work environment, and
The Ferguson Group adapts quickly to changes in office holders, committee membership, and
congressional staff to help secure continuity in support for projects.

The Ferguson Group will maintain continuous contact with the Northern California
congressional delegation to keep those offices focused on the Clients’ agenda. We will also
enhance the Clients’ relationship with the Administration, congressional leadership, and
congressional committee staff. 'We have strong working relationships with House and Senate
committee leaders from both parties, and we maintain key contacts within the White House and
federal agencies that have proven beneficial to our clients and their agendas.

Coordinating Lobbying Trips. The Ferguson Group 1s already working closely with the
Clients to develop a specific plan for face-to-face lobbying activities between the Clients, elected
officials and staff and appropriate Members of Congress, Senators, and congressional staff. In
addition to area representatives, The Ferguson Group will target and schedule meetings with key

The Ferguson Group
50 Scape ofWor-!;




Members and staff of germane congressional committees (if advisable), as well as appropriate
House and Senate leadership Members and staff.

Team Approach. The Ferguson Group utilizes a team approach to bring our client’s expertise
to bear on all projects. While The Ferguson Group will promote the Clients’ interests on a
regular basis with Members of Congress, Senators, and key staff, we also anticipate advising and
assisting the Clients in direct communications with legislators, congressional staff, and federal
administrative agency officials.

Summary of Regular Activities. The Ferguson Group will continue to regularly undertake the
following activities on behalf of the Clients in Calendar Year 2003 (please note that many of
these activities are already underway):

s Assist in the preparation of funding requests to Congress and the federal agencies.

e Act as liaison with the California congressional delegation, as well as facilitate meetings and
communications with other key Members of Congress, Senators, and staff.

e Act as liaison with federal agency officials and staff.

e Prepare briefing sheets, talking points, and other materials needed for meetings with
congressional offices and the Administration.

e Draft testimony for congressional hearings (if useful).

¢ Prepare support letters, letters of request for assistance, and all other support materials
needed to ensure the success of goals and objectives.

s Review and report on all pertinent, pending legislation and regulations, including all pre-
legislative session committee meetings, hearings, and conferences.

s Attend relevant industry meetings in Washington.
Progress Reports. The Ferguson Group will provide regular progress reports to the Clients
specifically tailored to the status of the Clients’ projects. The Ferguson Group will also regularly

provide legislative updates focusing on transportation.

Reporting Requirements and Filings. The Ferguson Group prepares and files all necessary
reporting and disclosure documents as required under federal law.

B. Scope of Work — Tasks and Work Product.

The Ferguson Group will assist the Clients in all matters of interest to the Clients pertaining to
the federal funding for the four projects identified supra. We will also advise the Clients
regarding germane legislative, regulatory, and other administrative matters not directly related to

The Ferguson Group
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federal funding. The milestones and pace of our efforts are driven by the T3 reauthorization
process, the Fiscal Year 2004 congressional budget process, and other legislation related to
federal spending. Our strategy to achieve the Clients’ objectives consists of two main
components:

Project development; and
Project advocacy.

Both components are essential to success and must be carried out fully. If a good project lacks
proper advocacy, it is likely to be pushed aside during the budget process and left without
funding. Similarly, a flawed project usually will not withstand the tests of the congressional
appropriations notwithstanding a comprehensive advocacy effort. The Ferguson Group will
work with the Clients to ensure that project development and advocacy are efficient, effective,
and result in puiting projects in the best possible position to receive federal funding.

Project Development. Our approach to project development is based on formulating and
priotitizing requests for federal funding which:

*

address important needs and goals as established by the Clients;

meet any and all formal or informal criteria for federal funding as established by Congress or
administrative agencies; and

fit the needs and philosophies of the Clients” congressional delegation and are likely to be
successfully supported and promoted by the delegation.

Much of our project development work is already complete. Last year, we assisted the Clients in
identifying and developing our three initial projects based on the criteria outlined supra. We will
continue to work with the Clients to fine-tune our project requests for the three original priority
projects, and we will also continue to assist the Clients with developing the Fairfield / Vacaville
Intermodal Facility project.

The following points present project development tasks in approximate chronological order. We
note again that project development is ongoing, and some of the tasks and work product set forth
below are already complete.

Task 1: Research and Identify Federal Funding Opportunities (Oct 02 - Feb 03). The
Ferguson Group (TFG) reviews and identifies federal funding opportunities — both actual and
potential — as presented by T3 and appropriations legislation. This research allows us to
efficiently assess the likelihood of funding for projects in the early phases of specific project
development. In addition to reviewing legislation and administration publications, TFG
maintains communications with key Members of Congress, congressional staff, and
Administration officials and staff regarding funding opportunities and trends. This task is
already well underway.

The Ferguson Group
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¢  Work product: research and develop funding opportunity information for meetings with the
Clients, communications with congressional and Administration contacts regarding funding
opportunities and trends, especially those related to T3.

Task 2: Initial Congressional Delegation Review (Nov 02 - Feb 03). TFG will continue to
discuss the proposed project agenda on an informal basis with key congressional representatives
to secure initial support or identify challenges associated with particular projects. The Ferguson
Group met in November and December with congressional staff to discuss our projects and the
Members’ interests and priorities.

o  Work product: briefing materials for congressional meetings.

Task 3: Finalize Project Agenda, Descriptions, & Project Submission (Jan — Feb 03). The
Ferguson Group continues to work with the Clients to develop and refine our project requests.
TFG will continue to discuss congressional comments on our project agenda.

TFG will work with the Clients to finalize project descriptions and supporting materials for
project submission - including subcommittee and Member questionnaires — for both FY 04
appropriations and T3 reauthorization. TFG will draft correspondence to congressional offices
requesting support for projects. TFG will coordinate communications with congressional offices
and confirm submission of project requests in advance of congressional deadlines. TFG also
provides to congressional offices, whenever possible, draft correspondence for the use of
congressional offices.

¢ Work product: project descriptions, supporting materials, congressional correspondence and
other communications,

Project Advocacy. Our approach to project advocacy is based on the following two precepts:

e Our clients are the best advocates for our projects; and
e The more we ease burdens on congressional offices, the more success we realize.

With the foregoing in mind, the project advocacy component and phase of our strategy includes
the tasks outlined below.

Task 4: Project Submission and Initial Support (Jan — April 03). This task overlaps with
Task 3 of the project development phase. While ensuring project submission deadiines are met
by the Client as well as by the congressional offices, TFG advocates on behalf of the Client for
early congressional support for the Clients’ project agenda — both the appropriations side and the
T3 side. TFG supports congressional staff with project descriptions and draft correspondence to
appropriations committees in support of funding requests. TFG drafts correspondence from the
Client requesting project support and provides project background memoranda to congressional
staff. TFG meets with congressional staff to ensure project submission and support. TFG is also
available to work with the Clients’ public relations officers to develop local and regional support
for project requests. When appropriate, TFG also coordinates communications with the Office

The Ferguson Group
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of Management and Budget to facilitate consideration of project support in the President’s
budget request.

s Work product: communications with congressional offices, draft Client correspondence, draft
congressional correspondence, congressional memoranda, any and all project support
material required or requested by congressional committees, communications with Clients’
public relations officer regarding local and regional support for projects, communications
with OMB regarding President’s budget request.

Task 5: Client Advocacy (Mar — May 03). TFG will continue to provide full advocacy support
to the Clients, including but not limited to meeting scheduling, briefing materials and talking
points for meetings, meeting attendance and participation, and travel assistance, TFG staff will
continue to accompany the Clients to meetings in Washington and California, and follows up on
action items resulting from meetings, including letters of appreciation. TFG will also advises the
Clients regarding additional communications at key points throughout the reauthorization and
appropriations processes, and provides draft correspondence, contact information, and talking
points to the Clients, In addition, TFG will draft and submit congressional testimony on behalf
of the Clients in support of all funding requests. TFG will also advise the Clients regarding
building and maintaining a strong working relationship with congressional offices, and as
appropriate, with Administration officials and staff.

e  Work product: meeting schedules, briefing materials, talking points, draft correspondence,
communications with the Clients, congressional testimony, assistance with accommodations.

Task 6: TFG Advocacy (Ongoing). Throughout the T3 reauthorization process and the FY 04
budget process, TFG will regularly communicate with Members of Congress, their staff, and key
committee staffers in support of the Clients’ funding requests. TFG will meet and communicate
regularly with congressional offices. TFG will provide full support to congressional offices,
including support letters to authorizing committees, appropriations committees, talking points for
Member and staff meetings, memoranda regarding project and budget status, draft congressional
testimony, and other communications as requested by congressional offices. TFG will track
legislation of interest to the Clieats, including appropriations and other legisiation, and will
report key developments in the legislative process to the Clients. TFG staff will continue to
attend relevant committee hearings and markups and will provide updates to the Clients.

e Work product: communications with congressional representatives, draft correspondence,
support materials, memoranda for congressional offices regarding project status, and other
support as requested and needed by congressional offices, attend congressional hearings.

Task 7: Client Communications (Ongoing). The Ferguson Group’s presence in Northern
California has always promoted open and easy communications between our team and the
Clients. TFG will continue to be fully accessible to the Clients, providing regular written reports
regarding project status, being available for meetings in Solano County and elsewhere in
Northern California as necessary, and being available via telephone and email to answer
questions and respond to other inquiries and requests from the Clients. In addition to meetings
with the Clients, TFG is available to attend other meetings in Northern California of interest to

The Ferguson Group
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the Clients, including joint powers authority meetings, advisory board meetings, and other
meetings. TFG personnel is also available to the Clients at anytime to check and track the status
of any legislation or regulatory activity at the federal level, as well as to advise the Clients
regarding any potential impact of the matter on the Clients. In addition, TFG would track local
and regional news affecting the projects and the Clients, and draws germane issues and
opportunities to the attention of Clients.

e  Work product: meetings in Solano County and Northern California, written status reports,
other communications as necessary, meetings with other relevant entities, respond to
information requests from the Clients, monitor local and regional news.

Task 8: Outcomes and Project Assessment (Sept 03 — Mar 04). Upon final determinations by
Congress or agencies, TFG reports results to the Clients immediately upon information
availability, and provides copies of relevant legislation, congressional reports, and other
documents when made available to TFG or the public. TFG debriefs congressional offices
regarding project results and reports findings to the Clients. TFG also provides outcomes
assessments, assisting TFG and the Clients in formulating the Clients’ federal agenda for the
next cycle. TFG also provides draft letters of appreciation as appropriate.

Work product: communications regarding results and assessment of federal agenda, debriefing
congressional offices regarding outcomes.

C. Project Team.

The Ferguson Group is composed of professional lobbyists who have spent the majority of their
professional careers working in congressional offices and as federal lobbyists. In addition to the
Principal managing the client’s projects and issues, our firm makes available the expertise and
resources of all of our professionals and tailors our efforts to best meet the demands of a specific
project.

Qur project team will remain in place as we move forward, ensuring continuity of representation and
continued expansion of our “institutional knowledge” of each project.

¢ Michael Miller, Partner — Napa, California

Michael represents local and regional governments, specializing in appropriations law and
process. Michael focuses on transportation, economic development, and water resources.
Michael is former Counsel to Congressman Robert T. Matsui (D-CA) in Washington, where he
focused on transportation authorizations and appropriations, as well as other regional issues and
projects. He received his B.A. with High Honors in Political Science from the University of
California. He received his J.D. from the College of William and Mary in Virginia, and his
LL.M (Master of Laws) from the University of the Pacific. Michael is a member of the State Bar
of California.

The Ferguson Group
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e Leslie C. Mozingo, Partner — Washington, D.C.

Leslie represents municipal governments and transportation authorities and focuses on strategies
for authorization and appropriations for transportation projects. Leslie is former Legislative
Assistant to Congressman E. Clay Shaw, Jr. (R-FL), where she focused on trangportation and
commerce issues and projects. Leslie received her B.S. in Business from the University of
Alabama, and her MBA in Marketing, summa cum laude, from The American University in
Washington, D.C.

¢ William Hanka, Partner — Washington, D.C.

Bill represents client interests in securing federal funding and regulatory relief, especiaily for
transportation-related matters. He is formerly of counsel to the firm of Baker, Donelson,
Bearman & Caldwell in Washington, D.C., where he advised public and private clients on a
variety of issues, including utility deregulation, transportation and land use projects, workplace
issues, and environmental regulations. He is a former legislative director to U.S. Representative
George R. Nethercutt, Jr. (R-WA), where he specialized in appropriations, natural resources,
military base closure, and agriculture issues. He is a former deputy director of legislative affairs
for Vice President Dan Quayle, where he worked closely with Members of Congress and their
staff to implement the Administration’s legislative agenda. Bill is a former assistant to the
minority counsel of the U.S. Senate Labor Subcommittee. He received a B.A. from Purdue
University and a J.D. from Catholic University.

¢ Kristi Arcularius, Senior Associate — Napa, California

Kristi focuses on transportation, water, economic development, and environmental policy and
appropriations issues. Kristi is a former staff assistant for California Assemblyman Jim Battin,
and was an intern for District of Columbia Office of the Corporation Counsel, concentrating on
legal and legislative issues concerning the abuse and neglect of children and the elderly. Kristi is
also a former intern for California Cattlemen’s Association, focusing at the state and federal
level on land, water, and air quality issues. Kristi received her B.A. in Political Science from the
University of California at Davis.

The Ferguson Group
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D. Agreement Terms — Professional Services and Expenses.
The Ferguson Group proposes to represent the Clients under our existing agreement terms.

Once again, The Ferguson Group is pleased to have the opportunity to present this scope of work
to the Solano Transportation Authority, the City of Fairfield, the City of Vacaville, and the City
of Vallejo. Please feel free to contact Mike Miller at (707) 254-8400 with any questions or
comments regarding this scope of work. Thank you.

The Ferguson Group
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Agenda Item VIH
April 9, 2003

S51Ta

Solano Cranspottation »Udhortty

DATE: April 1, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director
RE: Accounting Consultant Assistance

Background:
The STA employs 14 full-time staff and retains several consultants to carry out the priorities of

the STA Board and its member agencies. In July 2001, the STA Board authorized the Executive
Director to retain consultant services to support the STA in two areas of critical need: 1. Project
Management and 2. Finance and Transit Funding.

PROJECT MANAGEMENT

In July of 2001, Dale Dennis (Project Delivery Management Group — PDM) was retained to
provide project management consultant services. Initially, he served in the dual role of
managing the STA’s TRCP and STIP funded projects and providing selective tasks for the
vacant Director for Projects position. With the hiring of Mike Duncan in May of 2002, the
consultant services provided by Dale Dennis have been narrowed to serving as the project
manager consultant for the I-80/680/780 Corridor Study, 1-80/680/SR 12 Interchange EIS/R and
North Connector EIS/R.

BUDGET/TRANSIT FUNDING

Also in July 2001, the STA retained Nancy Whelan, Whelan Consulting, to provide consulting
services in the area of budgeting and finance, and transit funding, Over the past 21 months,
Nancy Whelan has assisted the STA in developing its FY 2002/03 and 2003/04 budget, has
completed the preparation of quarterly financial reports, and has analyzed and monitored STA’s
revenues and expenditures. In the area of transit funding, she has developed transit funding
plans for Transit Route 30 and Solano Paratransit, updated and refined the State Transit
Assistance Fund (STAF) and Regional Paratransit STAF funds, assisted staff in preparing the
submittal of annual TDA and STAF claims, and provided support to staff during the annual MTC
Unmet Transit Needs process.

ACCOUNTING

Since 1996, the STA has contracted with the City of Vacaville to provide several administrative
and fiscal support functions including: 1) Accounting, 2) Payroll, 3) Personnel Services, and 4)
Legal Services. In July 2002, the STA retained Chuck Lamoree as a consultant to provide legal
services following his retirement as the City of Vacaville’s City Attorney,

Discussion:

Under the direction of the STA Board, the STA has assertively and successfully pursued and
obtained a number of new funding sources and grants. Between FY 1998/1999 to FY 2002/03,
the STA has increased the number of funding sources and grants managed by the agency from
eight to an estimated 25. This significant increase in the number of revenue sources managed by

59




staff has significantly increased the workload on a variety of administrative functions,
particularly accounting., The accounting services provided by the City of Vacaville is limited to
the general ledger and is utilized to account for and document expenditures, revenues and cash
flow for the STA’s various funds. In addition, STA staff must perform additional accounting
activities required for the specific fund management of federal, state and regional funding
sources. In addition to the STA’s regular and independent annual audit, eight additional audits
were conducted in FY 2001/2002 and 2002/2003 by various regional, state and federal agencies
such as Caltrans and BAAQMD.

Currently, a variety of STA staff collectively share the responsibility for fund management and
accounting. Generally, fund management responsibilities reside with the departments of Project
Development (Mike Duncan), Strategic Planning (Dan Christians) and SNCI (Elizabeth
Richards). Administrative Services (Kim Cassidy) provides fund management support and
performs the bulk of the internal accounting tasks. As part of the completion of the STA Annual
Audit, one of the primary management recommendations included the retaining of dedicated
accounting staff to ensure adequate accounting services for the agency. Currently, STA
management staff is assessing the agency’s staffing and programmatic needs in preparation for a
full amendment to the FY 2003/04 budget in June 2003 (a minor amendment has been agendized
this month to account for several new FY 2003/04 revenue sources). In September 2002, the
STA Board authorized staff to assess the STA’s current fund management and accounting
system. Staff is preparing to retain consultant services to undertake this study this month with
the evaluation to be completed in July/August of 2003. In order to address the STA’s critical
need for accounting assistance in the short-term without committing to hiring full-time staff, 1
am recommending the Board authorize $10,000 for a Consultant to provide specific Accounting
Services (see attachment A).

Fiscal Impact:
The fiscal impact for this consultant assistance is $10,000. This will be offset by expenditure
saving in FY 2002/03 Services section of the STA budget.

Recommendation:
Authorize Executive Director to retain a consultant to provide accounting services for an amount
not to exceed $10,000.

Attachment A: Scope of Work for Accounting Services Consultant
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ATTACHMENT A

Consultant — Accounting Services

Scope of Work
(dated 4/2/03)

Scope of Work

The following work tasks provide the framework and list of responsibilities for a
consultant to provide the STA with Accounting Services in support of the agency’s
accounting, budget, and project management functions.

1.

Reconcile “Revenue Detail” and “Expenditure Detail” Accounting Reports

Reconcile “Revenue Detail” reports from Vacaville Accounting/Eden system to
STA deposit reports and deposit slips prepared by STA.

Reconcile “Revenue Detail” to correspond to budget and account totals, and
account codes.

Reconcile “Expenditure Detail” reports from Vacaville Accounting/Eden system
to STA expenditure reports prepared by STA.

Reconcile “Expenditure Detail” to correspond to budget and account totals.
Analyze and Reconcile Budget Revenues and Expenditures

Compare revenue received (actual) with revenue budgeted and report differences.
Compare actual expenditures with expenditures budgeted and report differences.

Provide Accounting Support for the Administrative and Project Management
Functions

Assist project management and administration with preparing grant
reimbursement requests and tracking receipt revenues,

Develop and prepare detailed and specific accounting reports to assist in the
development of quarterly fiscal reports.

Provide accounting support to the Administrative Team in preparation for the
STA’s Annual Audit.

Provide accounting support to the Project Management And Strategic Planning

Departments in preparation for audits of specific fund sources, revenues and
grants.
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Agenda Item VII.A
April 9, 2003

SmTa

Solana Cransportation Authortty

DATE: April 1, 2003
TO: STA Board
FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director
Nancy Whelan, Nancy Whelan Consulting
RE: Amendment to FY 2002-03 Budget and

FY 2003-04 Budget

Background:
At the November 2002 STA Board meeting, revisions to the FY 2002-03 budget format and

amounts were approved. Since then, through regular monitoring of the budgeted and actual
expenditures and revenues, staff has identified a few changes to the FY 2002-03 and FY 2003-04
budget.

Discussion:

Attached for Board review is a summary of the proposed changes to the FY 2002-03 budgeted
expenditures (Attachment A). As the summary indicates, there is no net change to the total
expenditure budget. However, anticipated savings in certain line items are proposed for
reallocation to other line items to cover increased expenditures for employee benefits, contract
employees, and additional consulting studies. The proposed revised budget is shown in
Attachment B.

Staff is preparing a more comprehensive budget revision to the FY 2003-04 budget for the
Board’s consideration at the June 2003 board meeting. To date, the following changes in
revenue sources have been identified and will be included in the FY 2003-04 update:

¢ Addition of $80,000 for the Community Based Organizations (CBO) grant for
community based transit studies in Dixon, Cordelia, and Vallejo.

e Addition of $3,300 for the LIFT grant to assist Rio Vista in implementing a Welfare to
Work vanpool service.

¢ Addition of $185,000 in TEA 21 funds to prepare environmental studies for the Jepson
Parkway.

e Adjustment of BAAQMD revenues from $369,974 to $441,095 to reflect additional
anticipated carryover funds. .

Recommendation:
Approve the adjustments to the FY 2002-03 Budget shown in the attachments.

Attachments: Attachment A — Summary of Proposed FY 2002-03 Budget Changes
Attachment B — FY 2002-03 Budget Revenues
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SUMMARY OF PROPOSED FY 2002-03 BUDGET CHANGES

March 31, 2003

Proposed
Adopted Revised

EXPENDITURES Budget Budget Difference |Notes

STA Salaries and Benefits 788,330 788,330 0|Workers Comp rate adjustment increased benefits by $4,776; offset by salary savings

SNCI Salaries and Benefits 288,211 270,851 -27,360|Workers Comp rate adjustment increased benefits by $1,802; offset by salary savings
Increased salaries by $1,161 due to computation error; offset by satary savings
Reduction of $27,360 to account for contract employee costs

SNC1 Part-time 4,000 31,360 27,360 Increase in contract employee costs from approximately 5 weeks to 52 weeks

STA Services and Supplies 487,970 487,970 0| Savings from various services line ifems for reallocation to:

o
KN

Cost Aliocation Plan Study of $8,500
Accounting Review of $10,000

Measure E Study of $20,000

Accounting Consuliing Assistance of $10,000
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SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
FY 2002-03 BUDGET
PROPOSED REVISIONS APRIL 1, 2003

ATTACHMENT B

REVENUES November April EXPENDITURES Hovembny Aprl
Operstions Adeptod Praposad Operations Adopted Proposad
GasTax $277 410 $277.410) STA Salaries & Benefils: £788,330) 5788,330
TOA 386,617 366,617 STA Part TimefComp TimaOvertime| 20,0001 20,000
STP Plarning 130,000, 136,000 STA Gervices bnd Supplies 437,270 467,970
STR/STHE Swap 31715 331,714 Board Bpenses| 41 440
STP PPM 34,109 34,199 SNG Salarles & Benells g
TFCA BAAOMD 20,238 20,239 SNCY Part ime/Comp Time/Overiime
TFCA BNCI 151,020 151,620 SMGE Services & Bupplies 124,882 174,882
TDA Arficle 3 8,000 8,000 Conrintions to STA Reserve Accounl| 50,000 50,000
TGRP 4-BOGEDS 2| 50,0001 60,000
TCRP Norih Connectar 60,000 60,000, Sublolal d1,814.633 54,814,833
PCRP| 25,000 23,000
MTC Rideshare, 336,640 336,640 Strategic Planning
DMy AVA, 5,000 £.000 Planning MansgementiAdministration 10,000 10,000
Camprehensive Transperiation Plan 75,000/ 75,000
Model DevelopmenlMaintenance 460.000 480,000
Subiclal 34815833 $1,8/5.833 Expenditwe Pian 216,000 216,000
Countywide Padesiian/Trails Plan 110.081 110,081
Strategic Planning Countywide Blcycle Plan 5,000 £,000
TOA Planning 30,000 30,080 Traffic Safely Plan Update| 10,060 18,000
STAF 400,000! 400,000 Union Stivtain St Feasitiity Study, 20,000 20,000,
STAF Pianning 40,000 40,000 NapasSclanc Ral Shidy 125.000 125,000
STP Pranning 10,000 10,000 DixorsAubum Ral Shudy 60,000 60,000,
STR/STIP Swap 80,000, 80,000 Contra Cosla/Saotano Rall Shidy 65,000 65,000
STIF PPM 101,000 101,000
8TIP 350,000 360,000
YSAQMD 26,0001 20,0001 Sublolal 1,170,061 84,176,081
TOA Articla 3 27,000 27,000
Stale TEA, 68,08% 68,081 Project O
Donafons $40.000 $40.000 Praject Mordlordng| 49,160 42,100,
Preject 10,000 10,0001
Suplotal 51,176,087 §1 {76091 1-80 Coridor Shudy (Segmenls &-7}| 25,050 26,050/
-80/680/780 Corr Study {Seg 2-7) 710,700] 710,700
Profect & HBO/GB07 80 Govt Transil Study 250,000/ 250,000
STAF 20,000 20000 Sentor and Disabled Transi Study| 100.000| 190,000/
STAF Reglonal Paratransit 80,000 80,000
STRISTIP Swap 350,000 350,000
STiP PPM 78867 78,807 Sublotal $7,145850 $1,145850
STIF TAR #1 19,160 19,100
TP TAP ¥2 30.000 30.000 Capital Profects
TCRP Comidor Shudy| 517,943 $17.943 Japson Perkway| 260,332 250332
PCRR $250.000 $250.000 HB0/G8I/12 inlerchange PAED) 1,227,000 1,327,000
BP&ER $300,000| $300,00¢ Norih Canneclar PAED 855,000 655,000
Sublotal $1.145850 31, 145850
Sublolal 322,242,332 32242332
Capltal Projects
8TiP| 260,332 260,332 $TA Programs
TCRP 1806802 1,327,000 1327.000 Marketing Program| £5,000 55,0001
TCRP Norlb Connectar, 656,000/ 855,000 SelanaLinks Marketing| 45,000 35,000
Evenls! 32.000 32,000
TFCA Air Quanly Program;
Sublola! §2,242,332 32,242,332 - Fairfiald CNG Bus Program 75,000 75.000
- Benicia Bus Stop Program 75,0001 75000
STA Programs - Falfield Electric Chargers | 27,000 27,000,
Gas Tax| 10,100 10,100 - Fairfield Bus Trefllc Sigmal Priaritzation| 100,060 100,000
STAF Fianning 102,600, 102,600, - Sgleng College Efectric Chasgers, 30,060, 30,000,
TFCA BAAQMD 372,627, 3rzer - Unalocaled| 65827 65,627
TFCA SNCI 5,000 5,000 Abandoned Vehlcla Abatemant Program 395,060, 385,080
DMV AVA Pragram 395,060 395,060
Desabians 4,900 4900
Sublots! $503,687 4989457
Sublatel $830.287 $689,087
SNCI Programs
SNCI Programs Epeciefized Cily Services| 10,000 10.000
TFCA SNCI 161,000: 164,060 Mew Residenl Quireach 10,000 10.000
TSADMOD SNCI 27.260; 27,260 General Markeling Pragram 40,000 40.000;
MTC Ridashara 27,500, 27500 Incentves 50,000 60,600
Donelons 3,575 3576 Employerilanpoal Quireach Pragram| 20,000, 26,000
) Ondine ¢ 15.000 15,000
Guaranleed Ride Home Progrem 40,260 40,260
Sublolal $219,3535 3210335 BlksLinks Maps 14,075 14,075
Bike 1o Wark Campaign 10,000 10,000
Transil Programs
STAF Reglonal Parafrensil 100,000 100,000,
TFCA BAAQMD 26,800 25,800 Sublotat $219.335 §219,335
YSAGMD 40,000 40,000
Clher 1,232,062 1,232,662 Transit Programs
Solano Paratranst Operations 281,147 481,147
Transit Roule 30 OperaSons 141.800 141,800
Subiotal $1,308,852 §1,388.862 Trensh Rowe 30 Capital 428,119 429, {14]
Solano Paratransli Cepital a46,798 G796
Local Agency ProgiProjects
STAF 264313 24413
8TiP ADPE 113364 113,384 Subiatal 31,385,802 $1,305,862
TCI 691,000 £91,000
Local Agaticy Prog/Projects
Sulsyn Chy Ambrek Lot improvements 591.00¢ 591,000
Sublolal 3394;3,877 3948677 Capitol Corridor Prelim Stetfon Design| 113,364 113,384
Validlo Transit Capital 22,932 82932
TOTAL, ALL REVENUES 48,836,657 39,53.657% Loca Transit Shudles (FF, RV, Valejo} B 161,281
Sublaial §948,677 048,677
TOTAL, ALL EXPENBITURES $9,835,857 $9,835,667

65




Agenda Item VII.B
April 9, 2003

S51a

DATE: April 1, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director

RE: MTC/CMA Partnership — Transportation/Land Use Work Plan

Background:
Last vear, MTC began to develop policies pertaining to the linkage of transportation and land

use. This was due in part to follow up to legislation carried unsuccessfully last year by State
Senator Tom Torlakson (SB 1243) that pitted MTC versus the Association of Bay Area
Governments (ABAG). The legislation focused on the governance structure of both regional
boards and encouraged a better integration of transportation and land use. MTC is also interested
in working with the nine CMAs and local governments in the region to develop policies and
incentives that build upon the successful Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) and
Housing Incentive Program (HIP) programs developed by MTC. On the same topic, ABAG
released the draft results of its Smart Growth/Livability Footprint Project on October 17" and in
January 2003 released a draft Regional Forecast for population, housing and employment that
reflects the policies contained in the Footprint Project. This modified forecast could have
significant policy implications on the region in the form of the air quality conformity and traffic
modeling that MTC will develop in the preparation of the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan
(RTP) and the subsequent regional housing needs assessments (RHNA) that provide the housing
numbers that local governments must plan for in their housing elements.

STA POLICIES AND ACTIVITIES RELATED TO TRANSPORTATION/LAND USE

One of the implementation tasks identified by the STA Board in the Comprehensive
Transportation Plan is the development of a Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC)
Program. This task is item #30 on the STA Board’s adopted list of priority projects. Staff has
initiated this process through the Alternative Modes Subcommittee in preparation for the
STA/YSAQMD Conference on April 11, 2003. The STA has also developed a “Toolkit” in
partnership with Solano’s City and County Planner’s Group, the Alternative Modes
Subcommittee and the YSAQMD. The STA’s TLC program is being developing in anticipation
of allocating future federal countywide TLC and Enhancement funds that will be available as
part of the first programming cycle of TEA 3 funds.

As part of the informational briefing provided to the Board in February 2003, staff highlighted
several plans and programs developed by the STA, in partnership with its member agencies, that
touch on the linkage between transportation and land use in specific instances and applications.
These efforts included the following:

1. The Jepson Parkway Concept Plan developed in 2000,

2. The policies and prioritization criteria for the allocation of federal enhancement funds
that were adopted in 2001.
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3. The Alternative Modes Element of the Comprehensive Transportation Plan that was
adopted in 2002 and contains a list of TLC candidate projects submitted by each of our
eight member agencies that total an estimated $80 million.

EXPANDED MTC/CMA PARTNERSHIP

As mentioned previously, MTC staff initiated discussions with the Bay Area CMA Association
(CMA directors) regarding the continuing transportation and land use discussions within the
region and at the State Capitol. Attached are MTC’s proposed policies targeted at expanding the
MTC/CMA partnership that currently exists through a regional planning agreement between
MTC and each of the nine Bay CMAs (attachment A). Also attached are “Principles on
Transportation Land Use Policy Proposals developed by the Bay Area CMA Association and the
scope of work for STA’s current agreement with MTC (attachments B). MTC allocates
$140,000 a year in federal Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds to the STA and has
committed to increasing this amount to $240,000 in FY 2003/04.

Jim Spering, the STA’s new Chair and Solano County’s MTC Commissiconer, requested the STA
Board discuss and consider MTC’s proposal to expand the MTC/CMA partnership at the
February 6" Board meeting. Concurrently, I was designated by the Bay Area CMA Association
to develop a draft list of work task items pertaining to the better integration of transportation and
land use to be considered as part of this expanded role for CMAs, Attached is the initial list of
proposed work task items prepared by STA staff for discussion by the STA Board and the CMA
Directors (attachment D). This list was developed based on a combination of the foflowing:
1. Current policies adopted by the STA Board.
2. Work activities contained in the MTC/STA agreement for federal STP funds for
transportation planning.
3. The list of STA priority project and studies currently underway or anticipated in FY
2002/03 and 2003/04.

At the suggestion of MTC staff, several tasks pertaining to ABAG’s responsibility for the
development of the Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) were originally added to
potentially complement ABAG/MTC discussions. At the February Board meeting, staff
recommended to the STA Board that this list of potential MTC/CMA work tasks also be
presented to the Solano Mayor’s Conference, Board of Supervisors, Solano City Manager’s
Association and Solano City and County Planner’s Group for review and comment. In addition,
staff included a recommendation for the resources necessary for each CMA to support these
additional work tasks. This recommendation was subsequently endorsed by the Bay Area CMA
Association and forwarded to MTC as part of the proposed work program.,

On February 6, 2003, staff provided the STA Board with an informational presentation on this
topic and requested feedback, comments and policy direction. STA Board Member Len
Augustine noted his opposition to any regional agencies (ABAG, MTC or STA) encroaching on
the land use authority of cities and counties. STA Chair Jim Spering commented that this
expanded work plan is intended to serve the dual purpose of ensuring the protection of local land
use authority and providing a vehicle and resources (through the STA) for cities and counties to
plan, fund and construct projects that provide an improved integration between land use and
transportation. He requested staff add language strengthening and clarifying support for the land
use authority of cities and counties. Board Member John Silva noted he shared a similar concern
about protecting the land use sovereignty of local government and that this work plan, as
presented, would not usurp local land use control. He requested staff provide a similar briefing
to the following groups in the order specified: g8




Solano City and County Planner’s Group
Solano City Manager’s Association
Solano Mayor’s Conference

Solano County Board of Supervisors

hall

Concurrent to these presentations, MTC and CMA staffs have continued to discuss and refine the
work plan. At the request of MTC’s Executive Director, Steve Heminger, the proposed Work
Program has been subdivided into four separate task areas and the reference to ABAG areas of
responsibilities have been removed from the proposed MTC/CMA work plan and shifted to a
cover letter requesting MTC and ABAG consider discussing these two additional proposed tasks
in concert with the CMAs. This draft work plan is designed to provide flexibility, through a
menu of eligible work tasks, to enable each of the nine Bay Area CMAs to tailor a specific work
plan to meet the priorities and conditions of its specific county.

Discussion:

This item has been presented for discussion and input to the Solano City and County Planner’s
Group, the Solano City Manager’s Association and the Solano Mayor’s Conference. A
presentation is scheduled for the Solano County Board of Supervisors on April 8" A
presentation was also provided to the Alternative Modes Subcommittee and the STA TAC and
Transit Consortium.

INPUT ON WORK PLAN

The following is a summary of the comments provided on the draft work plan:

The Planner’s Group noted their concern about item #5 pertaining to the review of General Plans
and item # 10 pertaining to having STA serve as the forum for the Regional Housing Needs
Assessment (RFINA) process in Solano County (see attachment F). The City Manager’s
generally agreed with the Planning Group’s comments. As currently crafted, the STA is
already engaged in 5 of the 12 potential tasks (excluding the RHNA and Regional Forecast tasks)
identified in the work plan and 3 additional tasks are identified in the STA’s Priority Projects
Work Plan for FY 2002/03 and 2003/04. Staff recommends support of the proposed MTC/CMA
Transportation/Land Use Work Plan (attachment G) and recommends the STA Board to
authorize the Executive Director to request the additional resources and to begin preparing a
draft work plan for FY 2002/03 and 2003/04.

Recommendation:

Approve the following recommendations:

1. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with MTC for an integrated
transportation and land use work plan for an annual amount of $150,000 in regional
transportation planning funds.

2. Direct staff to finalize the draft MTC/STA Transportation/Land Use Work Plan for FY’s
2003/04, 2004/05 and 2005/06 in conjunction with the Solano City and County Planner’s
Group and Alternative Modes Subcommittee, for consideration and approval by the STA
Board.
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Attachments:

Cawp

G ™

MTC’s Principles on Transportation and L.and Use Integration

CMA’s Principles on Transportation/Land Use Policy Proposals

Current MTC/STA STP Planning Work Program (3% Planning Funds)

Original List of Potential Work Program Tasks for Expanded MTC/CMA
Partnership Focused on Transportation/Land Use & Proposed Resources/Budget
for Expanded MTC/CMA Partnership

Summary of Comments Provided by Solano City and County Planners

Modified MTC/CMA Work Plan (dated March 31, 2003)

. Draft MTC/STA three year Work Plan
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1.

ATTACHMENT A.

MTC PR]NC[PLES ON TRANSPDRTATIONILAND USE INTEGRATION
" ‘December 2002

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) supports a closer iniegration of regional
transportation policy with local land use decisions. Evidence of this commitment includes: the
overwhelming funding emphasis in the Reglonal Transportation Plan (RTP) on sustalntng
existing road and fransit infrastructure that serves the Bay Area urban core; the
GCommission's decision in the 2001 RTP to triple the funding level for the award-winhing
Transportation for Livable Communities program; and the agency's izadership rols as the ‘
largest fundlng partner in the Regional Agencies Smart Growth Project.

As afurther step along this path, MTC proposes to engageihe nine county-ieve! congestion,
rmanagement agencies {CMAS) in a new smart growth and housing parinership, This new
partnership would respec! the authority of local governments io make iand use decisions;
extend the MTC/CMA linkage that already exists for transportation pianmng ‘and ‘
programming; acknowiedge that the CMA enabling statue explicitly recognizes theirrole in
monitoring and mitigating the effects of local iant use decisions on the transportation .
network; and take advantsge of the fact that most CMA boards include representatlon from
each city and county organized on a sub-raglonal basis, :

The following manu of optmns could compnse the work. program for the new MTCIGMA
partnershlp . ,

x  Ingentives — Both the San'Mateo CMA and MTC have instituted housing incentive -
programs that dedicate fransporiation funds towards encouraging local jurisdictions to
approve additional housing adjacent fo fransit nodes. An expansion of these or mmilar
programs should be explored.

= Mitigation — A’s noted above, their enabling statute requires CMASs to establish level of
- service standards, monitor violations, and ensure mitigation of deficlencies by the
responsible logal jurisdiction. A variation of strengthening of this approach coutd be
investigated, with special attentmn ‘cn managlng tne impacts of transit-oriented
developrnant. o

»  Pianning — improved transportat:onlland L5E planmng couid iake 2 number of forms. The
CMAs could take the lead in-corridor or station area planning to support greater housing
density near MTC Resolution No. 3434 transit extensions, This same:approach could be
pursust more broadly in parinership with the Association of Bay Area Governments -
(ABAG) and the CMAs in refining and implementing the praferred "network of -
neighborhooeds” alternative emerging from the Smart Growth Project.

' Best Practices —MTC and the CMAs should consider promoting best praciices from

- transit — and town center-oriented development both. outside and within the Bay Ares,
with a special focus on losal examples near BART, Caltrain, Muni, and VTA rall stations,

»  Housing Needs — MTC and the CMAs could engage ABAG in dialogue about a potential
delegation of it's regional housing needs allocation process to CMAs with the atiendant
responsibility to broker agreements on jursdiction-leve! housing assignments within each
county. This is similar to the process established by the Southern California Association
of Governments in portions of the Los Angeles meatropolitan area.

MTC opposes a merger with. ABAG because such a consolidation will not affect the pattern of
growth in the Bay Area as neither regional agency nas land use authority. A merger also is
unlikely to save significant public funds, since the two agencles already co-own the same
office building and, there are no major redundani staff functions. Finally, closer consideration
beiween the iwo agencies can be fostered without 2 merger, such as through the recent
formation of the Regional Agency GCoordinating Commitiee and the new CMA parinership
proposed above.
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ATTACHMENT B

BAY AREA CNMA ASSOCIATION

Principles
: Related to Potential | egisiation
~ For Enhancing the Connection between Transportation and Land Development
Draft 12-31-02

The following principles have been prepared by the CMA Execufive Direcfors as a
guidefine for any development of legislation to enhance the connection betwesn
transportafion and fand development. The development of a regional consensus on an
appreach fo connecting land development and fransportafion is essential. The
development of a process fo reach this regional consensus is also essential The
following Principles are intended fo provide & possible starting point for the regional

tiscussion as well as a starling poinf for each CMA as it develops its position on this
matter.

Principles

1. Responsibility for addressing land use and transportation linkages should, to the
greatest exient possible, be deiegated to the lowest responsible governance
level — typically citiss and counties — within the framework of regional goals and
objectives. _

2. The process of connecting land use and transportatzon decisions should
replicate the *bottoms up, guided by regional goals” approach currently used by -
MTC, CMA's and local government for transportation planning. If a regional
growth strategy or plan is to be developed, the relationship between MTC, the
CMAs, and cities/counties provides a model for the process that should be used
by the regional agencies to develop such a plan. As an example:

a The CMA’s (or the agsncy responsible for preparing the Countywide

Transportation Plan) would develop a Countywide Growth Plan based on City
and County General Plans.

b. Countywide Growth Plans would serve as the foundation of the Regional
Growth Strategy prepared by MTC and ABAG.

c. Any Repgional Growth Strategy must be consistent with each Countywide
Growth Plan and Countywide Transporiation Plan.

d. The CMA’s (or the agency responsible for preparing the Countywide
Transportation Plan) would coordinate a countywide implementation of the
Regional Growth Strategy/Countywide Growth Plan in consultation with its
member agencies. '

e. Federal Planning Funds and other Regional Discrefionary Funds are
necessary to support this effort. Funding would be aliocatad to the CMA's (or
the agency respongible for preparing the Countywide Transportation Plan) to
assist the CMIA's, the cities and the County in developing Countywide Grow’th
Fians.

3. Improved connections betwsen land development and transportation should be
promated through incentives and fargeted investment rather than penaliies.
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4. MTC, ABAG, the CMA's, counties and cities shouid collectively define the roles
and functions associated with any new procass. '
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ATTACHMENT C -

MTC / Solano County CMA Interapency Agreement
FY 2000-200) through FY 2002-2003

Papge 9

APPENDIX A: SCOPE OF WORK AND BUDGET

MTC/CMA PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING AGREEMENT

TASKS. PRODUCTS AND BUDGET

CONGESTION MANAGEMENT AGENCY
PLANNING AND PROGRAMMING
2000/2001 - 2003/2004 TASK.S AND PRODUCTS

Objectives '

To assist MTC in implementing federal and State transportation planning and programming by
tepresenting the local transportation interests within the county and coordinating with regional,
State and federal interests. To disseminate information to and coordinate with loeal jurisdictions
and transit operators. To prepare and refine transportation plans, programs and projects for the
county responsive to federal, State, and regional requirements, goals and policies. To coordinate
cotinty and city priorities for MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), Regional '
Trans:portahon Trnprovement Plan (R'TIP) and other regional efforts, -

Description
The Congestion Managcment Agency (CMA) or formally demgnated substltuie agency of each

county shall conduct specific planning and programming activities to assist MTC in meeting the
requirements of federal TEA 21 legislation and related State and-regional planning and
programmmg policies and guidelines. This shall include coordination of local interssts and

~ ongoing participation in the regional Partnership.

Previous and Ongoing Work
« County level Congestion Management Plan (CMP) and other countywide transportation
programsg, and affiliated Capital Improvement Programs (CIPS)
¢ Corridor Management Plans
« Countywide Transportation Plans
« Related plarming activities and corridor studies

Tasks and Related Products :
1. Develop Long-Range Countywide Transportation Priorities
In the context of the region’s long-tern goals, objectives and policies, provide 2 countywxde
perspective on major transportation planning issues, including the cities, transit operators,
and other transportation interests. Participate in the development of regional long-term
‘transportation investments policies and strategies.
v Assist in implementing this vision through establishing countywide priorities for
proposals of projects for MTC’s RTP.
+  Provide mput to the Blueprint and other long-range regional transportation plamung
 processes.
« Participate in the development of air quality strategies and analysis.
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MTC / Solano County CMA. Interagency Agreement
FY 2000-2007 throungh Y 2002-2003
) Page 10

Update the CMP, if apphc:able

Update the countywide travel demand model, and establish consxstency with MTC's
model.

May include development or update’of a Countymde Plan, as per Government Code
Section 66531, at the discretion of the county.

2. Participate in the development of long-term and short-~term land use/transportation
coordination strategies.

Assist MTC in implementing its approved transportation/land use policy. Support
development of Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) proposals within the
county, and the coordination of these projects with other projects within the county.
Assist MTC in responding to the TEA 21 directive to analyze the likely effect of
transportation policy decisions on land use and development.

Improve the coordination of land uge and transportation within the county through
refinement / updating of the analysis of the cumulative transportation impacts of land
use proposals throughout the county, Work with local jurisdictions, transit agencies,
and other transportation interests to dcvalop county level strategies to address land
nse/transportation issues.

Consider the development and analysis of altcrnatwe land use and transportation -
scenarios, in coordination with local jurisdictions, transit dgencies, and other
transportation interests within the county.

3. Sysiem Management and Operaﬁons _
Assist in MTC, Partnership, and local activities to improve the oparaﬂon of transp ortatmn as an
 integrated mulfi-modal syster, - : ;

Parficipate in the development of a System Management Plan and related activities.
Identify and coordinate operational strategies to improve moblllty and accessibility.
Agsist in the development of performance measures.

Assist MTC in the refinement and up datmc of the Metropohtan Transpoﬂatmn
System (MTS).

Support the implementation of regional customer service projects, and assist in
coordimating these projects and programs with others within the county.

4. Establish and Implement Countywide Programming Priorities

Develop a Capital Improvement Program (CIP) that reflects multi-modal emphases
and priorities, as input to varions procesges including the RTP, Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP), Regional Transportation Improvement Program / State
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP/STIP), and sales tax expenditnre plans.
Solicit input from transportation stakeholders; including transit operators. The CIP
may be part of the CMP or other relevant county or corridor based plans that establish
investment needs and priotities.

Play an active role in planning and programming STIP, STP, Congestion
Management and Air Quality (CMAQ), TEA and other State and federal funds.
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MTC / Solano County CMA Interagency Agreement
- . FY 2000-2001 through FY 2002-2003
- Page 11

» Participate in the development of regional criteria for programming transportation
Investments,

¢ Assist MTC in monitoring the progress of funded projects within the county and help
project sponsors meet important project delivery deadlines, ensuring funds are not lost
to the county or the region.

5. Assist in Development of Legislation
Asgist in the development of regionally sponsored transportation oriented legisiation and the
development of advocacy positions on proposed legislation.

6. General Tasks

» Serve as a facilitator and liaison for county, city, and transit interests, and as a conduit
for MTC for work with local jurisdictions as needed, including addressing federal and
State requirements, assisting in corridor studies, disseminating information to local
agencies on pertinent funding sources and requirements, regional programs, collecting
local date for MTC purposes, ete.

o Participate in the Bay Area Partnership committees, sub-committess, and working
gTOUpS. - L

s Assist MTC in evaluating technical planning tools {e.g., geographical information

. systems, signal thming coordination software, ete.).

Products ‘ ' ‘ Delivery Date

Refinement of the MTS (corrections and proposals) ' - Spring/Winter 2000
Proposals for the 2000 RTP and subsekluent RTPs | ' ' Surnmer/Fall 2000
. Capital ITmprovement Program Scheduls to be developed
f’rovide input to Systern Management Plan and Operationéﬂ Stratepies Summer/Fall 2000
Performance Measﬁres (developmcnt, data coordination) . Fall/Winter2000
Develop land use/transportation proposals o | Schedule to be-developed
Progress and Financial Reports | Quarterly
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ATTACHMENT D

Transportation Land Use Policy Proposals
1-30-03
Proposed Work Plan

The following bullets are intended to help facilitate discussions between CMAs and MTC
on possible activities to help further develop and implement the Bay Area’s
transportation land use policies and programs:

a

Develop and maintain Countywide TLC and HIP Plans and Countywide TLC and
HIP Programs, including identifying Candidates Projects for Countywide and
Regional TLC/HIP Funds.

Development of Best Practices or “toolkits” designed to promote and implement
downtown and transit-oriented developments, station plans and muhi-modal
corridors within each county including promoting land uses that support
mtermodal bus facilities, bus routes, vanpools/carpools, ferry and rail services.

Development of countywide TLC conferences/workshops/tralmng to foster,
encourage and implement TLC programs and projects.

Provide technical support to local jurisdictions to support development of TLC/
HIP projects, applications and grant submittals.

Review and comment on hnew proposed local general plans, general plan
amendments, vision plans, strategic plans, specific plans and downtown
revitalization/redevelopment plans.

Recommend various TLC and housing incentives and best practices, such as
bicycling, pedestrian, ridesharing, transit and transit-otiented improvements.

Develop and/or fund corridor and local concept plans consistent with local
TLC/HIP programs.

Develop plans and programs to mitigate transportation-related impacts from
transportation projects. These could include activities related to countywide traffic
impact fees, and local ordinances to promote and encourage more ridesharing and
transit usage.

Develop new and expanded implementation tools (by the CMA and its member
agencies) to provide effective mitigation measures required by environmental
impact studies to minimize and mitigate cumulative transportation-land use
impacts of new land uses. This could include such measures as developing or
helping to fund mitigation banks to mitigate impacts to biological, cultural
wetlands and other federal and state resources as a result of transportation
projects.
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o Housing Needs Allocations:
CMAs and MTC would engage ABAG 1n dialogue about a partial or entire
delegation of its regional housing needs allocation process to the CMAs with
the responsibility to allocate jurisdiction-level housing assignments with each
county.

0 In partnership with local jurisdictions within the county, review and provide
comment on Regional Projections for population, housing and jobs.
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ATTACHMENTE -

Dan Christians

From: Daryl Halls [dkhalls@sta-snci.com)]

Sent; Tuesday, February 25, 2003 8:52 AM

To: Dan Christians

Subject; RE: Comments on Transportation Land Use Work Plan Mtg. w City-County Planners

~----Original Message-----

From: Dan Christians [mailto:dchristians@sta-snci.com)]

Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2003 6:59 PM

To: Daryl Halis

Subject: Comments on Transportation Land Use Work Plan Mtg. w City-County Pianners
Darytl:

As requested, here are my notes from the City and County Planners Group meeting we attended last Thurs 2-13:

» North Bay Counties: There was general concurrence that the four North Bay counties usually stay together on
matters like the proposed TLC Work Plan and the changes in density and transit criteria that had been endorsed
by the planners group last month on the regional Housing incentives Program (HIP)

« Comments on General Plans - Work Plan Item #5: Planners were only OK with STA commenting on the
transportation eilements of a General Plan if its at the request of city (like was requested by the City of Ric Vista
on their new General Plan). Additional explanatory language was requested to further define the purpose of this
ftem. Some planners wanted to make sure that any such STA comments were provided in such a way that they
couldn't be easily used against cities or the county by anti-growth groups.

+ Housing Needs Aliocation delegation - Work Plan item #10: There was some general opposition to the STA
getting involved in the partial or full delegation of housing needs allocations based on the concern that this could
cause g possible adversarial relationship between the cities, county and STA. Some of the planners felt that this
may be hetter left at a regional level.

However at least one of two planning directors indicated that, if there was a good proactive partnership with the
iocal jurisdictions, there could be some merit with STA or another countywide group {i.e.. council of mayors)
taking on such a roie at the request of the cities. This would reguire the agency having the technical tools, iocal
knowledge, and additional resources necessary to help cities and county better identify the potential problems
and/or deveiop viable alternative allocations 1o avolid placing too many low and very low housing units in those
jurisdictions that can not as easily absorb them.

» Technical Assistance - There was general support of the STA providing additional technical assistance and/or
having additional planning resources (particularly for the smalier cities), to help them package applications for
TLC type funding for planning and capital grant purposes.

+« Economic incentives - An interest was expressed about the need to be able to program maore of these federal
funds to create new economic incentives that result in more job growth in Solano County and thereby create a
better batance of jobs vs. housing. The HIP and the TLC program are based more on housing and transit-
ortented developmenis rather that job growth. No particular incentives were suggested, =

« Population Projections - Because of the STA's countywide perspective and its role of having to use the
ABAG's population - housing - jobs projections as input to the Countywide Trave! Demand Model, there was
overall support for having the STA work with the cities and county to coordinate comments on future draft ABAG

projections.
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ATTACHMENT F

MTC/CMA Transportation/Land Use Work Plan

Scope of Work
(dated 3/31/03)

L Secope of Work

The following work tasks are intended to facilitate the integration of transportation and
land use planning within the Bay Area’s nine counties, and between the nine CMA’s
county transportation plans and MTC’s RTP, by providing the nine Bay Area Congestion
Management Agencies with the resources necessary to further develop and implement the
Bay Area’s transportation/land use policies, programs and projects. The following is
intended to be a menu of options. Each CMA will develop its county program in
collaboration with MTC.

1. Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC)/Housing Incentive Program (HIP}

@ Develop and administer Countywide TLC and HIP Plans and Countywide TLC

and HIP Programs, including identifying Candidates Projects for Countywide and
Regional TLC/HIP Funds.

o Provide technical support to local jurisdictions to support development of TLC/
HIP projects, applications and grant submittals.

@ Develop transportation infrastructure program that supports affordable housing
and transit-oriented development (such as participating in the development of
Future Study Measure 5 pertaining to Enhanced HIP/Station Access Program).

2. Smart Growth Policy Development and Program Implementation

o Development of Best Practices or “toolkits” designed to promote and implement
downtown and transit-oriented developments, station plans and multi-modal
corridors within each county including promoting land uses that support
intermodal bus facilities, bus routes, vanpools/carpools, ferry and rail services.

o Development of countywide TLC/Transit Oriented Development (TOD)
conferences/workshops/training to foster, encourage and implement TLC/TOD
programs and projects.

o Review and comment on new proposed local general plans, general plan
amendments, vision plans, strategic plans, specific plans and downtown

revitalization/redevelopment plans.

a Work with MTC to define and develop appropriate modeling tool for determining
impact of transit oriented development.
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Recommend various TLC and housing incentives and best practices, such as
bicycling, pedestrian, ridesharing, transit and transit-oriented improvements.

Resolution 3434

Development and/or funding of corridor and local concept plans consistent with
Resolution 3434 transit corridors and transit corridors identified in county
transportation plans.

Coordination with MTC and project sponsors on Transit Oriented Development
(TOD) opportunities and development of TLC and/or HIP candidate projects that
will advance transit oriented development and related projects supporting
Resolution 3434 and county transit corridor plans investments.

Mitigation

Develop plans and programs to mitigate transportation-related impacts. These
could include activities related to countywide traffic impact fees and local
ordinances to promote and encourage more ridesharing and {ransit usage, and

mitigation banks.

Reassessment of CMP responsibilities and tasks for those counties where none
currently exist.

31




IL Proposed Resources/Budget

The following resources will be needed to fund the implementation of this expanded
MTC/CMA Work Plan, focused on transportation and land use, to:

I. Retain dedicated staff and/or consultants to prepare work products as specified in
Work Plan.
2. Develop Countywide Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) plans, “best

practices manuals,” conduct TLC studies, develop and facilitate TLC applications,
review (eneral Plans and EIS/R studies and multi-modal corridor plans and act as
liaison between cities, counties, CMAs and MTC in the development of TLC and
land use programs that foster better links between transportation and land use.

3. Provide local TLC/HIP Planning Grants to Local Jurisdictions.
The recommended budget is as follows:

1. Allocate a minimum of additional $150,000 of regional STP-Planning funds (or
similar flexible funds) to each of the nine CMAs (aggregate total of $1.35 miilion
annually) for the development of the various tasks listed above including
development of countywide TLC/HIP Plans and countywide TLC/HIP programs
that support the goals and objectives of the Regional Transportation Plan and
Countywide Transportation Plans.

2. MTC may authorize additional allocations on a case-by-case basis based on
additional tasks agreed to by MTC and the respective CMA (this would include
MTC support of STIP/STP fund swaps by individual CMAs to fund additional
TLC/HIP activities out of county RIP shares).

3. These expanded revenues would be in addition to the currently expected

minimum of $240,000 a year of STP-Planning funds to be allocated to each CMA
starting in 2003/04.
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ATTACHMENT G

Draft

Transportation/Land Use Program
MTC/STA Three Year Work Plan
2003-04 through 20035-06

On-Going Services

e Hire and train a senior level planner to assist the Assistant Executive Director/Director of
Planning coordinate and administer the Comprehensive Transportation Plan update and
the countywide Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC), Housing Incentives
Program (HIP) and Enhancements program for Solano County and serve as a liaison to
MTC’s regional TL.C/HIP program,

¢ Provide technical support and workshops for local jurisdictions to support development
of TL.C/ HIP/Enhancements projects, applications and grant submittals.

e At the request of the local jurisdiction, review and provide suggested strategies on
proposed new transporiation-related issues of general plans, general plan amendments,
vision plans, strategic plans, specific plans and downtown revitalization/redevelopment
plans.

2003-04

e Develop a countywide TLC Plan and Program including candidate projects for the next
TLC/HIP and Enhancements program cycles.

e Develop program guidelines, eligible activities and an allocation plan for countywide
TLC/HIP/Enhancements funds for the first cycle of TEA-3.

¢ Refine, distribute and follow-up on the implementation of the “Best Practices” or
“toolkit” effort to promote and implement downtown and transit-oriented developments,
statton plans and multi-modal corridors within Solano County including promoting land
uses that support intermodal bus facilities, bus routes, vanpools/carpools, ferry and rail
services.

o Complete the 1-80/680/780 Transit Corridor Plan and incorporate various HOV,
ridesharing, TLC and transit capital improvements into the overall corridor plan where
possible and feasible.

e Participate in the Old Cordelia TL.C planning study.

2004-05
¢ In conjunction with member agencies, research and develop a proposed traffic impact fee
mitigation program to implement significant transportation projects.
e Develop a Corridor Concept Plan for the I-80/680/12 North Connector project.
e Update the Jepson Parkway Corridor Concept Plan once the Draft EIR/S is completed.

2005-06
e Develop a TLC Corridor Concept Plan for the proposed South Parkway as part of the I-
80/680/12 interchange project once the proposed alignments and alternatives in the Draft
EIR/S are further advanced.
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e Implement a traffic impact fee and environmental mitigation program if deemed
appropriate by the STA Board to implement significant transportation projects.
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Agenda Item VIII.A
April 9, 2003

STa

Solana ¢ ransportation »Ldhokiyy

DATE: April 1, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner
RE: Request for Proposals for Senior and

Disabled Transit Study

Background:
The STA's Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) Transit Element, completed and adopted

by the STA Board on May 8, 2002, recommended a further study to focus on new or expanded
senior and disabled transportation services. The purpose of the study is to develop a concept or
vision for future senior and disabled transit service through extensive public outreach, data
collection, projected service demand, and project funding needed for service providers.

The proposed Senior and Disabled Transit Study will provide data and implementation
recommendations that may be incorporated into: 1) future updates of the CTP Transit Element,
2} Solano County transit providers' short - and fong-range transit plans, 3) programming of new
funding revenues for transit services, and 4) the future expansion of the STA’s Solano Paratransit
service,

The STA Board approved the development of the Senior and Disabled Transit Study in the
Overall Strategic Planning Program for 2002-03 and 2003-04 in October 2002. IT was also
approved and included in the PCC 2003 Work Plan in November 2002, Since then, STA staff
identified two funding sources (State Transit Assistance Funds-Northern Counties and State
Transit Assistance Funds Regional-Paratransit Program) for a total of $100,000 available to
complete the proposed study.

Discussion:

STA staff developed a scope of work for the Senior and Disabled Transit Study which was
reviewed by the STA's Paratransit Coordinating Council, the STA's TAC, and the SolanoLinks
Consortium and has been incorporated into a Request for Proposals (RFP) (see Attachment A).
The scope of work is separated into four distinct phases: 1) Research and Data Collection, 2)
Public Qutreach, 3) Draft Study, and 4) Final Study. STA staff is putting a heavy emphasis on
public input and intends to present and gather information from various user groups (e.g. senior
centers, disabled transportation services, and other groups specializing in senior and disabled
issues).

Upon approval by the STA Board, staff will issue an RFP and convene an interview panel
consisting of: a member appointed by the SolanoLinks Consortium (1), a PCC member (1), STA
staff (2), a transit provider (1) and a senior citizen (1). The goal is to have the panel interview
potential candidates in May 2003 and make a consultant selection recommendation to the STA
Board on June 11, 2003,
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The Study will be funded with State Transit Assistance Funds-Northern Counties ($20,000) and

State Transit Assistance Funds Regional-Paratransit Program ($80,000) and these amounts are
included in the STA’s 2002-03 Revised Budget. There will be no impact to the STA General
Operations fund,

Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to issue a Request for Proposals for the Senior and Disabled
Transit Study.

Attachment:
A. Senior and Disabled Transportation Study RFP
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ATTACHMENT A

Request for Proposals
(Project # 2003-01)

for the

Senior and Disabled Transit Study

m

Solano County

By the

5Ta

SSotlanc: ranspottation luthotiy

Solano Transpertation Authority

RESPONSES DUE:

5 PM, Monday, May 12, 2003
Solano Transportation Authority
One Harbor Center, Suite 130
Suisun City, CA 94585
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Request for Proposals
for the
Senior and Disabled Transit Study
in
Solano County
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Selection of Consultant
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Request for Proposals
(Project # 2003-01)

for the
Senior and Disabled Transit Study
in
Solano County

SECTION 1 — INTRODUCTION

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) is a joint powers authority with members including the
cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, and Vallejo and the County of
Solano. The STA serves as the Congestion Management Agency for Solano County and is
responsible for programming State and Federal funding for transportation projects within the county.

SECTION 2 — BACKGROUND

The STA completed the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) in May 2002, The CTP
provides the basis for a long range, multi-modal transportation plan for Highways and local roads,
Transit, and Alternative Modes in Solano County. The CTP's Transit Element recommended a
further study to focus on new or updated senior and disabled transit services. Also, in public opinion
survey performed in 2002 by the California Alliance for Jobs, senior and disabled service ranked 3rd
for Solano transportation priorities. As such the STA determined that a senior and disabled transit
study be developed to provide implementation recommendations that will be incorporated into or
provide data for: 1.) future updates of the CTP Transit Element, 2.) Solano County transit providers'
short- and long-range transit plans, 3.) helping prioritize new funding revenues and programs for
senior and disabled transit services, and 4) implementation plans for the future expansion of the
Solano Paratransit Service.

SECTION 3 — SCOPE OF SERVICE

The STA intends to retain a qualified and committed professional planning firm/team to prepare the
Senior and Disabled Transit Study with the following components:

1) Research and Data Collection

e Review all current data available from the 2000 U.S. Census, regional studies on sentor and
disabled needs, Solano County health and services caseload information, and other
information from senior centers and non-profit groups specializing in senior and disabled
issues.

» Review existing ridership, number and types of buses and vans used, origination/destination
data, farebox recovery, revenue hours and other available data from all existing ADA
paratransit services, senior services, non-profit groups, health groups, subsidized taxi services,
volunteer programs and any other agency that provides transportation for senior and disabled
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groups throughout Solano County.

Compile and prepare tables displaying all of the above data and any identified short- and long-
range trends in senior and disabled transportation services in the county.

Prepare a survey form requesting information on various senior and disabled transportation
issues and distribute through the Paratransit Coordinating Council and at various senior and
disabled facilities throughout Solano County.

2) Public Outreach

Prepare a Power Point presentation based on the results from the above data collection effort
and survey.

Present findings at the PCC, ScolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium, STA Technical
Advisory Committee, STA Board and at approximately 10-12 senior and disabled groups
throughout Solano County. Distribute the survey form as part of each presentation.
Compile all comments received from the survey and add into the Power Point for later
presentations.

3) Draft Study

]

Identify the short and long term, local and intercity transit demand (by type and location) for
various elderly and disabled residents in Solano County from 2000 through the year 2025,
based on the data compiled in phase 1 of the study.

Develop a short-range (i.e. 5 years) and long-range concept plan and vision for delivering all
future senior and disabled services and programs (including required ADA services)
recommended for all transit operators in Solano County

Hold at least six public workshops/meetings on the Draft Plan and obtain input from various
existing elderly and disabled transit riders and groups in Solano County, the Solano
Paratransit Coordinating Council, the SolanoLinks Transit Consortium, STA Technical
Advisory Committee and STA Board.

Identify short term capital and operating funds needed for each of the Solano County transit
operators that currently provide transit services for senior and disabled residents in Solano
County based on adopted short and long range transit plans.

4) Final Study

L ]

Develop an overall concept plan or program strategy to provide new or revised services for
senior and disabled transportation services in 5 year periods between 2005 and 2025; identify
different options and dollar amounts for implementing different levels of new services;
develop suggested program types, and specify potential new, expanded or revised transit
services to meet expected long term demand. ,

Based on Phase 1 and Phase 2, develop a detailed implementation schedule and specific tasks
for the STA and Solano County transit operators that will be necessary to implement
recommended new or revised elderly and disabled services in the first five years of receipt of
any new local transit funding sources to Solano County.

Finalize the report and print 100 copies and distribute to the STA staff, Solano Paratransit
Coordinating Council, the SolanoLinks Transit Consertium, Solano County Transit operators,
STA Technical Advisory Committee and the STA Board for review and approval.
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SECTION 4 DBE REQUIREMENTS

The STA has an adopted DBE Program that is intended to encourage participation of disadvantaged
business enterprises. Consistent with this program, the STA has established a DBE participation goal
of 7.3% for the requested services for the Senior and Disabled Transit Study, which is funded with
federal funds. For DBE instructions and forms please see Attachment 2. Please note that the
attached DBE forms must be filled out and included in an appendix of your firm’s proposal. Firms
whose proposals fail to meet the established DBE goal must demonstrate in writing what efforts they
have made to locate DBE firms. The STA has the right to deem a proposal as non-responsive if this
participation goal has not been met, and documentation demonstrating a good faith effort is judged
inadequate. Guidelines for determining good faith efforts are available from the STA.

SECTION 5 — RFP SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS
Please prepare your proposal in accordance with the following requirements.
1. Proposal: The proposal (excluding resumes and the transmittal letter) shall not exceed a total

of 30 single-sided, 8.5” x 11” pages. A copy of the RFP and resumes shall be included in an
appendix.

2. Transmittal Letter: The proposal shall be transmitted with a cover letter describing the
firm’s/team’s interest and commitment to the proposed project. The letter shall state that the
proposal shall be valid for a 90-day period and should include the name, title, address and
telephone number of the individual to whom correspondence and other contacts should be
directed during the consultant selection process. The person authorized by the firm/team to
negotiate a contract with STA shall sign the cover letter.

Address the cover letter as follows:

Daryl K. Halls, Executive Director
Solano Transportation Authority
One Harbor Center, Suite 130
Suisun City, California 94585

3. Project Understanding: This section shall clearly convey the consultant’s understanding of the
nature of the work, and issues related to senior and disabled transit.

4. Approach and Management Plan: This section shall provide the firm’s/team’s proposed
approach and management plan for providing the services. Include an organization chart showing
the proposed relationships among consultant staff, Caltrans staff, STA staff and any other parties
that may have a significant role in the delivery of this project.

5. Qualifications and Experience: The proposal shall provide the qualifications and experience of

the consultant team that will be available for the Senior and Disabled Transit Study. Please
emphasize the specific qualifications and experience from projects similar to this project for the
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10.

11

12.

13.

Key Team Members. Key Team Members are expected to be committed for the duration of the
project. Replacement of Key Team Members will not be permitted without prior consultation
with and approval of the STA.

Staffing Plan: The proposal shall provide a staffing plan (by quarter) and an estimate of the total

hours (detailed by position) required for preparation of the Senior and Disabled Transit Study.
Discuss the workload, both current and anticipated, for all Key Team Members, and their capacity
to perform the requested services for the Senior and Disabled Transit Study according to your
proposed schedule. Discuss the firm/team’s approach for completing the requested services for
this project within budget.

Work Plan and Schedule: This section shall inctude a description of how each task of the project
will be conducted, identification of deliverables for each task, and a schedule. The Work Plan
should be in sufficient detail to demonstrate a clear understanding of the project. The schedule
should show the expected sequence of tasks and include durations for the performance of each
task, milestones, submittal dates and review periods for each submittal. Discuss the firm/team’s
approach for completing the requested services for this project on schedule. The project is
expected to commence no later than July 1, 2003 and all public meetings, draft and final
documents fully completed by December 31, 2003,

Cost Control: Provide information on how the firm/team will control project costs to ensure
all work is completed within the negotiated budget for the project. Include the name and title
of the individual responsible for cost control.

Additional Relevant Information: Provide additional relevant information that may be helpful
in the selection process (not to exceed the equivalent of 2 single-sided pages).

References: For each Key Team Member, provide at least three references (names and current
phone numbers) from recent work (previous three years) similar to the Senior and Disabled Transit
Study. Include a brief description of each project associated with the reference, and the role of the
respective team member.

DBE Forms: The DBE Forms (Attachment 2) must be filled out and included in an appendix of
the proposal. If your firm cannot meet the DBE goal, you must demonstrate in writing your good
faith effort by submitting the DBE Good Faith Effort Forms.

Submittal of Proposals: Ten (10) copies of your proposal are due at the STA offices no later
than the time and date specified in Section 6, below. Envelopes or packages containing the

proposals should be clearly marked, “Senior and Disabled Transit Study Proposal Enclosed.”

Cost Proposal: A cost proposal should be submitted in a separate sealed envelope titled
“Senior_and Disabled Transit Study Consultant Cost Proposal.” The cost submittal should
indicate the number of anticipated hours by the Project Manager and Key Team Members. The
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estimated level of hours for other staff can be summarized in general categories. The maximum
consulting services budget has been set at $80,000 for this project.

Include information regarding your Federal Acquisition Regulations (FAR) multiplier and the
FAR of any subconsultants. The STA will pay costs based on the FAR plus a negotiated fee,
however the overall multiplier will not exceed 3.0.

SECTION 6 — SELECTION OF CONSULTANT

The overall process will be to evaluate the technical components of all the proposals completely and
independently from the cost component. The proposals will be evaluated and scored on a 100 point
total basis using the following criteria:

1. Qualifications and specific experience of Key Team Members.

2. Project understanding and approach, including an understanding of
STA, public and private transit operations in cities of Solano
County, Solano County and other agency review, approval and
coordination processes.

3. Experience with similar types of projects.

4. Satisfaction of previous clients.

5. Schedule and capacity to provide qualified personnel.

Two or more of the firms/teams will be invited to an interview tentatively scheduled on May 23,
2003. The Project Manager and Key Team Members should attend the interview. The evaluation/
interview panel may include representatives from STA, the Solano Paratransit Coordinating Council,
and the SolanoLinks Consortium, but the specific composition of the panel will not be revealed prior
to the interviews. Costs for travel expenses and proposal preparation shall be borne by the
consultants.

Once the top firm/team has been determined, STA staff will start contract negotiations with the
firm/team. If contract negotiations are not successful, the second ranked firm/team may be asked to
negotiate a contract with STA, etc. Provided the negotiations are proceeding well, the STA may
elect to initiate a portion of the work scope with a Notice to Proceed (NTP), prior to execution of the
contract.

SECTION 7 — SELECTION PROCESS AND PROJECT SCHEDULE

May 12, 2003: Proposals are due no later than 5:00 PM at the offices of the
Solano Transportation Authority, One Harbor Center, Suite 130,
Suisun City, CA 94585, Late submittals will not be accepted.

May 23, 2003: Interviews for consultant selection for the Senior and Disabled
Transit Study are tentatively scheduled for May 23, 2003.

June 11, 2003: Consultant selection approval by STA Board.

July 1, 2003: Project commences
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December 31, 2003 Project completed

If you have any questions regarding this RFP, please contact:

Dan Christians or Robert Guerrero

Asst. Exec. Director/Director for Planning Associate Planner
Phone (707) 424.6075 Phone (707) 424.6075
Fax (707) 424-6074 Fax (707) 424-6074
dchristians@sta-snci.com rguerrero(@sta-snci.com
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Agenda Item VIII.B
April 9, 2003

STa

Solano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: March 31, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, SNCI Program Director
RE: MTC Unmet Transit Needs Process

Response for Solano County

Background:
On November 21, 2002 MTC conducted an Unmet Transit Needs Hearing in Solano County,

This is a required process as long as any Solano jurisdiction uses Transit Development
Account (TDA) Funds for streets and roads purposes; five jurisdictions in Solano County do
so. MTC staff reviewed the results of the hearing and related correspondence and
summarized the issues identified from the public participation process in a letter to STA
dated March 17, 2003. A copy of MTC’s letter regarding the unmet transit needs issues is
attached.

In this letter, MTC requests that responses include substantive information supporting one of
the following for each issue:

1. That an issue has been addressed through recent changes in service; or

2. that an issue will be addressed by changes in service planned to take place during
fiscal year 2003-2004; or

3. that the service change required to address an issue have been recently studied
and determined not reasonable based on locally established standards; or

4. that the study resulted in the identification of an alternative means of addressing
the issue; or that an issue has not been addressed through recent or planned
service changes, nor recently studied.

Discussion:

Any issues which fall into category (4) above will be considered by MTC staff for
recommendation to the MTC Programming and Allocations Committee as an unmet transit
need subject to countywide planning and resolution prior to any allocation of TDA funds for
streets and roads purposes. Completing the response and resolution process will release TDA
funds for streets and roads.

The STA has begun coordinating the county’s response to MTC, The seven issues are
included in MTC’s letter and summarized on Attachment B. A summary response to each
issue has been prepared in a coordinated manner between STA and local agency staff. MTC
has requested more substantive responses that are in line with the attached summary
responses. The summary responses were recommended for approval by the Consortium and
the TAC contingent upon STA working with agency staff to prepare more substantive
responses. STA staff has already begun workinggswith various agencies’ staff to work toward




this end and anticipates no difficulty in collecting the information to complete the response to
MTC.

Fiscal Impact;
None to the STA Budget.

To expedite the release of FY03/04 TDA claims for streets and roads, substantive responses
to the issues raised need to be forwarded to MTC in a timely manner.

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to continue to work with agencies’ staff to complete a
substantive response that is consistent with the attached summary response to the MTC FY
2003-04 Unmet Transit Needs preliminary issues and authorize submittal to MTC.

Attachments:
A. MTC Letter
B. Unmet Transit Needs Draft Summary Responses to Preliminary Issues
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ATTACHMENT A

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bart MewoCenter
M = TRANSPORTATION 01 ighth Smeet
Oakiand, CA 94607-4700 J{‘fz?
COMMISSION Tel: §10.464.7700 /
TTY/TDD: 510.464.7769 30,55:

Fax; 510.464.7848
e-mail: info@mee.ce.gov

Weh site: www.mtc.ca.gov

Steve Kinsey, Ghair
Jor Rubin, Vice Chnir
San Francisco Mayor's Appointee MI'. D aI'yl HaHS
, Executive Director
Tom Awminne A A
City ind County of San Francisee SO 13110 T]_'ﬂnsp ortat on AuﬂlOl‘lty
. One Harbor Center, Suite 130
. 1 §. Andersan ) .
(s of Goners Coma Counsy Suisun City, CA 94585

Tooee Ammanbrado
178 Depormnent of Flousing
antl Utban Development

Dear Mr. Halls:

Fames T. Beall $r.
Sanm Clara County

Mark DeSaminier I'have reviewed the transcript of the comments received at the MTC vnmet
Cmmom G {rangit needs public hearing held in Solano County on November 21, 2002, and also
i Come * reviewed comments contained in correspondence received by MTC during the public

comment period. As you know, the recently concluded unmet transit needs public
Dorene M, Ginrapini participation process pertains to FY 2003-04 Transportation Development Act

1.5, Depurement of Transpormdon
(TDA) fund aliocations for strests and roads purposes.

Seotr Haggerty
Alwedn County

 Durbara L Enclosed with this letter is a copy of the transcript of the November 21%
sufnosen by Conerin pUblic heanng, and copies of all correspondence received by MTC pertinent to the
Solano County unmet transit needs process. Attached to this letter is a summary list
ot sy ey Of the preliminary unmet transit needs issues identified as a result of the public
participation process for Solano County.

Fobn McLomnure
Cities of Sunin Clora Covmey

O Unmet transit needs pertain to the levels and locations of service, fare and
San Mino Covrcy transfer policies, and matters related to transit facilities (e.g. bike racks, bus stops)
Rijas Sartipi and tramsit safety. In addition, unmet transit needs include requirements of the
e vy Americans with Disabilities Act and the provision of welfare-to-work public transit.
The purpose of this hearing, set forth by statutes, is to ascertain those reasonable
e mamaiae transit needs not being met by current service in Solano County. Many of the
I comments made at the hearing or received by MTC are deemed to be minor or were

Assochution of By Aren Gomenmens 1101 Televant to specific transit service and the use of TDA funding.

Shavon Wright
Sanoma County and Cies

Listed on Attachment A are the preliminary issues that were raised at the
November 21, 2002, Solano County Unmet Transit Needs hearing or through written
comment received by MTC. This list represents any relevant comments made
through this year’s unmet transit needs hearing process without regard to the merit or
St Hominger reasonableness of the comment or request. However comments deemed to be minor
Excetie Direcuar or not relevant to specific transit service and the use of TDA funding were not

Amn Elenver included. These would include the following types of comments:

Ceputy Direeter/Operatons

Shelin Young
Ciriez of Mamada County

Therese W, MeMillan
Deputy Directr/Policy
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Mr. Daryl Halls
March 17, 2003
Page 2

» Comments regional in nature and not germiane to the use-of TDA funds for
streets and roads purposes (e.g., extending BART to Vallgjo)

o Additionally, incidents (e.g., tardiness of a bus or paratransit van; behavior of
a particular driver) do not rise to the level of an unmet transit need unless
public comment reveals a pattern to such incidents that might warrant policy
or operational changes. Other “minor” issues mclude better distribution of
transit information, better information on the location of late paratransit
vehicles, minor delays in picking up passengers etc. While these comments
are important to the comfort and convenience of the transit systems’ patrons,
they are not unmet transit needs. MTC is confident that STA, working with
the transit operators, can address these issues.

» Finally, issues such as the economics of automobile use, the transportation
impacts of land-use decisions, and the priorities of federal gas tax revenues,
etc. are not considered to be relevant to the unmet transit needs process. An
exhaustive, complete record of the comments received can be found in other
attachments to this letter.

The next step in the unmet transit needs process is for a review of the
preliminary issues by Solano Transportation Authority staff, in conjunction with staff
mernbers of the jurisdictions in the County. Please provide us with a preliminary
evalnation of each of the issues listed in Attachment A below at your earliest
opportunity. Your response, as well as a description of the approach the cities and
County intend to take in addressing these issues, will help us develop
recommendations in a complete and fair manner. Authority staff should provide
MTC with substantive information supporting one of the following for each issue:

1. that an issue has been addressed through recent changes in service; or

2. that an issue will be addressed by changes in service planned to take place
between now through the fiscal year 2003-04; or

3. that the service changes required to address an issue have been recently
studied and determined not reasonable based on locally established standards,
or

4, that the study resulted in the identification of an alternative means of
addressing the issue; or that an issue has not been addressed through recent or
planned service changes, nor recently studied.

“Substantive information” supporting categortes (1), (2) or (3) above could
include reports to the Solano Transportation’ Authority Board describing recent or
planned changes in service; citation to a recently completed study such as a Short
Range Transit Plan or a Countywide Transportation Plan; or, a short narrative
describing how the issue was or will be addressed. Any issues which fall into
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Mr. Daryl Halls
March 17, 2003
Page 3

category (4) will be considered by MTC staff for recommendation to the MTC
Programming and Allocations Commitiee as an unmet transit need subject to
countywide planning and resolution prior to any allocation of TDA funds for streets
and roads purposes.

Pursuant to MTC Resolution No. 2380, we will present our staff
recommendation to MTC’s Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC)
identifying those issues that the cities and County must address prior to MTC’s
consideration of FY 2003-2004 TDA. fund requests for streets and roads purposes.
We mtend to present our recommendations to PAC. Receipt of your responses would
be one month prior to our PAC meeting date (second Wednesday of the month) to
include this item on the PAC agenda. Do not hesitate to contact me at (510) 464-
7837 if you have any questions or comments, :

Sincerely,

Ci o s D000

Craig Goldblatt
Solano County Liaison

Enelosures

ce (without enclosures):
Jim Spering, MTC Commissioner
Morrie Barr, City of Fairfield
Pam Belchamber, City of Vallejo
Dale Pfeiffer, City of Vacaville
Alan Nadritch, City of Benicia
Janet Koster, City of Dixon
Misty Cheng, City of Rio Vista
Gary Cullen, City of Suisun
Charles Jones, County of Solano ,
Emest Bradford , Chair, Solano County PCC (¢/o Jennifer Tongson, STA)

IASECTIONVF & E AvUnmet TransitNeeds\UTN 2002-03WPreliminary [ssue Letter,doc
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Attachment A: Issues raised at the November 21, 2002, Unmet Transit Needs
Hearing or by Written Comment Received by MTC:

Fixed Route Service Issues

I. Need for commuter bus service between Solano County and Sacramento. Buses are
the logical way to immediately bring about congestion relief in the I-80 corridor in Solano
County. '

2. Need to Expand Fairfield/Suisun Transit service to BART during the day by using
smaller vans (similar to the ones used by Bemicia Transit). The 6:30 bus to Pleasant Hill
1s full (no seats), and there is a shortage of parking places at the Magellan parking
structure.

3. Need to institute of commuter service from Rio Vista: Rio Vista currently operates a
single bus that serves a different destination each day of the week from Monday through
Friday. There is a general request to institute more regular commuter service.

4. Additional Vallejo Bus and Ferry Service: Vallgjo Bus and ferry service needs to run
later in the evenings. Also there is a request for additional Sunday service in Vallejo.
There needs be direct service to Marme World instead of special service. Finally Vallejo
Transit does not meet the needs of evening or night workers. '

Paratransit Service Issues

5. Need for paratransit service that would connect Solano County to Sacramento and
to the Bay Area. There is a need for better coordination and communication between
Solano County paratransit and Sacramento paratransit services.

6. Need for an enhanced paratransit system in Vallejo. It 1s extremely difficult to reserve
rides. Every day on average, there are four to five people that aren’t able to get aride in
the program. No standing reservations are accepted. It takes hours o get through the
reservation center. Clients usually need to call a week in advance between 7-8 a.m. The
lines are continuously busy, and when a client gets through all the spaces are booked.

7. Vacaville City Coach needs to extend their hours of transit service. Buses stop
running 5:30-6:00 p.m. For example, Kaiser hospital offers classes that end in the
evening; however, service does not run late enough for attendees to return home.

JTASECTIONF & E A\UnmetTransitNeeds\U'TN 2002-03\Preliminary Issue Letter.doc
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MTC Fiscal Year 2003-04 Unmet Transit Needs Process
Solano County

Draft Summary Responses to Preliminary Issues

Issue Responsible | Response to Issue
Entity

Need for commute bus service between STA Commuter bus service between Solano and Sacramento began on

Solano County and Sacramento. March 3, 2003 (#1)

Need to expand Fairfield/Suisun Transit Fairfield This has been studied and an expansion of service is planned once

service to BART. additional equipment arrives in 2003. (#2)

Need to institute commuter service from Rio | Rio Vista As part of Rio Vista’s Transit Study to be initiated in Spring of

Vista 2003, this issue will be studied. (#4)

Additional Vallejo Bus and Ferry Service Vallejo This has been and continues to be a recognized goal, however,
funding is not available. Other (more productive) service would
have to be cut in order to fund later night and Sunday service.
Therefore, this service request is not reasonable. (#3)

Need for Paratransit service that would STA This 1ssue will be studied as part of the Senior and Disabled Study

connect Solano County to Sacramento and to the STA will be initiating in 2003. (#4)

the Bay Area

Need for an enhanced paratransit system in Vallejo This is a desirable goal. However, funding is not available. Other,

Vallejo more productive service would need to be cut in order to fund
enhanced Paratransit service. (#3)

Vacaville City Coach needs to extend their Vacaville Past Short Range Transit Plans (SRTP), surveys and consultant

hours of transit service for Kaiser evening
classes for example and systemwide in the
evening.

recommendations relating to extended hours of transit service do not
support the increased cost for additional service hours. Ridership
counts indicate only 6 trips/day begin or end at Kaiser Hospital; this
15 less than 1% of system ridership. Additional evening service to

4 INTIWHOV.LLV
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this low performing stop would be detrimental to system
performance. Nevertheless, as part of this year’s comprehensive
SRTP, the adequacy of existing service (hours, routes, schedules,
etc.) will be evaluated and presented to City Council. The City of
Vacaville plans to begin the SRTP process in May 2003 and present
to City Council by September. (#4)




Agenda Item VIII.C
April 9, 2003

STa

Solano Transportation Audthotity

DATE: April 1, 2003
TO: STA Board
FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director
Dan Christians, Assistant Executive Director/Director of Planning
RE: STA Input into 2004 RTP

Strategic Planning Master Calendar

Background:
During the month of March, MTC staff initiated the process and schedule for public outreach

and involvement in the development of the 2004 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
(attachment A). Over the next couple of months, staff plans to work with the TAC, Transit
Consortium and Board to develop the STA’s process, schedule and priorities for the
allocation of federal cycle funds and to develop STA and Solano County’s collective input
into the development of the 2004 RTP. Concurrently, the STA has a number of countywide
and local transportation studies and planning processes underway and/or about to commence.

Discussion:

Attached for information and discussion by the Board is a draft STA Strategic Planning
Master Schedule for FY 2003/04 prepared by staff. This schedule reflects the anticipated
timeframe for the STA to provide input into MTC’s development of the 2004 RTP and to
develop the list of track 1 funding recommendations for Solano County. This proposed
master schedule lays out an ambitious schedule for the STA and its member agencies to
complete 16 separate planning studies prior to completing an update to the STA’s
Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP). It is proposed that the CTP update will consist
of incorporating the results of these 16 studies into the current CTP approved in 2002 and
having staff/consultants provide updated project cost estimates. The priorities identified in
the updated CTP will then be used to review and amend the STA’s input into the 2004 RTP,
specifically for the submittal of revisions for Solano County’s track 1 funding submittals to
MTC due by May 2004,

As part of this process, staff is recommending the STA Board reconvene its three
subcommittees for purposes of review and updating each of the three elements of the CTP
and to monitor the various planning studies currently underway. Board Member Len
Augustine has requested to be appointed to the Arterials, Highways and Freeways
Subcommittee. Other Board Members may wish to remain on the same subcommittee or be
appointed to a new subcommittee. Staff is also working with the staff and technical
assistance representatives of each subcommittee to ensure their commitment to continue to
serve,
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Fiscal Impact:
The fiscal impact for the update of the CTP in FY 2003/04 is an estimated $180,000 with the

funding to be covered from a combination of Federal transportation planning funds (3%
CMP planning) and Federal STIP/STP swap funds. An additional $9,000 in Board and
Administrative expenses is also anticipated. A more detailed list of expenditures will be
developed as part of the update FY 2003/04 budget in June 2003.

Recommendation;
Approve the following:

1.

Reconvene the Arterials, Highways and Freeways Subcommittee to review and
update the Arterials, Highways and Freeways Element of the CTP, and monitor the
development of the 1-80/680/780 Corridor Study, the Solano County Traffic Model,
Traffic Safety Plan Update and 2003 Congestion Management Plan.

Reconvene the Transit Subcommittee to review and update the Transit Element of the
CTP, and monitor the development of the I-80/680/780 Transit Corridor Study,
Senior and Disabled Transit Study, Three Rail Studies (Napa/Solano, Dixon/Auburn,
and Contra Costa/Solano), Community Based Organization (I'ransit) Study, and three
STAF funded local transit studies {Fairfield, Rio Vista and Vallejo).

Reconvene the Alternative Modes Subcommittee to review and update the Alternative
Modes Element of the CTP, and monitor the development of the Solano County TL.C
Program and the updates of the Countywide Bicycle Plan and Pedestrian/Trails Plan.
Appoint Board Member Len Augustine to serve on the Arterials, Highways and
Freeways Subcommittee.

Direct staff to contact subcommittee members to confirm participation on specified
subcommittees.

Attachments:

A Partnership Board Memo dated 2/10/03 — 2004 RTP Public Qutreach and
Involvement

B. Highlights of MTC’s 2001 RTP

C. Solano County’s list of track 1 and blueprint projects and corridors included
in 2001 RTP

D.  Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) Subcommittees
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ALYACHMENT A

THE BAY AREA PARTNERSHIP

TQ: Partnership Board ' Date: February 10, 2002

FR: Executive Dirsctor

RE: 2004 RTP Public Outreach and Involvement

At our last meeting, the Partnership Board agreed to form a steering commnittee (see
attached roster) to facilitate collaboration among various agencies with respect to public
outreach and involvement on the upcoming 2004 Regional Transportation Plan update.

At the time, MTC sounded out the group on a proposal for a transportation roundtable
representing a wide range of interests to advise partners and MTC on key RTP decisions,
The general sense was that 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 stratepy sketched out in-the attached chart. Note that
the congestion management agencies would take the lead role during the middie phase of
the process. ' o R

‘We will discuss our proposal with the new Public Involvement Steering Commiﬁee

‘immediately prior to the February 10 board mesting, at 9:15 a.m., and will provids a
complete tepart later in the agenda of the full Parmership Board meeting.

Attachments

Steve Heminger

LY
FACOMMITTEWarmership \BOARD\Feb_03 mectinp\RTPPublicinvolvement.dos
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Partnership RTP Public Involvement Steering Cuinmittee

Pam Belchamber, Vallsjo Transit

Lenka Culik-Caro, Caltrans

Dorothy Dugger, BART

Michael Evanhoe, Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Jim Gleich, AC Transit. |

Steve Gregory, i)m"t of Oaldand

‘Dary] Halls, Solano Transportation Authority

Jean Hart, Aiameda Ciounty CMA -
'Steve Moler, FHWA '

José Luis Moscovich, San Francisco Co. Transportation Authority
Catherine Showalter, RIDES for Bay Area Commuters, Inc.
Suzanne Wilford, Sonoma Comty Transportation Authority
Michael Zdon, Napa Co. Transportation Plam]ing Aggncy _

January 2003
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Proposed 2004 RTP,
Public Involvement Strategy

" Phasel

Transportation RTY Summit

When late June {13/earty July 03

Sgn ored by. MTC with possibly 2 media co-sponsor

Purpose: to kick off overall development of 2004 RTP; especially
.debate regardmg amount af ﬁmds for Iegmnal necds compared to
1 local needs m fhc R.TP ' ,

7

v

-+  MTC Commissioners
*  Partmership Board

Joint workshops to continue discussion
on regional and local financial estirnates

MTC holds additional meetings with
various interest groups to forther
excplore summit issues; sk them to
participate at joint workshops

* Advisery Council/MTC advisory » CBOs {low income, minority)
MITCh;ondwilts ~®  commitiees s Bikes Freight Others
telephone po When: .Sept,, O 3 : T
Sept. 2008 | Whe: Set, Ost, Nor. 200 | | Wner Tuly, August, Sept. 2003
\ December 2003: MTC adopts financial
M estimates and projected distribution in the RTP
Phase II

Congestion Management Agencies seek

conmnent on local issues and pmpused projachs

‘Per guidelines prowded by MTC subject to available
funds, MTC may provide grants to CMAS 1o engage
non-profit agencies and Title VT communities

» MTC io pariicipate in meetings

When: Jan, 2004 thru May 2004; some counties may
tiave started earhar

CM AR submit project lists to -

MTC conducts pubhc imvolvernent
for Iegmnal igsnes

‘MTC contmuea dmlogue as required
on regional issnes.

When: Jan. 2004 thro May 2004

C in May 2004

Phase 1L

No outreach activity from June
2004 through August 2004, while

1 MTC completes technical analysis
| on proposed investment packages,

congiders and responds to all input

Reconvene Partnership and staleholders in
Sept. 2004
Draft RTP released in Sept. 2004

« TUsse this formm to tie togéthar everything

~ that has happened since the Transportation
Summit in mid-2003

» Dxplain/take comment on the Draft RTP
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Draft CMA Guidelines
2004 Regional Transportation Plan
Phase IT Public Involvement Strategy

MTC is committed to having the congestion management agencies as full partners in development of the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). Fhat participation likewke requires the full commitment of the
CMAs to & broad, inclusive public involvement process. Federal regulations call for active outreach
strategies in any metropolitan planning process, but opportumities for the public to get involved are
especially important with the RTP.

Below are gmdelmes for uungesuun management agencies to use in se.ak_mg comment on 1nca1 issues and
proposed projects that will be Eubn:utted to MTC for inclusion. i in the 2004 RTP.

Time frame ﬁams' .'fan. 2004 through May 2004

CONDUCT OPEN mCLUSIVE AND ACCESSIBLE MEETINGS
1. Hold an appropriate number of public mestings to adequately cover the major population centers and
sub-areas in your county. These meetings should be structured to ensure the inclusion of the views:

and concerns of low-income and mmunty commumnes covered under Title VI of the Civil Rights
Art, : A

2. Involve board members in the public maehngs Make every efffort to encovrage board member
attendance and participation in the publc meaimgs

3. All meetings should be at a location that will enconrage attendance by a wide raﬁge of interested
citizens; the locations should be accessibie by pubhc tanmt Snme of thc publlc meeungs should be
- during non-business. hours.

4. CMAs should consider getting on fhe sgends of ragulatly schr_:duled meetings of comzmmity based
organizations, or parmeting with commaumity based organizations to co-sponsor a meeting in targeted
" communities, [fyuu are consulting a group whose primary languagﬁ is mot Enghsh, provlde for
translation senncas as appropriate.

5. Provide for the public the key decision milestones in thw process, so that intérﬂstad residentis can
follow the process and lmow in advance when final action will be taken by the CMA board.

6. In addition to the public Toeefings above, provide and pubhmie opportumities for atfected
stakeholders to commmt about coumty projects at mglﬂarly schednled meetings of the CMA policy
hﬂard

7. Makea concerted effort to publicize your meetings to a wide range of mterest organizations and
esidents, 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.
Cansider buying display ads in certain newspapers. Consider having commuhity groups distribute
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 attending public mestings.

Consider vtilizing 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.

-more-
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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 2 newspaper to include a reader
survey that can be mailed back to you

EDUCATE THE PUBLIC USING PLAIN LANGUAGE

9. Provide cleary written materials for paople not versed In transportation jargon. This matcnal shouid
include a discussion of what is in play in your county with respect to RTP project submittals,
including amy competing alternatives. MTC can provide materials that set the context for the RTP.

DOCUMENT PROCESS AND TRACK COMMENTS

10. Document how your agency consulted 2 range of staksholders and intersst groups, mcludmg
mdividuals in low-income #and minority communiiies, and then summmarize the comments received.
Also show how your agency used the comments to influence decisions; or, conversely, why your
‘board members opted ‘for a different ounicome. Include this information with your candidate project
submittals to MTC. This documentation will be ravxewed by the MTC Comnnssmn When 1t consuiars
cnunty rccommenﬂanons fur mclusmn in the RTP. : )

FAPROIECT 0604 RTP\Public Jnvolvement DrafiCMA. puidelines.doc -
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OVERVIEW

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission is pleased to present the '
2001 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). This Jong-range planning document
specifies a detailed set of investments and strategies to maintain, manage and

imprave the surface transportation networl in the nine-county San Francisco

Bay Area. ‘ !

MTC last updated the RTP in 1998, At that time, agency planners and
forecasters had to peer 20 years into the future — into a new century and
a new millennium. Three years later, I1auingj crossetl the once-tlaunting Y2¥
harrier, we extend our gaze yet further inta the future. Federal regulations
now require that transportation plans cover a 20-plus-year time horizon.

In this plan, we look ahead all the way to the year 2025,

New Directions

The plan-takes account of shifis in the physical and financial landscape over the past
three years. In the realm of new facilities, the BART extenston from Colma to the San
Francisco International Airport is on track for an early 2003 opening; 9.5 miles of
light-rail extensions opened for passenger service in Santa Clara County, Caltrans com-
pleted rebuilding the massive Interstate 680/ Highway 24 interchange; and the FasTrak™
electronic toll collection system was installed on Bay Area bridges, to name a few. And
there also has been good news in the funding realm. In November 2000, voters in
Alameda and Santa Clara counties mustered the necessary two-thirds vote to extend
their half-cent sales taxes, prc;\}'lding $7.9 billion for new projects and programs. Farlier
that year, Governor Gray Davis was successful in steering his $6.8 billion Traffic Con-

gestion Relief Program toward passage, with $1.7 billion of the new funding slated for
the Bay Area.
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George Draper

Reaching Out

The 2001 edition of the Regiona!
Transportation Plan is the product of an
unprecedentet! twe-phase public oytreach
campaign that included maore than three
dozen public workshops — a number of
which were targeted at low-income commu-
mities and people of coler. A series of inter-
active displays invited participants in first
round workshops to voice their preferances
and concerns via sticky dots (see above).




Thinking Quiside the Box

Among the ciearest and most consistent
messages we received from the public was
an exhortation to search for new and inno-
vative solutions to stubborn transportation
probiems. In this spirit, the RTP identifies
a number of areas for further MTC inves-
tigation and experimentation; several of
these, as noted, already have been incorpo-
rated in this RTP. Follewing are some
highlights, grouped according to the core
RTP goals.

Mohility
« Institute reversible lanes on freeways to
provide additional peak-period capacity

» Charge tolls for use of high-accupancy-
vehicle 1anes by single-occupant vehicles

+ Raise bridge tolls during peak hours
(congestion pricing)

« Aliow express buses on freeway shoulders

Safaty

« Deploy special incident management
teams to deal with big-rig accidents

Equity

Impiement a two-year pilat program to
avalyate the Impact of subsidized transit
passes on low-income students’ school
attendance (adopted in 2001 RTP) -

»

Establish Lifeline Transportation
Network to identify adequate travel
options in lower-income areas
(adopted in 2001 RTP)

Environment
» Provide incentives to convert free park-
ing to paid parking

+ Enforce speed limit more strictly on
high-ozone days

« Impreve Smog Check program {in which
cars must periadicaily pass a smog test)

Economic Vitality

+ Establish more convenient pickup loca-
tions at afrports

Community Vitality

« Pool funds from various agencles to
increase incentives for transit-oriented
development

OVERVIEW

At some 220 pages, this edition of the RTP is more than double the size of its predeces-
sor — not counting supposting documents such as the environmental impact report that
add even more pages to the tally. The extra heft is partially attributable to responses to
public input as well as several new initiatives. For instance, system management and
environmental justice emerge as key focus areas. The plan also details a Regional Transit
Expansion Program that identifies which bus and rail expansion projects should receive
the next round of federal “New Starts” and other discretionary grants. Low-income tray-
elers will benefit from the plan’s Lifeline Transportation Network, which is intended to
provide a growing number of mobility aptions for those who for economic reasons can-
not {or choase not to) drive. For the first time, MTC introduces the notion of perform-
ance measures that will benchmacle our progress in meeting key RIP goals. And, we've
tried to think outside the box, proposing to study or test a number of experimental con-
cepts, such as converting free parking to paid parking as a way of encouraging transit
use, allowing express buses on freeway shoulders, and raising bridge tolls during péa.k

hours (see column at left).

While many of these innovations could get off the ground with minimal funding, some
may encountet public resistance and will require significant consensus-building on the

patt of MTC, out partner agencies, and state and local elected officials.

The People Have Spolen

This RTP was developed in concert with and shaped by the most extensive public out-
reach effort in Commission history. More than 4,000 Bay Area residents participared
during the 10-month process. The first phase of the two-part campaign consisted of 29
wotkshops designed to allow participants to discuss transportation and land-use values;
needs and priorities; to explote why citizens are drawn to support various proposals;
and to debate the merits of specific projects to be included in the RTT. The first phase
also included an interactive Web survey that generated more than 1,700 responses, and

a telephone poll of 1,600 registered Bay Area voters,

The secand public outreach phase —- which began following the August release of the
Draft 2001 Regional Transportation Plan — included anothet online survey, eight more
public workshops/hearings held around the region, and some 25 presentations by Com-
missioners and MTC staff to a wide range of public groups. The Draft 2001 RTP gen-
erated more than 400 lecters and e-mail comments, plus nearly 200 responses to a sec-

ond online survey,

112




i W

i

X

o

MTC also comvened its first-ever Pedestrian Safery Summit and conducted a series of
meetings with four specialized worlding groups: the Lifeline Transportation Working
Group, the Environmental Justice Advisory Group, the Performance Measures Working
Group and the Regional Bicycle Plan Oversight Committee. The results of this broad

public engagement are everywhere evident in the plan, from the creation of the Lifeline

£
Transportation Network and the initiation of a Transit Affordability Study (see sidebar, ?
page 4), to the identification of new and innovative transportation solutions (see sidebar, £ : ,
page 2) and the continuation of popular customer service programs, such as chose listed Setting Regionai Rail/Bus Priorities
on pages 6-7. (For more details about public outre&ch, see the sidebar on page 11, and Projects included in the Resolution 3434

refer to the supplementary repotts listed in Attachment C) Regional Transit Expansion Program:

. BART_ extensions: Fremont to Warm -
Springs and Warm Springs to San Jose,
Eastern Contra Costa County, Tri-Valley

2001 RTP Highlights

BART/Oakland International Airport
connector

In every undertaking, some accomplishments merit special mention. In the 2001 RTP,

San Francisco Muni Central Subway
the following stand out as especially significant. (to Chinatown)

Caltrain upgrades: electrification;
extension to downtown San Francisco/

Regional Transit Expansien Program X ) )
rehuilt Transhay Terminal; express service

The cornerstone of this RTP is the Regional Transit Expansion Program — adopted by

Santa Clara Valley Transportation
Authority light-rail and bus rapid
in new rail and bus projects that will improve mobility and enhance connectivity for transit service: downtown San Jose
residents theoughout the Bay Area. Resolution 3434 is the successor to MTC's Resolu- to East Valiey

Altamont Commuter, Express and
Capitols intercity rail service expansion

the Commission as Resolution 3434 — which calls for a neatly $11 billion investment

tion 1876, which was adopted in 1988 and delivered such critical improvements as the
BART extensions to Pittsburg/Bay Point and Dublin/Pleasanton, the Tasman light-rail

extension in Silicon Valley, and the nearly completed BART extension to San Francisco * Dumbarton rail service

International Airport. (For a list of key profects in Resolution 3434, see the sidebar on Sonoma/Marin rail service

this page; for more details, see page 69.) AC Transit rapid bus (Berkeley/
Dakland/San Leandro and Hesperian/

ez 1z . Foothill/MacArthur corridars)
Lifeline Transportation

The 2001 RTP makes a clear commitment to the development of “lifeline transporta- Regional express bus service expansion

tion” services aimed ar enhancing low-income residents’ mobility during both peak
commute periods and off-peak hours. A preliminary Lifeline Transportation Network
was developed following a comprehensive analysis to identify which public transit serv-
ices, on. a route-by-route basis, are most vital to low-income neighborhoods. MTC is
now working with transit operators and other partner agencies to review the network
and map plans for filling any spatial and temporal gaps that ate identified. (See the
sidebar on pape 4 for mote on this RTP initiaive.)
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Lifeline Transportation

MTC’s Blueprint for the 21st Century (see
page 7) called for developing a “Lifeline
Transportation Network” for low-income
residents who can’t afford to own and
operate one car, let alone the two vehicles
that many middle class famities consider
essential for getting to work, dropping
their kids at school or day care, rushing to
medical appointments, and going grocery
shopping. i

The program builds on MTC’s existing
Low-income Flexible Transportation Pro-
gram, whose V' LIFT' acronym capiures
the intent: to boost mobility cptions for
this population segment, particularly those
people making the transition from welfare
ralls to payrolis. Among the dozen pra]-
ects henefiting from the first round of
LIFT grants — announced in late 2000
— are van services that transport children
between school and child-care or aftey-
school programs while their parents are at
wark, and extended “owl” bus services to.
enable late-night shift workers to travel to
and from jobs.

MTC’s Lifeline Transportation Program
would replicate these efforts around the
redlon. As a first step, MTC has analyzed
gaps in transit services — hoth spatial gaps,
meaning areas where bus and rail service is
lacking, and temporat gaps, meaning times
of tay when service is inadequate, At the
same time, MTC is conducting a Transporta-
tion Affordability Study to identify how
transportation costs can act as a barvier to
low-income persans. MTC also will explore
ways to overcome these barriers, working n
partnership with county social services,
employers, school districts and others.

OVERVIEW

Regional Bicycie Master Plan

The RTP’s Regional Bicycle Master Plan defines — for the fisst time — a network of
regionally significant bicycle routes and facilities. The plan also identifies gaps in bike
routes; includes cost estimates and funding scrategies for buildout of the entire network;
recommends a series of activities and policies to improve bicycle/transit coordination,
enhance hike secutity and rider safery; and identifies programs to help local jurisdic-

tions male bicycling a convenient, safe and practical means of transportation.

Maintain the Existing Network

Because revenues are limited, a key RTP pricrity is to get the most out of the trans-
portation assets we already have. Accordingly, more than 70 percent of the federal, state
and local transportation funds the Bay Area expects to receive over the next quarter
century will be devoted to maintaining and operating the region’s existing road, high-

way and transit network.

As part of this commitment, the RTP provides full funding for pavement maintenance
throughout the network of regionally imporzant streets, roads and highways known as

the Metropolitan Transportation System (MTS). To keep the Bay Area’s existing cransit
network running, the RTP also provides full funding — with certain conditions — for
shartfalls related to the replacement and rehabilitation of buses, railcass, transit stations

and other assets.

Improve System Management

In addition to maintenance, this RTP includes serong support for harnessing the
region’s leading-edge technology and other operational rechniques to maximize the
capacity of existing street, highway and transit systems. What has come to be called a
“system management” approach to transportation began to take shape in the early
1990s, when it became evident that metropolitan regions could no longer afford solely
to build their way out of traffic congestion problems in terms of either dollar costs or

community impacts.

System management techniques aim to boost the efficiency of the transportation net-
work while improving travelers' access to transportation services. The Freeway Service
Patrol (BSP) is a prime example of system management at work. The white row trucks
cruise up and down busy freeways during commute hours and other high-traffic peri-
ods, aiding motorists in distress, removing debris and, in the process, helping to reduce
congestion and protect air quality. {The FSP and other regional system management

projects are listed on pages 6-7.)
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A Budget Primer Projected 25-Year Revenues

Under guidelines embodied in rwo landmark federal bills — the 1998 Transportation
Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA 21), and its predecessor, the 1991 Intermodal
Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTFA) — long-range transportation plans must
be budget driven. This stipulation is tied to air quality concerns: No longer can planning
osganizations take credit for transit projects or carpool fanes that might be on the books
and have some potential for cleansing the air, but which don’t stand a chance of being

built because funding is insufficient.

So what is the budger for the 2001 RTP? After looking a’tevenue streams from local,

Billions Percent

regional, state and federal sousces — including bridge rolls, transit fares, state and federal of Dollars  of Total
gas taxes, property taxes, and sales taxes - MTC’s planaing staff determined that some = ;Oca' | $51.4  59%

. . . . 2 Regiona 14.5 17 %
$87 billion in transportation revenues will flow to the Bay Area over the next 25 years 3 Stite 10.9 12%
(see pie chart at right). However, the vast majority of this money, some $79 billion 4 Federal 10.6 12%
(amounting to 90 percent), is already spoken for, having been commiteed by law, local TOTAL $87.4 100%

ballot measures or recent MTC programming actions. Most of this committed funding
will go toward operating and maintaining the region’s existing roads and transit systems,
or toward rail and bus expaasion projects approved by local voters. Included in this cal-
culation is the cost of maintaining the region’s highways and local roads, and the day-to
day costs of operating the region’s far-flung public transit network, which encompasses

9,860 miles of routes, including about 400 miles of rail transit.

After setting aside the $79 billion for committed lz;rojects and programs, planners were
left with $8.6 billion in discretionary funding thar could be assigned to Track 1 — the
heart of the 2001 RTT investment strategy. We'll look ar how the RTT divvies up that
discretionary pot in a moment. But frst, let’s address a point that comes up frequently
in public forums. There is a perception on the part of some critics that the region is
somehow favoring travel by automabiles, and underinvesting in public transit. But when
you lool at the entire RTP expenditure plan — both committed and ‘Track 1 discre-
tionary spending —— the criticism couldn't be further from the facts: A full 40 percent is
earmarked for transit operating costs (a category that inclades drivers’ salaries, fuel costs
and day-te-day maintenance of vehicles); 18 percent for rehabilitation/replacement of
transit vehicles, tracks and other facilivies; and 19 percent for transic expansion, In all, an
impressive 77 percent aof the $87 billion in transpertation funding flowing to the region
over the next 25 years is earmarked for public transit, as compared to just 23 percent for
roadway needs and other investments {see pie chart on page 6). Indeed the Bay Area
leads the nation’s major metropolitan areas in the proportion of overall transportation

spending devated to transic.
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Total RTP Expenditures

Biltions  Percent

of Bollars  of Total

1 Transit Operations $35.4% 40%

2 Transit Expansion 16.4 19%

3 Transit Rehabilitation 15.9 18%
4  Roadway Maintenance

and Operations 13.7 16%

5 Roadway Expansion 3.3 4%

& Other** 2.7 3%

TOTAL $87.4 100%

* 36% fare revenue/b4% tax subsicly

** Dthar inciudes hike and pedestrian improve-
ments, TLC/HIF, systern management, etc.

OVERVIEW

Local Needs antl Regional Priorities: A Balancing Act

Like past plans, this RT'P attempts to strike a balance between the need to manage and
maintain the diverse elements of the Bay Area’s transportation networl as a single,
regional system and the need to meet county-level project priorities (often endossed by
local voters). Fully 60 percent of the Track 1 pot of $8.6 billion in discretionary revenues
has been earmarked for regional programs and services recommended by MTC or for
projects jointly selected by MTC, Caltrans and county congestion management agencies,
The remaining 40 percent of Track 1 funds has been earmarked for road and transic
projects recommended by the county congestion management agencies, whose priorities

are tailored to address local development patterns and community lifestyles.

One of the top regiorﬁl spending priorities is backfilling the deficic for transit system
rehabilitation over the next 25 years {teplacing worn-out vehicles and support facilities).
The remaining funds in the regional Track 1 pot are earmarked for rehabilitating roads of
regional significance, the Resolution 3434 rail and bus expansion agreement, and programs
that squesze more efficiency out of — or improve access to — the transportation aetwork,

and foster smart growth.
Key regional programs included in the 2001 RTP are:

« Transportation for Livable Cemmunities {TLC)}Housing Incentive Program' (HIP}
MTC’s TLC program provides planning and capiral grants for small-scale transportation
projects that enhance community virality. The HIP grants complement the TLC grants
by encouraging the construction of high-density housing adjacent to transit hubs. The
RTP triples MTC's investment in this program, a measure of the plan's strong support

for “smart growth” principles designed to address urban sprawl,
g princip & p

* TransLink® transit smart card

TransLink® is a universal fare card that can be used as a passport for any of the region’s
bus, rail or fetry systems. The RTP funds regionwide rollout of the program, which
involves installation of new fare-reading equipment on hundreds of vehicles and in
dozens of rai! stations. (A 2002 test program will provide valuable operational data and

customer feedbacl.)

« Freeway Service Patrol (FSP) and call hox network

The region’s fleet of 74 FSP trucks currently patrols over 400 miles of freeways and
expressways, assisting motorists in distress free of charge while also clearing accidents
and debris. In addition, some 3,500 call boxes provide a link to the California Highway

Patrol and other emergency services.
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» Travinfo® traveler information system and other traffic management programs

The TravInfo® telephone hotline {§17-1717, shortened to 511 in December 2002), can
be dialed toll-free from any Bay Area arca code. The service provides real-time informa-
tion on traffic congestion as well as links to transit information centers. The RTP dedi-
cates funding to expand and enhance Travinfo®, and upgrade the infrastrucrure for col-

lecting data on freeway conditions.

* Pavement management and traffic engineering technical assistance programs

The 2001 RTP underwrites MTC’s efforts to assist cities and counties with assessing
pavement conditions and prescribing effective treatments, as well as.a second technical
assistance program that assists cities and counties with synchronizing and modernizing

traffic signals.

» Rideshare programs
The plan supports carpool/vanpool ridemarching and employer-based commute services

throughout the Bay Area,

* Regional transit information and marketing programs

MTC-sponsored programs aimed at building public transit ridership are also a part of
the 2001 RTP. These include: the Transit Informarion Web Page (www.transisinfo.org),
which provides route and schedule information for five dozen bus, rail and ferry operarors
in the Bay Area and adjacent regions; the Web-based Take TransitsM Trip Planner, which
generates instant, detailed reansit itineraries; and marketing campaigns to publicize

regional transit services.

One Plan, Two Tiers

At the same time as specifying how MTC intends to spend the $8.6 billion in
uncommitted transportation funding likely to flow to the region from existing local,
regional, state and federal sources between now and 2025, the RTD presents a second

tier of projects known as the Bay Area Transportation Blueprint for the 21st Century.

By presznting two tiers of projects and programs — Track 1, or those that can be
funded with existing revenues, along with the more far-reaching Blueprint — the RTP
asks, “Whac if2”

* What if we could restare our road, bus, rail, ferry and carpoo! network to mine

condition?

* What if we go beyond such nuts and boles, to close gaps in the region’s bus, rail and

carpool lane nerwork?
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Fueling Smart Growth

MTC launched the Transportation for
Livable Communities (TLC) program in
1998, feeding it with flexible funding
flowing to the region from the federal
TEA 21 legislation. Initially, the program
provided planning and capital grants for
smali-scale transportation projects that
enhance community vitality - including
bike and pedestrian paths, streetscapes,
plazas in the vicinity of transit hubs, and
the like.

In 2006, MTC added a new category to
its portfolic of smart growth grant pro-
grams: the Housing Incentive Program,
or HIP for short. HIP rewards cities for
fostering compact housing with easy
access to public transit lines. The grants
are keyed to project densities — the
maore units per acre, the higher the grant
amount, Affordable units earn a bonus. In
a synergistic twist, MTC's H1P guidelines
cal! for cities to use the incentive grants
to fund more TLC-type projects.

The 2001 RTP triples TLC funding to
$27 million annually, Of this, $18 million
will be allocated at the regional level by
MTC. The remaining $9 million per year
wilt be aliocated by the county congestion
management agencias for locally deter-
minad proiects that fit the TLC profile.




Sample RTP Projects

Listed beiow are some of the key road,
transit and freight projects included in the
2001 RTP:

Alameda County
+ BART to Warm Springs

* BART/Qakland International Airport
connector

» Bus Rapid Transit {(Berkeley, Gakland,
San Leandro)

« 1-680 Sunol Grade high-occupancy-
vehicle (HOV) lanes

Contra Costa County

« Raute 4 improvements

+ Caldecott Tunnel fourth bore

+ Richmang Trtermodal Transfer Statlon

Marin Cotinty

» 1§.5.101 HOV lanes: $an Rafael gap
closure

» Local bus service enhancements

= [-580/U.5, 101 interchange improve-
ments

Napa County

* Route 29/Trancas Road interchanue

* Route 12/29/221 intersection

impravements

San Francisco
+ Third S¢reet light-raif extension to
Chinatown {Central Subway)

* Doyla Drive replacement
+ Bus Rapid Transit program

s« Caitrain electrification and extension to
dowrrtown San Francisco/vebuiit Trans-
bay Terminal

{continued on following page)

OVERVIEW

* What if we go a step further, and strategically expand the system so that it keeps pace

with the repion’s growth?

* Whar if we could inspire legislators, the administration in Sacramento and focal vot-
ers to dig a little deeper into our collective pockets to meet the Bay Ared’s pressing

transportation problems head on?

The Blueprint began to take shape in 1999, when MTC undertook an ambitious planning
effort to look beyond current funding limits, and identify the full range of projects and
programs needed to provide mobility for the Bay Area in the new millennium. This effort

to sketch a vision of the Bay Area’s transportation future was completed in March 2000.

Encompassing about $33 billior in spending, the Blueprint proposes to first fill fund-
ing shortfalls for basic infrastructure and services. At the same time, the Blueprint
includes a number of large-scale transit and highway projects that would substantially
expand the nerwork’s people-carrying capacity — and help meet the 30 percent surge in

teavel expected over the next two-plus decades.

Already, the Blueprint has met with considerable success, helping the Bay Area to score
$1.7 billion in the governor’s Traffic Congestion Relief Program in 2000, The Blueprint
positions the Bay Area eo take full advancage of any new revenues that might flow from

a majar new funding mechanism — whether at the federal, state or local level.

In March 2002, after the adoption of this RTE California voters passed Proposition
42, an amendment to the state constitution that permanently dedicates the existing
state sales tax on gasoline to transportation investments, beginning in fiscal year
2008-09. This will generate about $5.8 billion in new revenues over the next 25
years — and some of these dollars could potentially fund Blueprint projects. (Note:
Because Proposition 42 had not yet been passed at the time the RTT was adopted, in
December 2001, the measure’s $5.8 billion in projected revenues are not included in.
eicher the Committed or Track 1 portions of this RTP. These new revenues will be
dealt with in the 2004 update of the RTP)

While the extension of the sales tax on pasoline has generated considerable excitement in
the transportation communiry, it is not the anly possible finding source for the Blueprine
for che 21st Cennuy. It is likely that Contra Costa, San Mateo and San Francisco counties
will pursue extensions of their special half-cent transportation sales taxes (which all expire
by 2010). If the experience of Santa Clara and Alameda counties is any indication —
both passed extensions of their transportation sales taxes in 2000 with more than the

required ewo-thirds vote -~ success is within reach. It’s also possible that the roster of
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so-cafled “self-help” counties witl ultimately include four additional Bay Area counties
that have yet to pass a transportation sales tax: Marin, Napa, Solano and Sonoma. And
while rising gas prices have made a regional gas tax off-limits for the moment, MTC
remains committed to testing voter support for this idea when the political and eco-

nomic climate improves,

Meeting Clean Air Standards

The transportation improvements in the 2001 RTP will not come at the expense of Bay
Area air quality. Quite the contrary: This plan will help achieve cleaner air. A related

document, the Rewised 2001 Bay Area Ozone Attainment Plan, lays out an action plan

designed to bring the region into full compliance with federal ozone standards by 2006.

While Bay Area air quality is imptoving overall {see chart on page 10), one-hour ozone
levels continue to exceed federa! standards at 2 small aumber of monitoring stations in
the region on a few days during the summer, mainly on hot afternoens in che inland

sections of the Bay Area,

MTC and two regional agency partners -— the Association of Bay Area Governments
and the Bay Ares Air Quality Management District — adopted the Ozone Actainment
Plan in October 2001, The measures contained in the plan will reduce emissions of
both volatile organic compounds and oxides of nitrogen —- which react to form smog
— by mote than 120 tons per day in 2006. By so doing, the plan will help to further
improve air quality in a region that is already in compliance with federal one-hour

ozone standards over 99 percent of the time.

The Ozone Attainment Plan was approved by the California Air Resources Board in
November 2001. The federal Environmental Protecrion Agency issued its approval of the
plan’s mobile source emissions budger in February 2002. Additionally, a separate con-
formity analysis report, approved by the Federal Highway Adminiscration and the Feder-
al Transic Administration in March 2002, ensures the consistency of this RTP with air
qualicy objectives.

Worles in Progress
To supplement the RTE, MTC is pursuing a number of paralle] effarts to furcher improve

the region’s sransportation nerworlk, including the development of additional components

of the long-ranpe plan. These components will be incorporated into future plans,
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Sample RTP Projects
{continued from previous page)
San Mateo County -

= Caltrain grade separations

* 11.5. 101 auxiliary fanes and interchange
maodifications

Santa Clara County
* BART from Warm Springs to San Jose

« Light-rail extensions: Tasman, East
Valiey, Capitol, Vasona

» San Jose International Airpert light-rait
connection

« 1-880 HOV lanes from Route 237 to
Alameda Ceounty line

* 1J.5. 101 HOV lanes from southern
San Jose to Morgan Hill

Solano County
+ 1-80/1-680/Route 12 interchange
Improvements

+ Jepson Parkway (I-80 reliever route)

* New I-80 HOV lane segments, Falrfield
to Dixon

Sonoma County
« 11,8.101 HOV lanes and interchange
improvements, Windsor to Petaluma

« Morthwestern Pacific track improvements
and other upgrades

Transhay/Multicounty

* U.5.101 “Novate Narrows” HOV lanes
from Nevate to Petaluma

Dumbarton Rail Bridge rehabilitation
* Route 12 widening (Napa, Sclano)

* Capito! Corridor, ACE intercity vail
improvements

« Caltrain electrification and track
improvements (Santa Clara, San Mateo,
San Francisco}




Air Quality Teends

Percenlagr; change from 2000 to 2006
10 - 9.4%

Vehicle Miles of Travel

! Volatile Organlc Gompotinds

u QOxldes of Nitrogen

Does increased auto travel eguate to
increased air poliution? Not necessarily.
Over the next six years, emissions of
volatile organic compounds and oxides of
nitrogen — two precursors to ozone pollu-
tion, or smog — are pradicted to drop
despite a 9 percent increase in vehicla
miles of travel. In fact, air quality models
show the region attaining the federal
azone standard by 2006 or earlier. The
goad news is attributable to cleaner burn-
ing fuels and more efficient auta engines,
and efforts by MTC and other regional
agencies to curb emissions from both
mobile sources (autos, tiucks, ete.) and
stationary sources such as industrial
plants and processes.

10

OVERVIEW

State-of-the-System Report

As part of MTC's continuing effort to monitor the performance of the Bay Area
transportation system, the Commission has undertaken a new initiative to better
understand system performance from the customer’s perspective. A comprehensive
report on the “state of the system” debuts in 2002, and will be updated annually
thereafter. The report assembles key facts and performance indicators from data sup-
plied by a number of agencies. These data focus on measures of mobility, safety,

usage and the overall condition of the transportation system.

Pedestrian Safety

At che same dme it is working to promote bicycling as a viable transportation option,
MTC is exploring ways of malking streets safer for pedestrians, In early 2001, MTC
established a Pedestrian Safety Task Force made up of staff from city and county plan-
ning and public works departments, representatives from law enforcement agencies, and
interested citizens. MTC hosted a Bay Area-wide summit on the topic in October 2001
to generate wider public involvement in the project. The task force’s preliminary findings
are folded inte the final 2001 RTP, '

As it continues to develop a comprehensive regional pedestrian safety program, the
task force is looking at what are known as che three “E”s: enforcement, education and
engineering. One outcome might be a technical assistance program in which MTC

deploys experts to analyze and solve local safery issues.

Regional Smart Growth Initiative

MTC and five other regional agencics are worlking to develop a single unifying vision
for accommodating the anticipated growth in the Bay Area in a way chat will reflect the
Commission’s commitment to promoting vital and livable communities. This includes
revitalizing central cities and older suburbs, preserving open space and agricultural land,
enhancing public transit, and providing more housing within the region for the Bay

Areds expanding worldorce,

In the fall of 2001, MTC and its partner agencies co-sponsored a series of nine public
Workshoiﬁs around the Bay Area to stimulate discussion and gather recommendarions
on how public policy can best be used to pursue this “smart growth” strategy. The
results of the county-level workshops were analyzed and then distilled into a trio of
regtonwide alternatives presented for discussion at another round of workshops in
spring 2002. The goal of these wotkshops is to build consensus for a single vision for
smart growth in the Bay Area — including identification of the regulatory changes and
policy incentives needed to implement it. The 2004 update of the RTP will address the

results of the Smart Growth project.
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2001 RTP:Vision for Future Builds on Strong Heritage

As the product of a collaborative effort invoiving thousands of participants, the
2001 RTP reflects the Bay Ared’s diverse population and economy with 2 broad
scope of investments and a vision for the future that combines careful stewardship of
existing resources with ambitious new initiatives. While renewing commitments
made in earlier regional transportation plans, the 2001 RTP alsa clarifies the Bay
Aveds strategic objectives by derailing a comprehensive Regional Transit Expansion
Program that will improve mobility and connectivity in every corner of the Bay
Area, and presenting a Blueprint of additional projects that can be delivered if new

funds become available.

With its commitment to sustain and extend the region’s existing infrastructure, enhance
access by means of lifeline services for those most in need, and improve the overall
operating efficiency of the Bay Area transportation netwotk, the 2001 RTP represents a
sound, innovative, inclusive transportation plan for the 21st century Bay Area. We

invite you to examine it in closer detail,

Public Review: We’re Stilf Listening

MTC welcomes input from interested citizens at all times. While the RTP is not sched-
uled to be updated again until 2004, the Commission will have plenty of work to do in
the years to come. To stay on top of MTC activiries or to keep abreast of upcoming
public meetings, you can visit our Web site at <www.mtc.ca.gov>. If you can't come to
a meeting, you can call our Public Informarion Office at (510) 464-7787, or send your

comments via c-mail, fax or mail:

MTC Public Information Office
Joseph P Bort MetroCenter

101 Eighth Street

Qalkdand, CA 94607

Fax: (510) 464-7848

E-mail: info@mrc.ca.gov

To arder acditional coples of the 2001 Regional
Transportation Plan, contact the MTC Library:
E-mail: .library@mtc,ca.gav

Fax: (51Q) 464-7852

Phone: (510) 464-7836

The 2001 RTP also is posted an MTC’s Web sita:
<www.mic.ca.dovs>,
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The Road to the RTP:
Outreach and Public Involvement

* MTC kicked off the RTP cutreach with
a town hall meeting in February 2001
that was attended by some 200 pecple.

+ A video of the kickoff was distributed
on 25 cable TV stations and posted on
MTC's Web site.

= In the spring of 2001, MTC cospon-
sored 29 workshops, partnering with
congestion management agencies and
commenity groups in low-income neigh-
barhoods as weli as special interest
groups catering to husiness, seniors and
the like. At several meetings, translators
were on hand to interpret for non-Eng-
lish speakers. Funding was provided for
seven of the workshops to help commu-
nity-based organizations defray the
costs of hesting and publiclzing the
meetings, In ali, 700 people attended,
many of them interacting with MTC for
the first time. o

In the fall of 2001, MTC conducted
eight more public workshops/hearings.

MTC developed a Web verston of inter-
active outreach display materials, dub-
bing it “The RTP Challenge.” Some
1,700 peopte took part in the Web sur-
vey conducted as part of the first phase
of MTC's outreach campaign. A secand
online survey conducted following the
August 2001 release of the Draft 2001
RTP generated nearly 200 responses,

A consultant conducted a random-sample
telephone poll of 1,600 regisiered voters.

Findings from the autreach campaign
were compiied into two reports. Both
reports wera posted fo MTC's Web site
and sumimaries of the first report in
Spanish and Chinese also were posted.

The Draft 2001 RTP generated more
than 400 letters and e-mail comments.

11
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BAY AREA TRAVEL CORRIDORS

Although the facilities that make up the Bay Area transportation network are
often grouped by type (e.q., local roads, state highways, interstate highways)
or mode (train, bus, automobile}, MTC finds that the best way to view this
netwaork is as a system of multimodal travel corridors. The corridars contain
the most-traveled routes along the region’s rail, highway and bridge networks.
They provide the appropkiate regional context for transportation planning,
more relevant than political jurisdictions or the ownership or operation of the
various infrastrucfure segments.

MTC has identified 16 such corridors in the Bay Area. This list includes the
Bay Area taken as a whole, to highlight the ways MTC and its transportation

partners deploy regional solutions to issues that cut across individual corridors. '

Also, for the first time, an “nterregional Gateways” corridor has heen added to
the list, a reflection of the increasing number of trips into the Bay Area from
adjoining counties.

For each corridor, we provide a description, a summary of specific management
objectives, a map, and a list of projects according to their status — Committed,
Track 1 and Blueprint (see previous chapter for definitions of these terms), The
Track 1 and major Blueprint projects proposed far a given corridor in this RTP
are disptayed on the corridor map. Project cost and funding information may be
found in the relevant county listings in Attachment A,

TRAVEL CORRIDORS

San Francisco Bay Region
+ System Management

« Transportation for Livahle Commu-
nities /Housing Incentive Program

+ Lifeline Transportation Program
* Regicnal Transit Expansion Prograrm
Golden Gate

North Bay East-West

Napa Valley

Eastshore-North

Deita

Diahlo

Tri-Valley

Sunoi Gateway
Eastshere-South
Fremont-South Bay

Silicon Valley

Peninsufa

San Francisco

Transhay

Interregional Gateways

61
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67
67
69
79
83
87
91
95
99
103
167
111
115
119
123
127
131
135
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NORTH BAY EAST-WEST
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NORTH BAY EAST-WEST Management Ohjectives

JE * Improve operations and safety on Route
There is a strong connection in the North Bay corridor between transportation, 116 hetween Petaiuma and Sonoma

. . , . . Valley, an Route 12 east of Interstate
wetlands and the development of a recreational trail system. This corridor extends 80 and on Route 121 hetween Routes

in an east-west direction from Route 12 at the Solano/Sacramento county line in 12 and 29
the east, to U.S. 101 in Marin/Sonoma countles to the west, Including Routes 37, Protect and enhance wetland resources

12,116 and 121. Route 37 is the corridar’s major transportation spine and is a and provide managed public access when
making transportation Improvements

W

two- to four-lane facility with a safety barrier aver most of the two-lane section
that traverses a nationally significant wetland habitat area.

Estabiish a basic level of transit mobility
in the corridor ’

Improve bicycle and pedestrian options

,El Travei is largely generated by the communities of Petaluma, San Rafaei, Novato, for commuter and recreational trave!
At . o \ .
i Valigjo and Fairfield, which anchor the westerr and eastern ends of the corridor. « Tmprove operations for commercial/
The area is primarily open space and agricultural land interspersed with smaller agricultural vehicles
communities. A former military base (Mare Istand) is heing master-planned s Coordinate traffic management strategy

for new development, The corridor serves a mix of recreation destinations — for Route 37 with strategy for RDL,'tes
, . R . ) 12/121/116 (see Napa Valley corridor}
o i— including wineries, Marine World theme park and Sears Point Raceway — as

) * Develop access improvements for reuse
well as agricultural and commute iravel.

of former Mare Isiand Navy base

Safety and operationai projects are the predeminant proposad improvements on
Rautes 12, 1146 and 121. Improvements to Route 37 are constrained by the wet-
s ; lands and will tikely require the approval of the Bay Conservation and Develop-

' ment Commission and federal resource protection agencies.

Jeanne Perkins
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NORTH BAY EAST-WEST

Committed Funding
Not mapped:

* Route 37 from Napa River Bridge to Route
26: upgrade from 2-lane to 4-1ane freeway
{not including Route 29/37 interchange),
planting, and enviranmental mitigation

« Route 29/Reute 37 intérchange improve-
ments in Vallejo

+ Route 12 safety improvements between
Suisun City and Rio Vista (reduce bumps
and dips in the roadway and extend passing
lanes)

+ Route 121 traffic signal system and
channelization at 8th Sireet

Rehabiiitate Route 12, widen shoulders and
repiace bridge near Kenwood between
Sonoma Creek to Boyes Botlavard

Rehabilitate and widen Route 116 beiweeen
Eiphick Road to Redweod Drive in
Sepastopol and Cotati

84

Track 1
@ Route 37 traveler information system

@ Rouie 29/1.2/121 (Stanly Ranch) intersec-
tion improvements

@ Route 12/29/221 (Soscol Avenue) inter-
section improvements

Widen Route 12 {(Jamescn Canyon) from
1-80 in Solano County tc Route 29 in
Napa County from 2 lanes to 4 lanes

Route 12/29 {Alrport Road) grade
separation

Operational projects on Routes
12/116/121

Operaticnal and safety improvements an
Route 12 fram Sacramento River to I-80
{(Phase 1)

124

Blueprint

Safety improvements on Route 121

| Widen Route 29 ta 6 lanes from Route
221 to Route 29/12/Airport Road

Widen American Canyon Read to 4 lanes
from Route 29 to 1-80

i Widen Route 12 to 4 lanes hetween Suisun
City and Rio Vista; includes support for
feasinility study of a new Rio Vista Bridge
at Route 12 and Sacramento River

m

Realign Route 116 (Stage Gulch Road)
along Champlin Creek and widen the
remaining segments

Widen Route 37 to 4 lanes with environ-
mental mitigation

Not mappad:

Transit service between
Napa/Scnoma/Solano counties

mmmmm
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NORTH

BAY EAST-WEST

.® Track 1 Project
W Biueprint Project

] BES

L.

Interstate Hichway
11,5, Highway
State Highway
Freeway

Other Highway
Majar Arterial
Raif LIne

Ferey Terminal

BART
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EASTSHORE-NORTH

A major gateway to points east of the Bay Area, the corridor along Interstate 30
extends from the approaches at the Bay Bridge to Dixon in Salanc County. It con-
nects Alameda, Contra Costa and Solano counties. The Carguinez Bridge acts as a
partal for trips into Contra Costa County from Solano County.

Major transit services and facilities include BART, express buses from Solano
Courntty to BART in El Cerrito, ferry services lincluding feeder bus services} from
Vallejo to San Francisco, and lacal and express bus service operated by AC
Transit and WestCAT. Capitol Corridor intercity rail services operate in the corri-
dor between Qakland and Sacramento/Calfax. Major intermodal passenger facili-
ties include the Richmond BART station (serving Amtrak and the Capitols), the
Emeryville and Oakland Amtral stations, the EI Cerrito del Norte BART station
{exprass buses} and the Vallejo Ferry Terminal, High-cccupancy-vehicle lanes also
are used extensively in the corridor '

The corridor varies from areas that are highly urbanized, such as from Richmond
to the Bay Bridge, to fow-density, suburban and rural development elsewhere in
the corridor. It contains some of the fastest-growing residential areas in the
region, with the majority of this growth occurring in Solano Caunty. I-80 is a
major recreational rouie, linking the Bay Area io Lake Tahoe and Reno, and is
among the region’s husiest trucking routes serving the Port of Qaldand,

@ Willlam Hall, Caitrans

EASTSHORE-NORTH

Management Ohjectives

Rely an the Capitol Corridor trains, and
express buses and carpeois utilizing the
HOV lanes to serve growth of long-dis-
tance commuting te the urban core

Encolirage ridesharing and transit use
through bridge ol policies

Rely en local transit and arterial
Improvemeitts to serve growth in com-
muting between communities within
urban core

Lise facility improvements to ensure
that 1-80 cperates smoothly during mid-
day hours to preserve freight mohility

Manage Interstate 80 and local streets
as one system to minimize overall delay
and protect local streets from spillover
traffic

Design interchange improvements far
1-80 in such a way as to protect main-
line operatians

Develop an equitable ramp-metering
plan

Develop reliever route system in Sotano
Caounty for local trips

Develop pedestrian and bicycle access
to bus, rail and ferry facilities

Gl




EASTSHORE-NORTH

Committed Funding
Not mapped:

= New Carguingz Bridge: construct new sus-
pension bridge west of existing bridges (4
westbound lanes, including an HOV lane, pius
new bicycle/pedestrian pathway) and modify
Crockett interchange

Recanstruct MacArthur Boulevard onramp
to restore access to eastbound 1-80¢ and
westbound 1-580

« San Pablo Avenue Smart Corridor (Phase 2)

« Extend Mandela Parkway in Oakland; com-
pletes freeway congestion rellever route

Widen 1-80 from 5 lanes to 6 lanes {0
axtend eastbound HOV lane from San
Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge toll plaza o
Powel| Street

Extend Horten Street hetween 53rd Street
and Haruff Street (under Powell Street
Bridge in Emeryvilie)

1-80 bicycle and pedestrian overcrossing in
Berkeley

Capitol Corridor intercity rail service

(9 round trips daliy between Oakland and
Sacramente and 7 round trips dally between
San Jose and Qakland)

Transit centers and park-and-ride fots

-

Reglonal Express Bus Program:
1-80/Richmond Transhay

Vallejo Baylink Ferry (capital cost for new
passenger vessef)

Regional Express Bus Program:
Vallejo/Transhay s

Redionat Express Bus Program: 1-80/Selano
County to De! Norte BART station

Project development for new Falefieid/
Vacavilie multimodal rail station for Capitol
Corddor intercity rafl service in Solana
Cotnty

Install a second span aleng existing Green
Valiey Bridge to accomodate 4 lanes of frav-
ef way and an acceleration/deceleration lane
in each direction

g2

Track 1

@ Bus Rapid Transit in San Pablo Avenue
Corridor

@ Intermedal transit improvements at the
Emeryville Amtrak station (includes park-
ing garage)

@ 1-80/Ashby/Shellmound interchange modi-
fications; involves the construction of 2
reundabouts and separate bile-pedestrian
overcrassing

@ 1-80/Gilman Avenue Interchange improve-
ments (inciudes roundabouts)

@ Richmond Parkway Transit Center {Phase
1); includes signal reconfiguration/timing,
ingress/egress, parking facility, and security
improvements at Hilitop park-and-ride lot

@ Hercules Transit Center relocation and
expansion

@ Capitol Corridor train station in Hercules

Extend [-80 westbound HOV iane from
north of Cummings Skyway to Route 4

@ AC Transit enhanced bus service in San
Pablo Avenue corridor in Contra Costa
County: new passenger stations, roadway
geometric impravements, informatton
kiosks

Richmond intermodal transfer station
(BART to Amtral/Capitol Corridar)

@ Valleio intermodal ferry station (Phase 1)
@ Vallejo ferry maintenance facility

@ Widen 1-80 from & lanes to 8 lanes
betwean Vacaville and Dixon

Construct rail stations, track improve-
ments, or intermodal centers for Capitol
Corridor intercity rail or commuter rail
sarvice; petential station sites are
Fairfield/Vacaville, Dixan and Benicia

@ Jepson Parkway (Phase 1); includes
1-80/Lelsure Town Road interchange
improvements

@ 1-80 HOV lanes between 1-680 and 1-505
through Fairfield and Vacaville

Mot mapped;

» New express huses for 1-80 HOV service
(capital costs)

+ Non-capaclty increasing improvements to
interchanges and paraliel arterials to 1-80

« Express bus service on 1-80 (capital costs
for additional services beyond those in
Regional Express Bus Program)

* 1-B0/[-680/Route 12 interchange improve-
ments {Phase 2) (see “Diablo” Corrider
for map)

127

Blueprint

Complete widening of 1-80 from & lanes to
8 lanes hetween I-505 in Vacaville and
Pedrick Road in Dixon

Complete 1-80 HOV lanes between 1-480
in Fairfield and 1-505 in Vacaville

@ Rapid Bus Transit on San Pablo Avenue
{additional service)

Add new HOV fane in each direction on
1-80 between Route 37 and Carguinez
Bridge

E 1-80 easthound HOV lanes from Route 4
to Carguinez Bridge

Mot mapped:
« BART to Hilltep Malif in Richmond

* Various I-80 interchange improvements:
Raute 4, San Pablo Dam Read, Cummings
Slyway, and athers

« Capitel Corridor intercity rafl
Improvements
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" Port of*
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Harbor Ray lsia
< Ferry Torminal S

Base map © Thamas Bros. Maps. Alt rigivts reserved.

EASTSHORE-NORTH

@ Track 1 Preject

@

Blueprint Project

Interstate Highway
11.5. Highway
State Highway
Freeway

Qther Highway
Major Arterial
Rail Line

Farry Terminal
Port

BART
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DIABLO

This corridar foilows the Interstate 680 freeway from Interstate 80 ‘near Suisun
City to Interstate 580 in Dublin, passing by mostly suburban development, inter-
spersed with large office parks and retail shopping cenieré, and punctuated by the
iooming presence of Mt. Diable. The corridor also includes the Benicia-Martinez
Bridge, Route 242, Route 24, the [-680/24 interchange and the Galdecott Tunnel.
I-680 provides HOV fanes between the 1-680/24 interchange and 1-580.

BART serves the northern portion of the corridor and connects Contra Costa
County to Alameda County, San Francisco and the Peninsula to the west. County
Connection provides extensive feeder bus service to BART and local service
throughout the corridor. Major transit intermodal facilities are the Wainut Creek
and North Concord BART stations, and the Martinez intermodal station for the
Capitol Corridor intercity rail service.

The corridor serves commuter travel from residential areas in Sotano County into
Contra Costa County. The southern end connects to the rapidly growing Tri-Valley
area. Residents of the corridor typically commute o jobs in the Tri-Valley and

through the Caldecott Tunnel £o jobs in Alameda and San Francisco counties.

© 2001 Barrie Rokeach
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GIABLO

Management Qbjectives-

Use toll palicies and preferentia! lanes
to encourage HOV lane use and peal
spreading for trips within the copridor
and those entering corridor from the
north C

Manage [-680 and Route 242 as one
system to minimize overall system,
delay during the péak period and to
ensure acceptable 1-680/24 inter-
change operations

Ensure improvements to Route 4 and
Route 242 do not adversely affect
1-680 operations

Maintain reliable freeway operations in

off-peal period for freight mability

Raeduce delays and unpredictable travel
time by making Route 24 a continuous
four-lane facility in each direction

Pravide good bus, bicycle and pedestri-
an connections to major activity centers
and BART

99




DIABLO

Commitied Funding

Not mapped:

New Benicia-Martinez Bridge: construct new
briclge span east of existing span {4 mixad-
flow lanes, 1 slow-vehicie lane and
hicycle/pedestrian path); includes new tall
plaza and upgrades to I-680/1-780 inter-
change and 1-680/Marina Vista Roatl inter-
change

1-80/1-680/Route 12 interchange improve-
ments; includes connectors and auxiliary
lanes between Green Valley Road to Cordeila
truck weigh station (Phase 1)

Widen and extend Bellinger Canyon Road (6
lanes) from Alcosta Baulevard to Dougherty
Road

1-680/Alcosta Boulevard interchange
improvements

Witlen Dougherty Road to 6 lanes from Red
Willow to Contra Costa Ceunty line

Construct Windermere Parikway: 4 lanes
from Boilinger extansion to East Branch

Construct East Branch; 4 lanes from
Bollinger Canyon Road extension to Camino
Tassajara

Gateway Lamorinda traffic program

Martinez Intermadal Terminal Facility
{Phases 1 and 2); includes construction of a
new passenger rail station, bus facilities and
parking i

Regional Express Bus Program: I[-680 and
1-780/Solano Gounty to Walnut Creek BART
station

Regional Express Bus Program:
1-680/Martinez to San Raman

Regional Express Bus Program: 1-80 and
[-680/Solano County to Walnut Creei BART
station
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Track 1

@ 1-680/Route 4 interchange freeway-to-
freeway direct connectors (Phases 1 and
2}: eastbound Route 4 to southbound
1-680, and northbound I-680 to westbound
Route 4

@ Caldecott Tunnel fourth bore

Martinez Intermodal Terminal Facility
{Phase 3 initial segment); 200 interim
parking spaces {includes site acquisition,
demolition, and censtruction)

1-680 auxiliary lane from Bollinger Canyon
Road to Diable Road in San Ramon and
Danviite

i-680 HOV lanes from WMarina Vista inter-
change to North Main Street (southbound)
and from Route 242 nerthbound to the
Marina Vista interchange

Widen Alhambra Avenue from Route 4 to
McAlvey Drive (Phases 2 and 3)

@ Widen Pacheco Boulevard from 2 lanes fo
4 lanes from Blum Road ta Arthur Road

Extend Commerce Avenue to Witiow Pass
Road :

@ Route 24 easthound auxiliary lanes from
Gateway Boulevard to Brookwood
Road/Moraga Way in-Orinda

1-80/1-6B0/Route 12 interchange improve-
ments {Phase 2)

Not mapped:

* Non-capacity increasing jmprovements o
interchanges and paralle! arterials to
[-680 and Route 24

» Additional express bus service on [-680
(capital costs)

130

Blueprint

E Selected additional -680 auxiliary lanes
south of I-680/Route 24 interchange

Widen I-680 to 6 {anes (all mixed fiow)
north of Benicia Bridge

m Increase I-680/Route 4 interchange capac-
ity and HOV-to-HOV connectors between
Route 4 and I-680 {westbound Route 4 to
southbound I-680}

-B0/I-680/Route 12 interchange (Phase
33 widen 1-80 hy 2 ianes in each direction
(1 mixed flow and 1 HOV lane) betwaen
1-680 and Route 12 {west)

EnoOFB OB OBEOEOBFROB O™ | BEOBE B R B
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% Blueprint Project
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Interstate Highway

U.5, Highway

State Highway
Fresway

Other Highway

Malor Arterial

Rail Line

i || BEE

Adrport

BART

iy

Base map © Thomas Bros, Maps. Al rights reserved.
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INTERREGIONAL GATEWAYS

INTERREGIONAL GATEWAYS WManagement Objectives
* Recognize Interstate 580, Interstate
The region’s influence extends beyond the nine Bay Area counties. The Bay Area’s 80, Route 17 and U.S. 10% south as
- transportation system serves a growing number of commuters choosing to live ;:;r;?:gsl ,iit:tf: ® to encourags
outside the region for lower housing prices or other quality of Iife reasons. In
addition, the region’s freeways and rail systems move goods and freight into and
out of the region, serving statewide, naticnal and international markets. The four

Develop an equitable ramp-metering plan

* Maintain reliable freeway operations in
off-peak period for freight mobility; use

main interregional corridors are: Interstate 580, Interstate 80, Route 17 and weigh-in-motion technology to expedite
truck

U.3.101. Other less traveled gateways are Reute 4, Route 12 and Route 152, e

The Altamant I-580 carridor is a major truck route for distribution centers locat- * Improve access to Bay Area airports

and seaperts
ed in the Central Valiey. The Northwestern Pacific rail line is used to haul freight

from counties north of the Bay Area.

* Complete gaps In the existing HOV lane
system to facilitate express bus service an
HOV lanes to major employment centers

MTC travel projections show that in-commuting from outside the Bay Area wili
nearly double over the next 20 years, The largest increase will be coming from the
Central Valley via Yolo/Sacramento counties and San Joaguin/Stanislaus/Merced
counties; in-commuting from Santa Cruz and San Benito/Monterey counties in
the south and Mendocino/lLake counties in the north also is expected to increase.
"‘fE Also, the gateways handle significant recreational travel to beaches, the Sierras
and the Delfa, particuiarly on weekends and in the summer.

The Bay Area currently has three international airports and five seaperts, which
all serve travelers and freight from outsice the reglon. Cargo tonnage handled by
the region’s airports and seaports is projected o triple and double respectively
over the next 20 years, Much of the cargo brought into these ports is distributed
outside the region hy truck and rail.

® 2001 Barrie Rokeach
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INTERREGIONAL GATEWAYS

Committed Funding
Not mapped:
« Caltrain extension to Salinas/Monterey

+ Altamont Commuter Express (ACE) rail service
aperating and station/track improvements
(4 round trips daily)

136

Tracl 1

@ Narth Coast Railroad Authority track

maintenance and rehabilitation

Widen I-80 from & lanes to 8 lanes
between Vacaviile and Dixon (Phase 1)

@ Operational and safety improvements on

Route 12 from Sacramento River to 1-80
(Phase 1)

@ [-580 auto/truck separation lane at

[-580/1-205 interchange

Additional Route 152 safety improvements
between U.S. 101 and Route 156 {may
include westbound Route 152 to west-
bound Route 156 flyover)

@ Upgrade Route 25 to 4-lane expressway

standards (Santa Clara County portion of
project) )

Route 25/Santa Teresa Boulevard/
U.S. 101 interchange construction

133

Biueprint

@ Sonoma-Marin Rail passenger service

@ Tracy-Brentwood Expressway: expressway

on new alignment around Byron

Westbound truck climbing lane over
Altament Pass

Route 152 to fulf expressway to San
Benito County line

Not mapped:
Expansion of ACE service
Intra~Tei-Valley express hus service

San Joaquin County to Tri-Valley and
Dublin/Pleasanton BART express bus service

Capitol Corridor intercity rail improvements

=




INTERREGIONAL GATEWAYS
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@ Track 1 Project
d w Blueprint Project
k]

) Interstate Highway

1.5, Highway

State Highway

Freeway

Cther Highway

] ~—— Major Artarial
E e Rall Line
4 Alrport
il & Ferry Terminal
d Port

BART

Base map © Thomas 8ros. Maps, All rights reserved,
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ATTACHMENT C
SPDLANO COUNTY PROJECTS—COMMITTED FUNDING
RTP ) TOTAL
REFERENCE PROJECT
NUMBER PROJECT/PROGRAM WITH COMMITTED FUNDING COSTS  NOTES
In millions of
2001 dollars
SOLAND COUNTY-WIDE .
94681, : Local streets and roads pavement maintenance (committed ravenues -7 $173.8° Shorifall remains {see Track 1)
Lo shown)
21861 . - ‘Noh-pavement maintenance (sidewalk, lighting, drainage, landscaping, =00 $194.8-- Shortfall remains
B - etc. ~ committed revenues shown) ERA
21869 " Local bridge maintenance {committed revenues shown) S -$23,1 . Fully funded
94683 . Vallejo Transit — transit operating and capital improvement program i $571.6° Federal, state and jocal funds (including tran- i
oo tincluding replacement, rehabilitation, and minor enhancements for R TR

F sit fares) avallable directly to operator; capi-
relling stock, equipment, fixed facilities and other capital assets; does tal shortfall remains (see Track 1)

x nat include system expansion)

Fundls are from Transportation Development l
:7o7 Act (TDA) Article 3, Bicycle Transportation i
2. Account, local TEA 21 Enhancement funds,

=t and other programmed federal funds.

‘94154 . . Bicycle and pedestrian projects

DIABLO

21435  Regional Express Bus Program: I-80 and I-680/5olanc County to Wi $1.4 - 2000 Traffic Congestion Relief
et : Walnut Creek BART Station N oo Program project

231443 - Regional Express Bus Program: 1-680 and [-780/Solano County to - . :3;3'-.;7-_ 2000 Traffic Congestion Relief :;
w0l Walnut Creek BART Station 0o Program project
94150 - I-B0/1-680/Route 12 interchange improvements; includes cennectors and $18.6-. Funded in 1998 and 2000 state ITIP

auxiliary lanes hetween Green Vallay Road and Cerdelia truck weigh sta-
tion (Phase 1)

EASTSHORE-NORTH

21341.. Project development for new Fairfield/Vacaviite multimodal rall station : $0.1 .
o for Capitol Corridor intercity rail service in Solano County - i

21348: Install a second span along existing Green Valley Bridge to facilitate four $168
S 4 lanes of travel way and an acceleration/deceleration lane in each direction e

“2';L441 . Regional Express Bus Program: Vatlejo/Transbay _ ) 7$(_).5' 2000 ;rraffic Congestion Relief Program project

2144é Regional Express Bus Program: [-B0/Sclano County to Del Norte BART : '$.'2.67 2000 Traffic Congestien Relief Program project ‘
- Station N ' i

;2_157_:5 Vallejo Baylink Ferry {capital cost for new passenger vessel) - : $.10.9

9.4679 " Transit centers and park-and-ride |ots ' _ $1l;0

%4682 Capitol Corridor intercity rall service {9 round trips daily between Oakland $66.0  Effective Cctober 2001 |

and Sacramento and 7 round trips daily between San Jose and Gakland)

NORTH BAY EAST-WEST

94149 Route 29/Rouie 37 interchange improvements in Vallejo $65.7  Funded in 2000 state ITIP and RTIP
94675 Route 37 from Napa River Bridge to Route 2%: upgrade from, 2-lane ’ $58.2  White Siough project; funded in 2000 state
expressway to 4-lane freeway (not including Route 29/37 interchange), RTIP

planting, and enviranmental mitigation

98217 Route 12 safety improvemenis between Suisun City and Rio Vista $3.0  Funded by State Highway Operation and
{reduce bumps and dips in the roadway and extend passing lanes) Protection Program
173
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SOLANO GOUNTY PROJECTS~TRACK 1

RTP TOTAL
REFERENCE PROJECT EXISTING! TRACK 17
NUMBER TRACK X PROJECT/PROGRAM ) COSTS FUNDING FUNDS  NOTES

In mitfions of 2001 dollars

SOLAND COUNTY-WIDE

94138 Metropolitan Transpertation System (MTS) streets - $8.9 $0.0 - $89
C and roads pavement rehabilitation shortfall {see : : L
Committed projects)

94139 - - Non-MTS streets and roads pavement maintenance  © "-$103.2 $0.0 . $22.6° Sherifall remains
L shortfall R RN :
98509 " local streets and roads nen-pavement maintenance $125.7. $0.0 _ $1.0. Shortfail remains

shortfall (see Committed projects)

21801 . . Vallejo Transit capital replacement program short- SR L1t Ry $0.0 T$40.1

fall (see Committed projects)

98556~ - Transperiation for Livable Communities — county iy $9.7 $0.0 - -$9.7  County share of regional program for
©on. . progeam SRR “Co o community development projects linked to
fo . e  transportation

08565 Surface Transportation Program planning funds for $3.2 - 0.0 - $3.2

Lo the county CL L T

21809 - - Match for improvements to local interchanges and 00 $0.0 7 $10.0  Additional projects in Blueprint
JUo o arterials SR .

94153.“ © Nen-capacity increasing safety projects fe improve 5 430 . $0.0 .: ... $3.0  Additional projects in Biueprint

congested intersections, local arterials and highways

98168*  Solane County intercity bus service and transit hubs .- $56.0. $00 $5.0: Additional projects in Blueprint '
oLt (capital costs) L > L

98199% . Park-and-ride lots

$0.0 '$3,D‘ Addlttional projects in Biueprint
98212% ' Bicycle and petestrian projects %50 $0.0 .-~ $5.0 Additicnal projects in Blugprint
DIABLO
21807* [-80/T-680/Route 12 interchange improvements © $173.0 $38.0 $135.0-  Assumes $70 million in state ITIP funding
- " (Phase 2) W L :
9810;5*. Additionat express hus service on [-680 (capital costs) L $2.1 $0.¢ $2.1 Additional buses in Blueprint
EASTSHORE-NORTH
21gi7* . Vallejo intermodal ferry terminal (Phase 1) Co$20.0¢ $10.0 . $10.0  Remaining phases in Blueprint
21819* . Vallejo ferry maintenance facility e 450 $4.6 504
21820 - Widen 1-80 from & fanes to 8 lanes part way $20.5 $8.0 - $12.5 Unfunded segment in Blueprint
between Vacaville and Dixon P :
94146* Express bus service on [-80 (capital tosts for addi- ‘$3.5 $0.0 $3.5  Needs operating funds
C tional services heyend those in Regicnal Express Bus :
Program)

Continuas on next page

* Denotes projects that wifl be completed and operational by 2010 for federal air quality conformity purposes,

1 Existing Funding refers to funds that are committed or are considered to be reasonably avallable in the short term but which do not in themseives fully cover project costs.
This category includes {ocal funding from sales taxes, development Impact fees and other souices, as well as already programmed state and federal funds,

2 Trach 1 Funds refers to discretionary state and federal funds anticipated to be available over the lang term of the RTF (and not already programmed in *Existing Funding”).
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SOLANO COUNTY PROJECTS—~TRACK 1

RTP TOTAL
REFERENCE PROJECT EXISTING!  TRAGI( 12
NUMBER YRACIC L PROJECT/PROGRAM . COSTS FUNDING FUNDS  NOTES

In miltions of 2001 dollars

EASTSHORE-NGRTR (continued) .
'94148* . - Caonstruct rajl stations, track improvements, or inter- $10.0- $0.0 . $10.0°  Unfunded elements in Blueprint
.4 modal centers for Capitol Corridar intercity rail or N : :
commuter raif service; potential station sites are
Fairfield/Vacaviile, Dixon and Benicia

94151*%. . Jepson Parkway {Phase 1): includes [-80/Leisure . $95.5 $52.5 . $43.0
B . Town Road interchange Improvements G LT

98167 - 1-80 HOV lanes part way between 1-680 and I-505 . “$52.4 $0.0 .. - $52.4 Assumes $30 miflion in state ITIP funding;
— =T through Fairfield and Vacavitle P L unfunded segment in 2lueprint

NORTH BAY EAST-WEST

21823?_’ - Qperational and safety improvements on Route 12 o $34.0 $32.0 - . $2.0- Improvements identified in Route 12 Major
: fram Sacramento River to I-80 {Phase 1) el . 70 Investment Study

'94152" . Widen Route 12 {Jameson Canyon) from [-80 in " $62.4 $4.2 .. $58.2  Assumes $44.2 million in state ITIP funding;
R Solano County to Route 29 in Napa County from2 Lo i compantoh to Napa County project #94074
lanes to 4 lanes (Sclano County portion of project)

* Denates projects that wilt be completed and operational by 2010 for federal air quality conformity purposes,

1 Existing Funding refers to funds that are committed or are considered te be reasonably avallable in the short term but which de not in themsefves fully cover project costs.
This category inciudes local funding from sales taxes, development impact Tees and other sources, as well as already programmed state and federal funds,

2 Teacl 3 Funds refers to discretionary state and federal funds anticipated to be available over the long term of the RTP (and not already programmed in *Existing Funding).
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RTP STRATEGY TO INCREASE REGIONAL TRANSIT RIDERSHIP

2001 RTP-COMMITTED AND TRACK 1 PROJECTS®

Solano County

Committed
RTE TOTAL
REFERENCE PROJECT
NUMBER PROJELT / PROGRAM cosT
215757 . Vallejo Baylink Ferry (capital cost for new passenger vessel) i o$10.9.
- 94582 Capitol Cortidor intercity rail service (9 round trips daily between Qakland and Sacramento and 7 round trips daily :
Sy e hetween San Jose and Oakiand) '
Track 1
RTE TOTAL
REFERENCE PROJECT
NUMBER PROJECT / FROGRAN £0sT
;21_8]?7,-._..-_ Vallejo intermodal ferry terminal {Phase 1) ... %2000
218197 © Vallejo ferry maintenance facllity SRR 1713
=-_é41'46‘l="-' Express bus service on [-8C {capital costs for additional services beyond those in Regional Express Bus Program) $3.5
:_94&411_, : Canstruct rail station, track improvements, or intermodal centers for Capitol Corridor intercity rail or commuter rail R
SR service; patential station sites are Fairfield/Vacaville, Dixan and Benicia - $10.0-
98100 Additicnal express hus service on [-680 (capital costs) S 201
Sonoma County
Committed
RTP TOTAL
REFERENCE : PROJEET
WUMBER PROJECT / PROGRAM - COST
94167 + _ Senoma-Marin Rail station she acquisitions/upgrades 3500

*See Final 2001 RTP Project Notebook (Fabruary 2002) for mare detailerl nenfect information,

220 138

2]

{5 TN - ST 3 NN - N 5 i SN - A -3 T o A SR 3- 0




ATTACHMENT D

Updated Members of

Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan Committees
Rev. 4-3-03

Transit
Major Responsibilities: Buses, Rail, Ferries

Committee members:

Dan Donahue, Committee Chair, City of Vallejo
Pierre Bidou, City of Benicia

Mary Ann Courville, City of Dixon

Karin MacMillan, City of Fairfield

Participants:

Assemblywoman Lois Wolk’s Office, Jennifer Barton
BAAQMD

Capitol Corridor JPA, Gene Skoropowski and David Kutrosky
Chambers of Commerce

Congressman Doug Ose’s Office

Farm Bureau

MTC — Transit, Ann Flemer

PCC Member, Jim Simon

Public Member

SEDCORP

SolanoLinks Transit Consortium, Kevin Daughton
STA TAC, Pam Belchamber

State Senator Wesley Chesbro’s Office, Darby Kernan

Arterials, Highways, and Freeways
Major Responsibilities: Interchanges, major arterials, state highways, freeways

Committee members:

John Silva, Committee Chair, Solano County

Mary Ann Courville, City of Dixon

Harry Price, City of Fairfield

Ed Woodruff, City of Rio Vista

Len Augustine, City of Vacaville (subject to STA Board approval)
Pete Rey, City of Vallejo

Participants:
Caltrans District 4, Lenka Culik-Caro and Cameron Oakes
CHP, Fairfield
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Congresswoman Ellen Tauscher’s Office, Greg Bedard

League of Women Voters, Bernice Kaylin

MTC - Planning, Ashley Nguyen

Public Member

SEDCORP, Edward Schaffnit, Syar Industries

SEDCORP, David Esparza, Cal Inc.

SEDCORP, Tom Chowaniec, General Mills

Solano County Transportation Dept. staff, Charlie Jones, Jr. and Paul Wiese
STA TAC, Gary Leach

Alternative Modes
Major Responsibilities: Bicycle and pedestrian routes, transportation for livable
communities, ridesharing, park and ride lots, alternative fuels and HOV lanes

Committee members:

Marci Coglianese, Committee Chair, City of Rio Vista
Dan Smith, City of Benicia

Michael Segala, City of Suisun City

Rischa Slade, City of Vacaville

Participants:

Chambers of Commerce, Mike Reagan

Congressman George Miller’s Office, Kathy Hoffman
MTC -- Planning, Ashiey Nguyen

Public Member

SNCI, Elizabeth Richards

SEDCORP, Don Erickson

Solano City and County Planners — Barry Munowitch, Tom Bland and Brian Miller

Solano Land Trust

SolanoLinks Transit Consortium, Vanessa Klaiber-Guerrero
STA BAC, Randall Carlson

STA TAC, Ed Huestis

YSAQMD, Larry Greene and Dan O’Brien

Rev. 4-3-03
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Agenda Item VIILD
April 9, 2003

STa

Solanc Cransportation Audhotity

DATE: April 1, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Janice Sells, Program Manager/Analyst
RE: Legislative Report

Background:
On January 8, 2003, the STA Board adopted the 2003 Legislative Priorities and Platform

document. Each year STA staff monitors state and federal legislation that pertains directly to
transportation and related issues.

Discussion:
An updated Legislative Matrix has been prepared for your information (see attachment A).

A summary of new legislative activity:

AB 1409 (Wolk) — Support
Vehicle length limitations — bicycle racks on buses 40 feet or longer.

ACA 9 (Lavine) — Support
Voter approval requirements of special taxes and general taxes.

SB 91 (Florez) — Watch
Intercity rail service — transfer of responsibilities from the Department of Transportation to the
High Speed Rail Authority. '

SB 367 (Sher) Support (very similar to AB 1409)
Vehicle length limitations — bicycle racks on buses.

SB 541 (Torlakson) - Watch
State fuel tax indexing to replace suspended funding transfers to the Traffic Investment Fund or
reductions from the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund.

Legislative update:
ACA 7 (Dutra) Support

Proposed 55% voter threshold on sales tax imposed to fund transportation projects would be
specific to regional and local transportation agencies. (Amended 3/19/03)

141




SCA 2 (Torlakson) - Watch.
Proposed majority vote on sales tax imposed to fund transportation projects would be specific to

regional and local transportation agencies. {Amended 2/20/03)

Recommendation:
Approve the following:

AB 1409 (Wolk) — Support
ACA 9 (Levine) - Support
SB 91 (Florez) — Watch

SB 367 (Sher) — Support

SB 541 (Torlakson) - Watch

AP S

Attachments: A. Legislative Matrix — March 2003
AB 1409 Analysis and Legislation
ACA 9 Analysis and Legislation
SB 91 Analysis and Legislation
SB 367 Analysis and Legislation
SB 541 Analysis and Legislation

mmoaw
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Solano Transportation Authority
2003 Legislative Matrix

moneys in the account that were collected in each esunty—eity-and-eounty, local or

(hearing 4/7/03)

April 2003
State Legislation
State Legislation
Bill/Author Subject Status Position
AB 114 (Nakano - This bill would authorize a hybrid vehicle, as defined, to be operated upon an exclusive or ASM
Principal Coauthor preferential use lane, regardless of the number of occupants in the vehicle, unless specifically | Referred to the
Wiggins) prohibited by a traffic control device. Committee on
Vehicles: hybnd vehicles Transportation
— use of high occupancy
vehicle lanes
AB 139 (Corbett) This bill would declare the intent of the Legislature that a statewide transportation needs ASM
Transportation — needs assessment be conducted every 5 years by the Department of Transportation.
assessment
AB 829 (Salinas) This bill would state findings and declarations of the Legislature concerning regional planning ASM Watch
~Regional Planning — San | efforts in the San Francisco Bay arca.
“Francisco Bay Area
AB 1409 (Wolk) This bill would delete the exception to the exclusion as to the buses that exceed 40 —foot ASM
Vehicles: vehicle length | length limitation, excluding the device, or on any bus having a device on the rear of the bus | Referred to the
limitation for transporting bicycles. Committee on
Transportation
(hearing 4/7/03)
ABX1 8 {Oropeza) This bill would express the intent of the Legislature to implement reductions in the Budget ASM
Transportation Act of 2002 relating to transportation programs. Budget
ACA 7 (Dutra) This bill would authorize a eeunty—a-—city-and-eounty, local transportation agency, anda | ASM Support
Transportation: Sales regional transportation agency, notwithstanding any other provision of the California Referred to
and Use Tax Constitution, to impose an additional sales and use tax for a period of 20 to 30 years, as | Committee on
specified, at a rate of 0.5% exclusively for transportation purposes within the jurisdiction | Transportation
of the county—city-and-county, local or regional transportation agency if the additional and the
tax is approved by 55% of the voters of the jurisdiction voting on the proposition to Committee on
impose the tax. This measure would require the revenues derived from these taxes to be | Elections,
deposited in the Local Transportation Infrastructure Account, which would be created in | Redistricting and
the State Transportation Fund. The measure would require the State Board of Constitutional
Equalization to collect and administer the tax revenue. The measure would require Amendments
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regional transportation agency, less administrative costs and refunds, to be allocated by
the State Board of Equalization to the eounty;-eity-and-eounty, local or regional
transportation agency imposing the tax, and to be used for specified transportation
purposes.

ACA 9 (Levine)

Local governmental
taxation: special taxes
and general taxes: voter

This bill would change voter approval requirements to authorize a city, county or special
district, but not a school entity under certain circumstances, to impose a special tax with the
approval of a majority of its voters voting on the tax, and authorize a city or county to
impose a general tax with the approval of 2/3 of the voters of the city or county voting on the

ASM
Referred to
Committees on

Local Government

Members La Suer,
Mullin and Wiggins)

annual Budget Act and would require that the authority be funded from proposed increases in
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

approval tax. and Elections,
Redistricting and
Constitutional
Amendments
(hearing date
4/30/03)
SB 91 (Florez) This bill, effective January 1, 2004, would transfer all of the duties and responsibilities of the | SEN Watch
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
an Francisco Bay Area | in the San Francisco Bay Area Begin a constructive dialog about regional infrastructure Commuittee on
Infrastructure Planning planning. Rules
SB 367 (Sher) This bill would delete the provision prohibit the specified folding the specified folding SEN Watch
Vehicles: maximum device from being used on a bus that exceeds 40 feet in length, exclusive of the device, or on | Comnuttee on
length: exceptions a bus having a device for transportation of bicycles attached to the rear of the bus. Transportation
SB 541 (Torlakson) This bill would require that the state’s motor vehicle fuel tax be indexed for inflation SEN
Motor vehicle fuel license | beginning in January 2004 and in future years, as well as to capture changes in the Consumer | Commuttee on
taxes: use fuel taxes Price Index since 1990. This bill would also raise the tax in the amount necessary to replace | Transportation
any suspended funding transfer to the Traffic Investment Fund or reductions from the Traffic | (hearing 4/1/03)
Congestion Relief Fund.
SB 915 (Perata, Burten | 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 Committee on
Coauthors: Assembly | transit system. The bill would also delete the requirement to fund the authority through the Transportation




Commuission, 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.

growth

personal property at retail that it is otherwise authorized to impose, if the tax is imposed
exclusively to fund transportation projects and services and smart growth planning (25%).
Amended February 20, 2003.

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, Committee on
Senator Torlakson, administration, and allocation of toll revenues from the state-owned toll bridges in the San Transportation
Coauthor: Senator Francisco Bay Area, including the seismic retrofit surcharge once those projects are
Burton, Assembly completed and provision is made for payment of the bonds issued for those purposes. The
Members Leno, Mullin | bill would require the City and County of San Francisco and specified counties in the San
and Wiggins) Francisco Bay Area to conduct a special election on a proposed increase of $1 in the amount
Toll bridge revenues 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
“SCA 2 (Torlakson) Thas bill would authorize a-eity, a county, a city and county, a local transportation authority, | SEN Watch
Local government — or a regional transportation agency, as defined, with the approval of a majority of its voters | To third reading
trangportation and smart | voting on the proposition, to impose a special tax for the privilege of selling tangible (File date 4/1/03)




ATTACHMENT B

STA Legislative Analysis

Legislation: AB 1409 - Vehicles: maximum length
(Introduced by Assembly Member Wolk)

Background:
Existing law prohibits a vehicle operated on the highway from exceeding a length of 40

feet with the exception of, among others, a bus operated by a public agency or a
passenger stage corporation. The law also prohibits the specified folding device from
being used on a bus that exceeds 40 feet in length.

This bill would delete the provision prohibiting the specified folding device from being
used on a bus that exceeds 40 feet in length, exclusive of the device, or on a bus having a
device for transporting bicycles attached to the rear of the bus.

This bili was sponsored by MTC and is opposed by CHP and Teamsters according to
Assembly Member Wolk’s staff.

The STA’s Bicycle Advisory Committee supported this bill at their March 13, 2003
meeting and the STA TAC and the Solanolinks Transit Consortium supported it on
March 26, 2003,

Solano County Impact:

Vallejo Transit currently operates MCI buses that are over 40 feet and Fairfield/Suisun
will also have the longer buses. The current restriction has limited bike racks on buses in
other parts of the Bay Area.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends a support position on AB 1409.

146




AB 1409 Assembly Bill - INTRODUCED Page 1 of 4

BILL NUMBER: AB 1409 INTRODUCED
BILL TEXT

INTRODUCED BY Assembly Member Wolk
FEBRUARY 21, 2003

An act to amend Section 35400 of the Vehicle Code, relating to
vehicles.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

AB 1409, as introduced, Wolk. Vehicles: vehicle length
limitation,

Under existing law, with specified exceptions, a 40-foot
limitation is imposed on the length of wehicles that may be operated
on the highways. Under existing law, when the excess length of a bus
operated by a public agency or a passenger stage corporation used in
a transit system, other than a schoolbus, is a folding device
attached to the front of the bus and designed and used exclusively
for transporting bicycles, as specified, the extension caused by the
device and bicycle are excluded from the 40-foot limitation.

However, these devices may not be used on a bus that exceeds the
40-foot limitation, excluding the device, or on a bus having a device
on the rear of the bus for transporting bicycles.

This bill would delete the exception to the exclusion as to buses
that otherwise exceed the 40-foot length limitation, excluding the
device, or on any bus having a device on the rear of the busg for
transporting bicycles.

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 35400 of the Vehicle Code is amended to read:

35400. (a) —Me— A wvehicle
shedd— may not exceed a length of 40 feet.

{b) This section does not apply to any of the following:

(1) A vehicle used in a combination of wvehicles when the excess
length is caused by auxiliary parts, equipment, or machinery not used
as space to carry any part of the load, except that the combination
of wvehicles shall not exceed the length provided for combination
vehicles.

(2) A vehicle, when the excess length is caused by any parts
necegsary to comply with the fender and mudguard regulationg of this
code.

{3) (A) An articulated bus or articulated trolley coach that does
not exceed a length of 60 feet.

{B) An articulated bus or articulated trolley coach described in
subparagraph (A) may be equipped with a folding device attached to
the front of the bus or trolley if the device is designed and used
exclugively for transporting bicyecles. The device, including any
bicycles transported thereon, shall be mounted in a manner that does
not materially affect efficiency or visibility of wvehicle safety
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AB 1409 Assembly Bill - INTRODUCED

equipment, and shall not extend more than 36 inches from the front
body of the bus or trolley ccach when fully deployed. The handlebars
of a bicycle that is transported on a device described in this
subparagraph shall not extend more than 42 inches from the front of
the bus.

(4} A semitrailer while being towed by a motortruck or truck
tractor, if the distance from the kingpin to the rearmost axle of the
semitraller does not exceed 40 feet for semitrailers having two or
more axles, or 38 feet for semitrailers having one axle if the
semitrailer does not, exclusive of attachments, extend forward of the
rear of the cab of the motortruck or truck tractor.

(5} A bus or house car when the excess length is caused by the
projection of a front safety bumper or a rear safety bumper, or both.

The safety bumper shall not cause the length of the vehlcle to
exceed the maximum legal limit by more than one foot in the front and
one foot in the rear. PFor the purpoges of thisg chapter, "safety
bumper” means any device that is fitted on an existing bumper or
which replaces the bumper and is constructed, treated, or
manufactured to absorb energy upon impact.

(6} A schoolbug, when the excess length is caused by the
projection of a crossing control arm. For the purposes of this
chapter, "crossing control arm" means an extendable and retractable
device fitted to the front of a schoolbus that is designed to impede
movement of pupils exiting the schoolbus directly in front of the
schoolbus so that pupils are visible to the driver while they are
moving in front of the schoolbus. An operator of a schoolbus shall
not extend a crossing control arm while the achoolbus is in motion.
Except when activated, a crossing control arm shall not cause the
maximum length of the schoolbus to be extended by more than 10
inches, inclusive of any front safety bumper. Use of a crossing
control arm by the cperator of a schoolbus does not, in and of
itself, fulfill his or her responsibility tc ensure the safety of
students crossing a highway or private road pursuant to Section
22112.

(7} A bus, when the excess length iz caused by a device, located
in front of the front axle, for lifting wheelchairs into the bus.
That device shall not cause the length of the bus to be extended by
more than 18 inches, inclusive of any front safety bumper.

(8) A bus, when the excess length is caused by a device attached
to the rear of the bus desgigned and used exclugively for the
transporting of bicycles. This device may be up to 10 feet in
length, if the device, along with any other device permitted pursuant
to this section, does not cause the total length of the bus,
including any device or load, to exceed 50 feet.

(9) A bus operated by a public agency or a passenger stage
corporation, as defined in Section 226 of the Public Utilities Code,
used in transit system service, other than a schoolbus, when the
excegg length isg caused by a folding device attached to the front of
the bus which is degigned and used exclusively for transporting
bicycles. The device, including any bicyecles transported thereon,
shall be mounted in a manner that does not materially affect
efficiency or vigibility of wvehicle safety equipment, and shall not
extend more than 36 inches from the front body of the bus when fully
deployed. The handlebars of a bicycle that is transported on a
device degcribed in this paragraph shall not extend more than 42
inches from the front of the bus. A a—aa et ad—in

Sari-cer—ancoast—di—foot—in-length—or——on—anyr bus having a—davis
athachad—to—tho—roaioitheo—bus—PrEuait—to—paraaraph— Tl
{10} A bus of a length of up to 45 feet when operating on those

http://info.sen.ca.gov/pub/bill/asm/ab_1401- 1450/ab_1141§09,_bi11_2003022 1_introduced.html
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AB 1409 Assembly Bill - INTRODUCED

highways specified in subdivision (a) of Section 3%401.5. The
Department of Transportation or local authoritieg, with respect to
highways under their respective jurigdictions, shall neot deny
reasonable access to a bus of a length of up to 45 feet between the
highways specified in subdivision (a) of Section 35401.5 and points
of loading and unloading for motor carriers of passengers as required
by the federal Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act of
1991 (P.L. 102-240).

{11} (A) A house car of a length of up to 45 feet when operating
on the National System of Interstate and Defense Highways or when
using those portions of federal ailid primary system highways that have
been qualified by the United States Secretary of Transportation for
that usge, or when using routes appropriately identified by the
Department of Transportation or local authorities, with respect to
highways under their respective jurisdictions.

{B) A house car described in subparagraph (A} may be operated on a
highway that provides reasonable access to facilities for purposes
limited to fuel, food, and lodging when that access is consistent
with the safe operation of the vehicle and when the facility is
within one road mile of identified peoints of ingress and egress to or
from highways specified in subparagraph (A) for use by that vehicle.

(C) As used in this paragraph and paragraph (10}, "reasonable
access" means access substantially similar to that authorized for
combinations of wehicles pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section
35401.5.

(D} Any access route established by a local authority pursuant to
subdivision (d) of Section 35401.5% is open for access by a house car
of a length of up teo 45 feet. In addition, local authorities may
establish a process whereby access to services by house cars of a
length of up to 45 feet may be applied for upon a route not
previously established as an access route. The denial of a request
for access to services shall be only on the basis of safety and an
engineering analysis of the proposed access route. In lieu of
processing an access application, local authorities, with respect to
highways under their jurisdiction, may provide signing, mapping, or a
listing of highways, as necessary, to indicate the use of these
specific routes by a house car of a length of up to 45 feet.

(¢} The Legislature, by increasing the maximum permissible kingpin
to rearmost axle distance to 40 feet effective January 1, 1987, as
provided in paragraph (4) of subdivision (b), does not intend this
action to be considered a precedent for any future increases in truck
gize and length limitations.

(d) Any transit bus equipped with a folding device insgtalled on or
after January 1, 19299, that is permitted under subparagraph (B) of
paragraph (3) of subdivision (b} or under paragraph (9) of
subdivision {b) shall be additionally equipped with any of the
following:

(1) An indicator light that is wvisible to the driver and is
activated whenever the folding device is in an extended position.

(2) Any other device or mechanism that provides notice to the
driver that the folding device is in an extended position.

(3) A mechanism that causes the folding device to retract
automatically from an extended pogition.

{(e) (1} —Me— A DpPErson —sha-bk

may not 1lmproperly or unsafely mount a bicycle
on a device described in subparagraph (B) of paragraph (3) of
subdivision (b), or in paragraph (9) of subdivision (b).

{2) Notwithstanding subdivision (a) of Section 23114 or

subdivigion (a)} of Section 24002 or any other provision of law, when

149
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a bicycle i1g improperly or unsafely loaded by a passenger onto a
transit bus, the passenger, and not the driver, ig liable for any
violation of this code that is attributable to the improper or
unlawful loading of the bicycle.
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ATTACHMENT C

STA Legislative Analysis

Legislation: ACA 9 (Levine)

Background:
The California Constitution provides for the imposition of a special tax by a city, county,

or special district upon the approval of 2/3 voters of the city, county or special district.
Certain entities such as school districts are entitled to levy property taxes for a specified
purpose with the approval of 55% of the voters within their jurisdictions.

This measure would change these voter approval requirements to authorize a city, county,
or special district to impose a special tax with the approval of a majority of its voters
voting on the tax. It would also authorize a city or county to impose a general tax with
the approval of 2/3 of the voters voting on the tax, thus turning existing voter
requirements upside down

Solano County Impact:

STA’s Legislative Platform supports measures such as this to reduce the vote
requirements for special taxes. This bill would require 2/3 vote in both legislative houses
before it can be placed on the ballot. Once on the ballot, it would need approval of a
simple majority.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends a support position on ACA 9.
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BILL NUMBER: ACA 9 INTRODUCED
BILL TEXT

INTRODUCED BY Assembly Member Levine
FEBRUARY 6, 2003

Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 9--A resolution to propose
to the people of the State of California an amendment to the
Constitution of the State, by amending Section 4 of Article XIII A
thereof, by amending Section 2 of Article XIIT C therecf, and by
amending Section 3 of Article XIITI D thereof, relating to taxation.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

ACA 9, as introduced, Levine. Local governmental taxation:
special taxes and general taxes: voter approval.

The California Constitution conditiong the imposition of a special
tax by a clty, county, or special district upon the approval of 2/3
of the voters of the city, county, or special district voting on that
tax, except that certain school entities may levy an ad valorem
property tax for specified purposes with the approval of 55% of the
voters within the jurisdiction of these entities. The California
Congtitution conditions the imposition of a general tax by a city or
county upon the approval of a majority of voters of the city or
county wvoting on the tax.

This measure would change these voter-approval regquirements to
authorize a city, county, or special district, but not a school
entity under certain circumstances, to impose a gpecial tax with the
approval of a majority of its voters voting on the tax, and authorize
a city or county to impose a general tax with the approval of 2/3 of
the voters of the city or county voting on the tax. This measure
would alsc make technical, nonsubstantive changes to these
provisions.

Vote: 2/3. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no.
State-mandated local program: no.

Resolved by the Asgsembly, the Senate concurring, That the
Legislature of the State of California at its 2003-04 Regular Session
commencing on the gsecond day of December 2002, two-thirds of the
membership of each house concurring, hereby proposes to the people of
the State of California that the Constitution of the State be
amended as follows:

First--That Section 4 of Article XIII A thereof is amended to read:

Section 4. = R a -t TECE L - V- ToY - ﬁpﬁﬂ'=:-| oS T B g
A city, county, or special districk, by a
L Ehixdo majority vote Of

FAP -t W IR V- WYY -7~ = W-¥ 1O~ W= L =L L% B=1 its voters
voting on the proposition , may 1mMpose -—spadcd-e—Eascos
eu—psh—dictrict a special tax within that city,
county, or special district , except an ad valorem
wipaMeB. ax on real property or a

—bRasnEaeEeRn— transactions tax or sales
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tax on the sale of real property within —sush—Cisi—counby

that city, county, or special district.
Second--That Section 2 of Article XIII C thereof ig amended to
read:
SEC. 2. Local (Coxros et Mo - T4m;tak4nﬂ
Notwithstanding any other provision of this Constitution:
{a) —bdll—taxas— A tax imposed by any
local government —shadl-wbewdeemaed—to—to— ig
either a general —bGades— tax
or a special —texes— tax
——fpadiat- A special purpose
disgbeiebise district or —goRcios
agency ., including a school
S i oS —hirld— — RS
district, has 1no —pewes authority
to levy a general —beskes— tax

{(b) —MWaew A local government may
not impose, extend, or increase any general tax unliess and
until that tax is submitted to the electorate and approved by a
oo labie  two-thirds vote of its
voters voting on the proposition . A general tax
shedd— ig5 not —kee deemed to
have been increased if it is imposed at a rate not higher than the
maximum rate go approved. The election required by this subdivision
shall be consolidated with a regularly scheduled general election for
members of the governing body of the local government, except in
cases of emergency declared by a unanimous vote of the governing
body.

(c) Any general tax imposed, extended, or increased, without voter
approval, by any local government on or after January 1, 1995, and
prior to the effective date of this article, —shatd

may continue to be imposed only if that general tax

is approved by a majority vote of the voters voting in an
election on the issue of the imposition, which election
shadlle— 15 held —within twe—voars—oL

tho—offoobivedato—of thig s3tigl no later than

November 6, 1998, and in compliance with subdivision (b).
{(d} —Ne— 2 1local government may
not impose, extend, or increase any special tax unless and
until that tax is submitted to the electorate and approved by a
et majority vote of its _
voters voting on the proposition . A special tax
shadle 15 not —he- deemed to
have been increased if it is imposed at a rate not higher than the
maximum rate so approved.
Third--That Section 3 of Article XIIT D thereof is amended to read:

SEC. 3. —RroperbiTaXefm—Asas-ehenbsmwiaos-—and-chargas

il (3) —Me= An agency may not
assess a tax, assessment, fee, or charge —shall-la
BB BB malii-gdeney- 1pon any parcel of property or upon
any person as an incident of property ownership except:

(1) The ad valorem property tax imposed pursuant to Article XIIT
and Article XIII A.

(2} Any special tax receiving , as applicable, a

SRR majority vote pursuant to

Section 4 of Article XIIT A or Section 2 of Article XIIT C or a
55-percent vote pursuant to subdivision (¢} of Section 1 of Article
XIIT A
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{3) Assesgsments as provided by this article.
{4) Fees or charges for —preperby—iadadiad
property-related services as provided by this article.
{b) For purposes of this article, fees for the provision of
electrical or gas service —shall— are not
—ka— deemed charges or fees imposed as an incident
of property ownership.
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ATTACHMENT D

STA Legislative Analysis

Legislation: SB 91 Intercity rail service
{(Introduced by Senator Florez)

Background:
Existing law authorizes the Department of Transportation to enter into contracts for

operation of intercity rail passenger services and associated feeder bus services and
provides funding for capital improvements to intercity rail service through the STIP. The
law creates the High-Speed Rail Authority for the purpose of directing the development
and implementation of high-speed intercity rail service to be implemented with existing
networks.

This bill would transfer all of the duties and responsibilities of the DOT to the High-
Speed Rail Authority by January 1, 2004, The bill would also require the Authority to
conduct a review of all programmed intercity rail projects that have not received
allocation of state funds as of January 1, 2004 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.

Solano County Impact:

This bill targets all intercity commuter rail services. As the Capitol Corridor moves
towards increased intercity rail service and potentially commuter rail services, the
implementation, coordination and funding issues may be best served through the Caltrans
Division of Rail.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends a watch position on SB 91.
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BIT.I, NUMBER: SB 91 INTRODUCED
BILL TEXT
INTRODUCED BY Senator Florez
JANUARY 28, 2003
An act to add Section 14031.9 to the Government Code, and to add

Section 185040 to the Public Utilities Code, relating to
transportation.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

SB 91, as introduced, Florez. Intercity rall service.

Existing law authorizes the Department of Transportation to enter
into contracts for operation of intercity rail passenger services and
assoclated feeder bus services, and provides funding for capital
improvements to intercity rail service through the state
transportation improvement program, as allocated by the California
Transportation Commission. Existing law creates the High-Speed Rail
Authority for the purpose of directing the development and
implementation of high-speed intercity rail service in a manner that
ig fully integrated with the state's existing intercity rail and bus
network.:

This bill, effective January 1, 2004, would transfer all of the
duties and responsibilities of the department relative to intercity
rail passenger service to the High-Speed Rail Authority. The 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.

Vote: majority. Apprepriation: no. Figcal commitiee: ves.
State-mandated local program: no.

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

SECTION 1. Section 14031.9 is added to the Government Code, to
read:

14031.9. Effective January 1, 2004, all of the duties and
regpongibilities of the department relative to intercity rail
passenger service shall be transferred to the High-Speed Rail
Authority created pursuant to Division 1%.5 {commencing with Section
185000} of the Public Utilities Code.

SEC. 2. Section 185040 is added to the Public Utilities Code, to
read:

185040. {(a}) Bffective January 1, 2004, in addition to the duties
and responsibillities of the authority described in this chapter, the
authority shall succeed to all of the duties and responsibilities of
the department relative to intercity rail passenger service, pursuant
to Section 14031.9 of the Government Code.

(b) Upon assuming the duties and responsibilities of the
department as described in subdivision {a), the authority shall
conduct a review of all programmed intercity rail projects that have
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not received an allocation of state funds as of January 1, 2004. The
authority shall assess the impact of each project on the development
and operation of the high-speed rail system that is being planned by
the authority, and shall only proceed with the implementation of
projects that are determined by the authority to be complementary to
the planned high-speed rail service.
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ATTACHMENT E

STA Legislative Analysis

Legislation: SB 367 - Vehicles: maximum length
(Introduced by Senator Sher)

Background:
Existing law prohibits a vehicle operated on the highway from exceeding a length of 40

feet with the exception of, among others, a bus operated by a public agency or a
passenger stage corporation. The law also prohibits the specified folding device from
being used on a bus that exceeds 40 feet in length.

This bill would delete the provision prohibiting the specified folding device from being
used on a bus that exceeds 40 feet in length, exclusive of the device, or on a bus having a
device for transporting bicycles attached to the rear of the bus.

The STA’s Bicycle Advisory Committee supported this bill at the meeting March 13,
2003 and the TAC and Solanolinks consortium supported it at their meeting on March
26, 2003,

Solano County Impact:

Vallejo Transit currently operates MCI buses that are over 40 feet and Fairfield/Suisun
will also have the longer buses. The current restriction has limited bike racks on buses in
other parts of the Bay Area.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends a support position on SB 367,
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BILL NUMBER: SB 367 INTRODUCED
BILL TEXT

INTRODUCED BY Senator Sher
FEBRUARY 19, 2003

An act to amend Section 35400 of the Vehicle Code, relating to
vehicles.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

SBE 367, as introduced, Sher. Vehicles: maximum length:
exceptions.

Existing law prohibits a vehicle operated on the highway from
exceeding a length of 40 feet, except, among other things, a bus
operated by a public agency or a passenger stage corporation, as
defined, used in transit system service, other than a schoolbus, when
the excess length is caused by a folding device that is attached to
the front of the bus and is designed and used exclusively for
transporting bicycles. Existing law prohibits the specified folding
device from being used on a bus that exceeds 40 feet in length,
exclusive of the device, or on a bus having a device for transporting
bicycles attached to the rear of the bus.

This bill would delete the provision prohibiting the specified
folding device from being used on a bug that exceeds 40 feet in
length, exclusive of the device, or on a bus having a device for
transporting bicycles attached to the rear of the bus.

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

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

SECTION 1. Section 35400 of the Vehicle Code is amended to read:

35400. {a) No vehicle —shaldl— may
exceed a length of 40 feet.

(b) This section does not apply to any of the following:

(1) A vehicle used in a combination of wvehicleg when the excess
length iz caused by auxiliary parts, equipmeni, or machinery not used
as space to carry any part of the lead, except that the combination
of wvehicles shall not exceed the length provided for combination
vehicles.

(2} A vehicle, when the excegs length is caused by any parts
necessary to comply with the fender and mudguard regulations of this
code.

{3} (A) An articulated bus or articulated trolley coach that does
not exceed a length of 60 feet.

(B} An articulated bus or articulated treolley coach described in
gsubparagraph (A) may be equipped with a folding device attached to
the front of the bus or trolley if the device is designed and used
exclusively for transporting bicycles. The device, including any
bicycles transported thereon, shall be mounted in a manner that does
not materially affect efficiency or visgsibility of wvehicle safety
equipment, and shall not extend more than 36 inches from the front
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body of the bus or trelley coach when fully deployed. The handlebars
of a bicycle that is transported on a device described in this
subparagraph —shed-d— may not extend more

than 42 inches from the front of the bus.

{4) A semitrailer , while being towed by a motortruck
or truck tractor, if the distance from the kingpin to the rearmost
axle of the semitraller does not exceed 40 feet for semitrailers
having twoe or more axles, or 38 feet for semitrailers having ocne axle
if the semitrailer does not, exclusive of attachments, extend
forward of the rear of the cab of the motortruck or truck tractor.

{5) A bus or house car , when the excess length is
caused by the projection of a front safety bumper or a rear safety
bumper, or both. The safety bumper —shall— may

not causge the length of the vehicle to exceed the maximum

legal limit by more than one foot in the front and one foot in the
rear. For the purposes of thisg chapter, "safety bumper" means any
device that is fitted on an existing bumper or which replaces the
bumper and is constructed, treated, or manufactured to absorb energy
upon impact.,

{6) A schoolbus, when the excess length is caused by the
projection of a crossing control arm. For the purposes of this
chapter, "crogsing control arm" means an extendable and retractable
device fitted to the front of a schoolbus that is designed to impede
movement of pupils exiting the schoolbus directly in front of the
schoolbus so that pupils are wvisible to the driver while they are
moving in front of the scheoolbus. &aAn operator of a schoolbus
wihall~ may not extend a crossing control
arm while the gchoolbug is in motion. Except when activated, a
crossing control arm —shadd— may not
cause the maximum length of the schoolbus to be extended by more than
10 inches, inclusive of any front safety bumper. Use of a crossing
control arm by the operator of a schoolbus does not, in and of
itself, fulfill his or her responsibility to ensure the safety of
students crossing a highway or private road pursuant to Section
22112.

(7} A bus, when the excess length is caused by a device, located
in front of the front axle, for lifting wheelchairs into the bus.
That device —shadd- may not cause the
length of the bus to be extended by more than 18 inches, inclusive of
any front safety bumper.

(8} A bus, when the excess length is caused by a device attached
to the rear of the bus designed and used exclusively for the
transporting of bicycles. This device may be up to 10 feet in
length, if the device, along with any other device permitted pursuant
to this section, does not cause the total length of the bus,
including any device or load, to exceed 50 feet.

{9) A bus operated by a public agency or a passenger stage
corporation, as defined in Section 226 of the Public Utilities Code,
used in transit system service, other than a schoolbus, when the
excess length is cauged by a folding device that is
attached to the front of the bus —whish— and

is designed and used exclusively for transporting bicycles.
The device, including any bicycles transported thereon, shall be
mounted in a manner that does not materially affect efficiency or
visibility of wvehicle safety equipment, and -—sheld

may not extend more than 36 inches from the front body of
the bus when fully deployed. The handlebars of a bicycle that is
transported on a device described in this paragraph —shait

may not extend more than 42 inches from the

front of the bus. —Adewiss—dessribedinthisparammapb—mait
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dasiico—atbtbachad—to—tthoeiagai—eat

fest—in—length—or—ohn—any—lo i e—at
RS e Gu e e a7 .

{10} A bus of a length of up to 45 feet when operating on those
highways specified in subdivision {(a) of Section 35401.5. The
Department of Transportation or local authorities, with respect to
highways under their respective jurisdictions, —shalk

may not deny reascnable access to a bus of a
length of up to 45 feet between the highways specified in subdivision
(a) of Section 35401.5 and points of loading and unloading for motor
carriers of passengers as required by the federal Intermodal Surface
Transportation Efficiency Act of 1991 (P.L. 102-240}.

{11} (A) A house car of a length of up to 45 feet ,
when operating on the National System of Interstate and Defense
Highways , or when using those portions of federal aid
primary system highways that have been qualified by the United States
Secretary of Transportation for that use, or when using routes
appropriately identified by the Department of Transportation or local
authorities, with respect to highways under their respective
jurisdictions.

{B) A house car described in subparagraph (A} may be operated on a
highway that provides reasonable access to facilities for purposes
limited to fuel, food, and lodging when that access is consistent
with the safe operation of the vehicle and when the facility is
within one road mile of identified points of ingress and egress to or
from highways specified in subparagraph (A) for uge by that wvehicle.

{C) As used in this paragraph and paragraph (10), "reasonable
access" means access substantially similar to that authorized for
combinations of vehicles pursuant to subdivision (¢) of Section
35401.5.

(D) Any access route established by a local authority pursuant to
subdivision {d} of Section 35401.5 is open for access by a house car
of a length of up to 45 feet. In addition, local authorities may
establish a process whereby access to services by house cars of a
length of up to 45 feet may be applied for upon a route not
previously established as an access route. The denial of a request
for access to services ghall be only on the basgsis of safety and an
engineering analysis of the proposed access route. In lieu of
processing an access application, local authorities, with respect to
highways under theilr jurisdiction, may provide signing, mapping, or a
listing of highways, as necessary, to indicate the use of these
gpecific routes by a house car of a length of up to 45 feet.

(¢) The Legislature, by inc¢reasing the maximum permigsible kingpin
to rearmost axle distance to 40 feet effective January 1, 1987, as
provided in paragraph (4) of subdivision (b)), does not intend this
action to be consgidered a precedent for any future increases in truck
size and length limitations.

{d) Any transit bus equipped with a folding device installed on or
after January 1, 1999, that is permitted under subparagraph (B) of
paragraph (3) of subdivision (b} or under paragraph (9) of
subdivision (b} shall be additionally equipped with any of the
following:

(1) An indicator light that is wvisibkle to the driver and is
activated whenever the folding device is in an extended position.

{2) Any other device or mechanism that provides notice to the
driver that the folding device iz in an extended position.

(3) A mechanism that causes the folding device teo retract
automatically from an extended position.

(e) {1) No person —shedd— may
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improperly or unsafely mount a bicycle on a device described in
subparagraph (B) of paragraph (3) of subdivision (b), or in paragraph
{2) of subdivision (b).

(2) Notwithstanding subdivision (a} of Section 23114 or
subdivision (a) of Section 24002 or any other provision of law, when
a bicycle is improperly or unsafely loaded by a passenger ontoc a
transit bus, the passenger, and not the driver, is liable for any
violation of this code that is attributable to the improper or
unlawful leoading of the bicycle.
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ATTACHMENT F

STA Legislative Analysis

Legislation: SB 541 (Torlakson)

Background:
California’s last fuel tax increase was in June 1990 under Prop 111 which increased the

gas tax by $.05 per gallon and then another $.04 increase over four years, bring the tax to
the current level of $ .18.

This bill would require that the state’s motor vehicle fuel tax be indexed for inflation
beginning in January 2004 and in future years and would capture changes in the
Consumer Price Index since 1990. This bill would also raise the tax in the amount
necessary to replace any suspended funding transfers to the Traffic Investment Fund or
reductions from the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund.

Solano County Impact:
Since it is yet unknown what the TCRP funding shortages will be, its not yet clear that
the funding derived from SB 541 will be necessary.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends a watch position on SB 541.
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BILL NUMBER: SB 541 INTRODUCED
BILL TEXT

ITNTRODUCED BY Senator Torlakson
FEBRUARY 20¢, 2003

An act to amend Sections 7360 and 7361 of, and to add Section
8651.1 to, the Revenue and Taxation Code, relating to taxation, and
making an appropriation therefor, to take effect immediately, tax
levy.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

SB 541, as introduced, Torlakson. Motor vehicle fuel license
taxeg: use fuel taxes. )

Motor Vehicle Fuel License Tax Law imposes a tax of 18
per gallon of fuel, and regquires, if the federal fuel tax is reduced
below the rate of 9
per gallon and federal financial allocationg to this gstate are
reduced or eliminated, that the tax rate be increased so that the
combined state and federal tax rate per gallon equals 27

b This bill would, for the 2004 calendar year and each calendar
yvear thereafter, require that tax to be adjusted for inflation, as
provided.

The Use Fuel Tax Law imposes an exXcise tax for the use of fuel at
a rate of 18
per gallon on or after January 1, 1994, and requires, if the federal
fuel tax is reduced below the rate of 15
per gallon and specified federal financial allocations to this state
are reduced or eliminated, that the tax rate be increased by an
amount so that the combined state and federal tax rate per gallon
equals 33
per gallon on and after January 1, 1994. a This bill would impcse
an additional excige tax per gallon in the amcunt necesgsgary to
replace any suspended transfers of revenues to the Traffic Investment
Fund or reductions from the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund. This
bill would also make legislative findings and declarationg in
connection with that tax.

Existing law provides that a portion of the amounts collected
under the Use Fuel Tax Law are continuously appropriated for
expenditure for specified purposes.

Since this bill would permit an increase in the taxes collected
under that law and thereby make additional moneys available for
continuous expenditure, it would make an appropriation.

Section 3 of Article XIII A of the California Constitution
requires that any change in state taxes enacted for the purpose of
increasing revenues be imposed by a statute that is passed by not
less than 2/3 of the members of each house of the Legislature.

Since this bill would permit an increase in state fuel taxes, this
bill would require a 2/3 vote for passage.

This bill would take effect immediately as a tax levy.

Vote: 2/3. Appropriation: wves. Fiscal committee: vyes.
State-mandated local program: no.
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THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. Section 7360 of the Revenue and Taxation Code is
amended to read:

7360. (a) A tax of eighteen cents {($0.18) is hereby imposed upon
each gallon of fuel subject to the tax in Sections 7362, 7363, and
7364. This rate of tax shall be adjusted as follows:

(1) For the 2004 calendar vear, the board shall recompute the rate
of tax set forth in subdivision (a). That computation shall be made
as follows:

(3) The Department of Industrial Relations shall transmit to the
board the percentage change in the Califeornia Consumer Price Index
for all items from September 1, 1990, to September 1, 2003,
inclusgsive, no later than November 1, 2003.

(B) The board shall compute an inflation adjustment Ffactor by
adding 100 percent to that portion of the percentage change Ffigure
which is furnished pursuant to subparagraph (A) and dividing the
result by 100.

{C) The board shall multiply the estimated rate of tax in
gubdivigion f(a) by the inflation adjustment factor determined in
subparagraph (B) and round off the resulting products to the nearest
one-tenth of one cent ($0.001) per gallon.

{2) For the 2005 calendar vear and each calendar year thereafter,
the board shall recompute the rate of tax set forth in subdivision
{a). That computation shall be made as follows:

(A} The Department of Industrial Relations shall transmit annually
to the board the percentage change in the California Consumer Price
Index for all items from September 1 of the prior fiscal year to
September 1 of the current fiscal year, no later than November 1 of
the current fiscal yvear.

(B} The board shall compute an inflation adjustment factor by
adding 100 percent to that portion of the percentage change figure
which is furnished pursuant to subparagraph (A) and dividing the
result by 100.

(C) The board shall multiply the estimated rate of tax in
subdivision (a) by the Iinflation adjustment factor determined in
subparagraph (B) and round off the resulting products to the nearest
cne-tenth of one cent ($0.001) per gallen.

{b) If the federal fuel tax is reduced below the rate of nine
cents ($0.09) per gallon and federal financial allocations to this
state for highway and exclusive public mass trangit guideway purposes
are reduced or eliminated correspondingly, the tax rate imposed by
this section, on and after the date of the reduction, shall be
recalculated by an amount so that the combined state and federal tax
rate per gallon equals —bweniietoniorime o i s
nine cents ($0.09) plus the amount calculated pursuant to
subdivision {a)

{c) If any person or entity is exempt or partially exempt from the
federal fuel tax at the time of a reduction, the person or entity
shall continue to be =0 exempt under this section.

SEC. 2. Section 7361 of the Revenue and Taxation Code is amended
to read:
7361. (a) For the privilege of storing, for the purpose of

removal, sale, or use, every distributor owning motor wvehicle fuel on
January 1, 2002, shall pay a tax of eighteen cents ($0.18) for each
gallon of motor wvehicle fuel according to the velumetric measure
thereof, on which a tax has not been imposed under Part 2 {commencing
with Section 7301) as in effect on December 31, 2001, and tax would
have been imposed on any prior removal, entry, or sale of motor
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vehicle fuel had Sectionsg 7360 to 7363, inclusive, applied to motor
vehicle fuel for the period before January 1, 2002. This rate
of tax shall be adjusted as follows:

(1) For the 2004 calendar year, the board shall recompute the rate
of tax gset forth in subdivigion (a). That computation shall be made
as follows:

(A) The Department of Industrial Relations shall transmit to the
board the percentage change in the California Consumer Price Index
for all items from September 1, 1980, to September 1, 2003,
inclusive, no later than November 1, 2003.

(B) The board shall compute an inflation adjustment factor by
adding 100 percent to that portion of the percentage change figure
which is furnished pursuant to subparagraph (A) and dividing the
result by 100.

{C) The board shall multiply the estimated rate of tax in
subdivision (a} by the inflation adjustment factor determined in
subparagraph (B) and round off the resulting products to the nearest
one-tenth of one cent (50.001} per gallon.

(2) For the 2005 calendar year and each calendar year thereafter,
the board shall recompute the rate of tax set forth in subdivigion
{a). That computation shall be made as follows:

(A) The Department of Industrial Relations shall transmit annually
to the board the percentage change in the California Consumer Price
Index for all items from September 1 of the prior fiscal year to
September 1 of the current figcal year, no later than November 1 of
the current fiscal year.

(B) The board shall compute an inflation adjustment factor by
adding 100 percent to that portion of the percentage change Figure
which is furnished pursuant to subparagraph (A) and dividing the
result by 100.

(C) The board shall multiply the estimated rate of tax in
subdivision (a} by the inflation adjustment factor determined in
subparagraph (B) and round off the resulting products to the nearest
one-tenth of one cent (§0.001) per gallon,

{b) For purposes of subdivision {a):

{1) "Storing" includes the possession in a storage facility,
except an approved terminal or refinery, of motor vehicle fuel as
well as the motor vehicle fuel purchased from and invoiced by the
geller prior to January 1, 2002, and in transit on that date.

(2) "Owning" means having title to the motor vehicle fuel.

(3} "Distributor" means any person who was required to be licensed
as a distributor under Part 2 (commencing with Section 7301) as in
effect on December 31, 2001.

SEC. 3. Section B651.1 ig added to the Revenue and Taxation Code,
to read:

g8651.1. (a) The Legislature finds and declarez all of the
following:

{1} The excise tax on motor vehicle fuel was last increased on
January 1, 1994, when the rate was set at eighteen cents ($0.18) per
gallon.

(2) The demand on California's state highways and streets and
local roads hasg increased at a far greater rate than the revenues
available to operate, maintain, and expand the transportation
network.

{3) Increased motor vehicle fuel economy results in the
consumption of legs fuel and the generation of less gas tax revenue
per mile driven, while inflation also erodes this slow-growing
revenue.

(4) The Traffic Congestion Relief Act (Chapters 91, 92, and 656 of
the Statutes of 2000) (TCRA) created a six-year funding plan using
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General Fund revenue for state and local transportation needs.

{5) The TCRA created the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF} to
support high-priority traffic-relief projects statewide, and the
Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) to distribute funding for local
street and road improvements, state highway improvements, and public
transit.

{6) Rapid declines in state General Fund revenues have led to, and
could create more, suspending of transfers of gasoline sales tax
revenue to the TIF and revenue reductions in the TCRF.

{b) In addition to any other tax imposed by this part, an excise
tax igs hereby imposed for the use of fuel at the following rate per
gallon:

An amount, adjusted annually for inflation, to replace any
revenues suspended from transfer to the Transportation Investment
Fund or reduced from the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund.

SEC. 4. This act provides for a tax levy within the meaning of
Article IV of the Constitution and shall go into immediate effect.
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Agenda Item IX A
April 9, 2003

STa

Scolano Cranspariation Authoribty

DATE: March 30, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Mike Duncan, Director of Projects
RE: Transportation Funding Priorities

Background:
In early December 2002, Governor Gray Davis recommended a number of budget cuts that have

a direct impact on transportation and potentially on transportation projects within Solano County.
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
Vallejo Baylinks 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 has gathered information
from all regions of the State in an effort to develop a strategy for allocating funds to projects.

Discussion:

At a special CTC meeting on March 12" (see MTC Memo, Attachment A), the CTC announced
that it would resume allocations in April 2003, Based upon discussions with all Regional
Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs), the CTC developed a set of guiding principles and
priorities for allocating funds to STIP, SHOPP and Federal TEA projects (see Attachment B).
The CTC did not address the TCRP program since the State Legislature has not addressed the
Governor’s proposal to eliminate the program.

The Guiding Principles developed by the CTC are as follows:

Provide economic stimulus.

Provide funding for projects ready to break ground.

Provide needed match for Federal and local funds.

Maintain existing STIP/SHOPP programming and allocation process.

Act in accordance with statutory priorities (Streets and Highways Code Section 167).
Work with Caltrans and regional agencies to identify project priorities.

Maintain equity in process.

Although the CTC made it clear that project allocations must be prioritized and some worthwhile
projects will not be funded in FY 2002-03 and FY 2003-04, the news regarding transportation
funds provided at the March 12™ meeting was more optimistic than previous announcements.
Due primarily to increases in the Federal 2003 highway funds and the anticipated Federal 2004
funds, the CTC projected $299M more through FY 2003-04 for transportation that was estimated
in December 2002. The CTC anticipates that it will be able to allocate $1.8B through June 30,
2004 with $600M allocated in the last half of F1§6{92002-03 (through June 30, 2003), and $600M




in each half of FY 2003-04. However, these allocation projections do not address $264M
anticipated to be needed by projects in the TCRP program.

The CTC announced that $400M of the $600M to be allocated in FY 2002-03 would be for
SHOPP projects in order to meet statutory requirements for highway maintenance and safety.
Caltrans has developed a ranking procedure to help them determine which SHOPP projects will
be recommended for allocations.

The remaining $200M would be allocated to STIP and TEA projects throughout the State,
making an effort to maintain equity in the process. Although each region has prioritized the
STIP projects for their region, no final decisions have been made as to which projects will
receive allocations.

The CTC has received allocation requests totaling $186,461,000 in the four highest priority
categories that will be ready for the April 3, 2003 CTC meeting (see Attachment C). At this
time, it is unknown whether all of these projects will be allocated or whether the CTC will hold
more funds in reserve to be allocated in May and June. The Bay Area has only $260,000 in
projects of the $186M ($200,000 for Jepson Parkway and $60,000 for Napa Planning,
Programming and Monitoring (PPM) funds).

MTC is strongly recommending that project sponsors move rapidly to get projects on the May
CTC agenda in an effort to receive allocations before the money runs out. The I-80/1-680
Auxiliary Lanes Project, Solano County’s number one priority for the FY 2002-03 STIP and one
of the four highest construction priorities in the region, is scheduled to meet the May CTC
meeting. Allocation of STIP funds for this project may be delayed if the CTC allocates the full
$186,461,000 in April, leaving only $13,539,000 available for allocation for the whole state from
the $200M available for STIP projects. The Auxiliary Lane project needs $14.3M in STIP funds.

Recommendation:
Informational,
Attachments
A. MTC Memo on CTC action of March 12

B. CTC STIP/SHOPP/TEA. Allocation Plan Priority Criteria
C. CTC Staff Memo with attachments
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" ATTACHMENT A

METROQPOLITAN Joseph P. Bore MetroCenter
AR T ' TRANSPORTATION 0t EighthSueer
Cakland, CA 94607-4700
COMMISSION Tel: $10.464.7760

TDD/TTY: §10.464.776%
Fax: 510.464,7848

Memorandum
TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee DATE: March 17, 2003

FR: Dianne Steinhauser W.1:

RE: CTC action of March 12th

- The CTC held a special meeting on March 12, 2003 to hear from the Department what the cash
balance was in the three primary trangportation accounts and to determine what level of allocations
they can make the rest of this year, FY 2002/03.

Bob Garcia, Caltrans CFO and Rob Sertich, Chief of Budgets, presented new projections and actual
cash balances for the State Highway Account (SHA), the Public Transportation Account (PTA), and
the Transportation Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF) updating information they initially presented in
December.

In quick summary, for the TCRF, there is an assumption now that the full $474 Million is transferred
from the SHA to the TCRF as allowed by current statute, This is a $257 Million increase over the

- December forecast, when only $216 Million was predicted to be transferred. At the end of June 2003,
the actual cash balance is predicted to be $30 Million, based on TCRP project sponsor estimate of cash
flow need. At the end of June 2004, there will be a $267 Million shortfall based on cash flow need.
How to pay for this shortfall is as yet undetermined. (NOTE: These numbers are based on sponsor
estimates of cash flow. Actual sponsor billings indicate a much siower cash flow, with estimates of
shortfall at the end of June 2004 becoming as low ag $120 Million. The actual cash flow means that
there is a higher cash balance likely at the end of June 2003, The actual cash flow is unpublished, but
can be projected from the October cash flow reports and actual billings in Nov, Dec, Jan, and Feb)

The PTA account had & December forecasted balance at end of June 2003 of $74 Million. This has
been reduced to $50 Million. The end of June 2004 forecast has been reduced form $55 Million to $19
Million. There are various minor adjustments up and down to the PTA with the most significant
changes being the loss of TIF revenue (this was NOT part of the December forecast, and equates to a
$74 Million reduction). '

The State Highway Account (SHA) picture is becoming clearer. While there is an increase in the loan
to the TCRF by $257 Million, there is also an increase in Federal revenues both this year and next -
totaling $246 Miilion, There are various other adjustments to the SHA with an overall expenditure
forecast over the two years, FY 2002/03 and FY 2003/04 of $900 Million less than what was forecast
in December and an overall revenue increase of $299 Million over what was forecast in December.
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While this may sound good, here's the clincher. The Department reported that if no money was spent
on any new allocations for the reminder of this FY and next FY 2003/04, then just based on revenues
and cash needs for existing allocations, they would have only $546 Million in the SHA at the end of
Tune 2004, If you apply standard rates of cash disbursements for construction projects, that $546
Million equates to the CTC being allowed to make a total of $1.8 Billion in allocations this year and

next.

There is $4.3 Billion in STIP and SHOPP projects programmed this year and next. The CTC can
allocate only $1.8 Billion of that amount. The remaining $2.5 Billion will need to be deferred.
Yesterday, the CTC decided to break the $1.8 Billion into 3 six-month chunks of § 600 Million each.
So between now and the end of June 2003, they will allocate $600 Million, then another $600 Million
between July 1st and Dec 31st, 2003, then another $600 Million between Jan 1st and June 30th 2004.
In accordance with statutory requirements for addressing State Highway safety, maintenance, and
operations as a priority in the case of reduced funding availability (Street and Highways Code Section
167) they decided to allocate $400 Million to the SHOPP and the remaining $200 Million to the STIP.

There is $625 Million in remaining programming this year for SHOPP projects Statewide. Allocations
will be made up to $400 Million.

There 15 $735 Million in remaining programming this year for STIP projects Statewide, with another
$415 Million in projects ready to be advanced from future years. Aliocations will be made up to $200

Million .

The game is on.

IAPROJECTCMS\2003\Dianng's budget memo.doc
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ATTACHMENT B

California Transportation Commission
STIP/SHOPP/TEA ALLOCATION PLAN PRIORITY CRITERIA
Approved February 27, 2003

Guiding Principles:

Provide economic stimulus.

Provide funding for projects ready to break ground.

Provide needed match for Federal and local funds.

Maintain existing STIP/SHOPP programming and allocation process.

Act in accordance with statutory priorities (Streets and Highways Code Section 167)
Work with Caltrans and regional agencies to identify project priorities.

Maintain equity in process.

General Allocation Plan Priorities:

Limit the initial Allocation Plan to STIP and SHOPP projects programmed for

FY 2002-03 and projects with extensions to FY 2002-03, Limit the Allocation Plan to
projects that Caltrans and regions confirm can be delivered within that period. Exclude
projects dependent on unallocated TCR Program funds.

Give first priority to the following categories, as programmed:

o Federal TEA program projects (100% Federal TEA funds only).

o SHOPP projects (Department-identified SHOPP project criteria to be evaluated

and approved by the Commission).

o Required STIP mitigation projects for construction projects already allocated.
Then give priority to any included STIP project (i.e., project programmed in 2002-03)
at significant risk of losing other funding if not allocated within the fiscal year.

Then give priority to STIP projects according to project type: first to capacity
increasing projects; then to planning, programming, and monitoring; then to non-
capacity projects, including local road and transit rehabilitation.

Within each project type (i.e., capacity and non-capacity), allocate first to projects for
construction (including equipment acquisition or rehabilitation), then to other
components for projects with construction programmed in a later fiscal year, then to
projects with no construction component programmed.

Within each category above, consider the following for individual projects on a case-
by-case basis, as necessary:

o Regional and Caltrans priority.

o Season-sensitivity of project (if not voted now, project misses the construction

season),
Allocations to projects requiring PTA funds or State only funding are subject to a
determination that sufficient funds of the appropriate type are available.
The Commission will regard project components brought for a vote as meeting STIP
timely use of funds deadlines, even if an allocation vote is not possible for lack of
funds. The Commission will consider time extensions on a case-by-case basis only.
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ATTACHMENT C

Daryl Halls
From: Diane Nguyen Grindall [dgrindall@sjcog.org}]
Sent: Tuesday, March 25, 2003 11:.07 AM
To: , ahockelman@mic.ca.gov; dstein@mitc.ca.gov; rong@mic.ca.gov; rmckeown@mtc ca.gov;
rrentschler@mic.ca.gov; Tmemiltan@mtc.ca.gov

Subject: Fwd: STIP Aliocation Plan

STIP Alloc Plan,

April.xis Please note the important msg below from David Brewer.

»>»» <David Brewer@dot.ca.govs 03/25/03 11:01AM »>>>
(See attached file: STIP Alloc Plan, April.xls)

Attached is the file for the Draft STIP Allocation Plan that will be

part

of the aApril bocok item relating to the STIP/SHOPP Allocation Plan for
2002-03. Please forward this to the regional agencies. We expect to
forward the SHOPP Allocation Plan teo you later in the day.

The cash flow projections pregented by Caltrans at the Commission's
March

12 meeting indicated that the Commission could allocate about £1.8
killion

for the period through June 2004 (out of about $4.3 billion
programmed) .

At that time, CTC staff recommended that the Commission designate $600
million for an initial Allocation Plan covering the remainder of FY
2002-03, with subsequent allocation plans to follow, after further
review . .

of the cash flow situation. The staff recommended that the $600
million )

include $400 million for the SHOPF and %200 million for STIP projects.

This Draft STIP Allocation Plan list is similar to the one presented

on :

March 12; except that planning, programming, and monitoring (PPM) has
heen

given higher priority, reflecting the staff's understanding of the
discussion at the March 12 meeting. Within each category, projects are
now

gsorted by delivery month, then alphabetically by county. No attempt
has

been made to assign individual project priorities within categories.
ALl

projects listed for April 2003 or earlier have been deliversd and are
ready

for vote. Projects not yet delivered are listed according to the
reported :

delivery date. Those projecte that were scheduled for an earlier month

but
have not yet been delivered are listed for May 2003.

The ztaff recommendation is to include in the STIP allocation plan all
projects listed in the first 3 categories (regquired mitigation for
allocated projects, projects at significant risk of lozing other
funds,

PPM) plus all capacity construction projects that have been delivered

to
date. The total of those projects is about £186 wmillion, only about
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milliion short of the $200 milliion target. The staff further
recommends

that the Commission reevaluate its allocation plan in May after
reviewing

the field of projects that have been delivered by that time.

The primary issue at the April meeting will be for the Commission to
decide '
which STIP projecte to vote now and which projects to hold pending a
further review of projects delivered for May or June. Where a regiocn
or :
Caltrans recommends that a 8TIP project not yet delivered be
substituted :
for a project that has been delivered, we will recommend that a wvote on

the
delivered project be withheld. However, the substitution of projects

is
not limited to those counties or regions that have a project on the
recommended list. The inclusion of a STIP project on the recommended
list ‘

does not create an entitlement to a vote or to a project substitution.

Agencies that wish to propose a substitution for the STIP allocation

plan
should be prepared to advise the Commigsion of the potential for added
economic stimulus that would be provided by the substituted project.

In
particular, the Commission will be looking for STIP projects that

could
provide extraordinary opportunities for leveraging nontransportaticon

funds .
for economic development.

David Brewer

Deputy Director
California Transportation Commission

175




SUMMARY OF

DRAFT STIP ALLOCATION PLAN PROJECT LIST

FOR FY 2002-03

($1,000's)

Allocation Plan Categories (STIP Only)

Required mitigation for projects already allocated

Projects at signficant risk of losing other funding if not allocated

Planning, programming, and monltoring

Capacity projects, construction

Capacity projects, early components, for construction in FY 03-04

Capacity projects, early components, for construction in later years

Capacity projects, early components, no construction programmed

Noncapacity projects, construction

Noncapacity projects, early components, construction in FY 03-04

Neoncapacity projects, sarly components, construction in later years

Noncapacity projects, early components, no construction programmed
Total

Breakdown of Capacity projects. construction
Caltrans State highway projects

Local road and grade separation projects
Local rail projects
Caltrans intercity rail projects

Total -

California Transportation Commission
176

Amount Cumuiative

9,488
1,708
2,921
588,248
14,317
4,233
11,495
71,483
8,271
938
1,283
712,383

475,605
46,155

30,583

28,905
588,248

0,486
11,194
14,115

802,363
616,680
520,913
632,408
703,891
710,162
711,100
712,383
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DRAFT STIP ALLOCATION PLAN FOR FY 2002-03

($1,000s)
Expected Project Programming

| ] . Extension; Allocation STIP Project Totals by Component

County Agency Rie| pruo||Project Granted Month Total|Cumulative RW[ Constl E&F| PSRE

Required Mitigation for Projects Aiready Allocated, FY 02-03; =
P {San Bemardino {San B'do Co loc] — 137Y]|Rt 10 Etiwanda landscape mitigation/137F Apr-03 450, 0 450 0 0
RiP 1San Disgo Caltrans 125 831] | Noise mitigation, nr Lemon Grove (02 STIP) Jun-03 1,900 Q] 1,900 0 [§
RIP {San Diego Caltrans 125 832| | School noise mitigation, Mt Miguel HS Jun-03) 2,100 o[ 2,100 [i] 0
RIP [San Diego SANDAG foc]” 7401 [RETPICMAQITEA match (Rt 805 mitigation) JunB3 298 0 208 i i
RIP [Sonoma Caitrans 101] 781Mi{Soundwalls, Wilfred-Rt 12 {(grf}(781H,6-00) Jun-03 4,740 ol 4,740 4] 0]

9,486 9,486,

Projects af Significant Risk of Losing Other Funding if Not Alfocated
RIF{Sterra Sierra County loc| 1L27]|Goodyears Crk Br (HBRR match)(sxt 12-02) Dec-02 Dech2 80 ] 80 o
RIP [Siera Sigita Counly loc| 1028\ Sierra Buttes Rd Br (HBRR match){ext 2-02) Dac-02 Bec-02| 66 0 66 [§] [P
RIP |Slerra Sierra County log|  1L29]||Pearf 5t Br {HBER malch)(ext 6-01) Oci-02 Dec-02 10 19 0 0 0
RIP | Trinity Trinity County loc)  20€8||Hayloik Crk Br (HBRR malch)(ext 5-01) Dec-02 Dec-02 240 O 240 0 0
RIP | Siskiyou Siskiyot Co loc|  2301)|Coltonwood Creek Bridgs, HBRR match Feb-03 ﬁ' 0 0 i7 [
RIF |Siskiyou Siskiyou Co I Toc| —2304]|Shackfeford Creek Bridge, HBRR match Feb-03 5 0 G 7 4
RIP {Solano Solano TA loci  5301|(Jepson Parkway (1-80 reliever), TEA-21 demo Feb-03 200 1] 0 2001 7
IRIF |Bulie Butte Colmty log|  3L95[|Forest Hwy 119, reconstruct 8.5 mi (PLH){02S-12) May-03 500 0 0 0 500
RIP |Sierra Sierra County 1oc+_ 1160} Gold Lake Hwy Bridge {HBRR malch){025-05 | May-03 4 0 [i] 4 [i]
RIP {Tehama Tehama County | log;  2150(|Gerber-Rawson, Thomes Cr, HBRR {28532) May-03 553 0 553 [i} 0
RIP |Tehama Tehama County | locl 2331 |McCoy Rd low-water crossing, HBRR match May-03 23 [i] 0 23 0
RIP iTehama Tehama County | focl  2332!1Wildcat Rd, Battle Crk, HBRR match May-03 7 0 i} 7 0
RIF |Tehama Tehama County | iog 21834 Lake Cal Dr, bridge 8C-167, HBRR match Jun-03) 3l - 0 0 Df 3]

. 1,708 11,18

Planning, Programming, and Menitgring ProqranL- med for FY 02-03:
RIP IFresno COFCG GLO%| [Planning, programeniing, and monitoring Feb-03 270 0 270 0 g
RIP |Glenn Glenn CTC 0LO% { Planning, pregramming, and monitoring Feb-03 39 0 39 0 0
RIP {Mariposa Mariposa Co “"_I 4957 |Plannifng, programming, and monitoring Feb-03] 20 0 20 () 0
RIF InNapa MTC/Napa TPA 1003E1+P1i1ning, programming, and mernitoring Feb-03 60 0 60 0 0
RIP |Sizrra Sierra LTC 1 OLO4! Planning, programming, and monitoring (0235-34) Feb-03 128 0 128; 1 0
RIP ;Alp-Ama-Cal Calaveras LTC C1850| |Planning, programiming, and moniforing Apr-03 181 [i 181 G g
RIP [Lake take CCAPC 3002P| {Flanning, programming, and monitorng Apr-03, 155 0 155 0 0
RIP {Sacramento ISACOG OL30}} Planning, pregramining, and menitoring Apr-03 232 Dl 232 0 0
RiP | Sulter SACOG 1L53) \Planning, programming, and monitoring Apr-03 23 — 01 23 0 0
RiP |Yolo SACOG 0L37| | Planning, programiming, and monitoring Apr-03 27, [i; 27 [© [i
RIP |Yuba SACOG 0L41{{Planning, programming, and monitoring Apr-03 14 [3] 14 0 [§
RIP |Colusa Colusa LTC QL20{ | Planning, programmming, and rmonkoring May-03 19 0 18 0 0]
RIF [Modog MadCTC 2051| [Planning, programnting, and moniforing May-03 62 0 §2 0 [i
RIP | 5an Francisco MTC/SECTA 2007 {Planning, programming, and monitoring May-03 58 0 58 0 Of
RIF |Santa Clara MIC/SBCVTA 2255| | Planning, programiming, and moniforing May-03] 291 0 2N 0 0j
RIP | Trinity Trinity CTC 2066! | Pianning, programiming, and moniforing | May03 59) P“ i) 59 0 0
RIP |Alameda MICIACCMA | 2179| | Planning, programmiryg, and rmonitoring Jur-03 109 0 100 0 0]
RIP |Bel Norte Del Norte LTC 1025P] | Flanning, programming, and monitoring | Jun-03] 75 1} 75 0 0
RIP |Homboldt Hurmboldt COG z002P || Planning, programming, and menitoring Jup-03 110 0 110 G 0
RIP [Kem Ketn COG 61.03| [Planning, programming, and monitoring Jun-03 300; 0 300 0 0
RIF |Mendecino MCOG 4002P| | Planning, programming, and monitoring Jun-03 225 |0 225 O 5
RIP 1San Diego SANDAG 7402} | Planning, programming, and menitoring ] Jur-03] 473 0 473 (}1 0f

2,921 14,115
California Transportation Comimission Page 1 0of @ 3/24/03
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DRAFT STIP ALILOCATION PLAN FOR FY 2002-03

($1,000's)
A'?lxpected Project Programming
_ Extension| Allocation STIP Project Totals by Co

County Agency Rie; ppNoj|Project Granted Month Total|cumulative Ri’W Const YE &g! t;’lgesr:é

. 1Capacity F'rt::;eo::tsf Construction Programmed in FY 02-03 or on Extension: : j
RIP {Butts Chico foc;  1L33)|East Av improvements (985-66)(ext 3-01) Dec-02 Dec-02 1,800 15,915 o] 1809 g B
RIP |Los Angeles LACMTA raill _ 3225(|24 light rail vehicles (State only){023-11) Deg-02 15,305 31,310 0 15,345 0 0
RIP {Sacrameanto Sac County rafll _ BL25| [Folsom B, Sunrise-Aerojet (385-31)(ext 6-01) Dec-02 Dec-072 4,332 35,642 O 4,337 0 0
P iSan Bernardino |Caltrans 210] _ 185F||Naw freeway, Avala Av overcrossing Dec-02 2,117 37,759 0| 2,117, 0 0
P |San Bernardino [Calirans 210| 195G{iNew freeway, Spruce-Willow, soundwalls Dec-02 1,316 39,075 o 1.315 0 0
i {San Bernardino |Caitrans 210]  195H||New freeway, Cactus Channel, widen local rds Dec-02 " 8,820 47 895 ol 8820 1] o
RiP |Kings Hanford log]  6L07)Grangeville B, Ri 43-10th, widen (ext 3-01) Feb-03 Jan-03 B75 48,670 0 675 0 0
RIF |Kings Hanford focl  6L12{|10th Av, overlay & widen (ext 3-01) Feb-03 Jan-03 835 48 605 0 35| 0 0
RIP |Manferey Salinas loci  1180i|Sanborn Rd, Abbott-John, widen Jan-03 108 40,713 0 0] 108 Q
RiP [Orange Caltrans raifl 9067 |Lincoln Av double frack (88S-115RTIP) Jan-03 5,849 55,562 0l 5,849 0 0)
P |Orange Caltrans rail|  8067({Lincoln Av double track, con (885-115) Jan-03 1,960 57,522 o 1,980 0 [y
IIP iSan Bernarding |Caltrans 210} 186E||New freeway, Willow-Macy, local st improvs : Jan-03) 6,600 654,122 0] 6,600 0 [s;
P |San Bernardino |Caltrans 210| 196G|[New freeway, Willow-Macy, soundwalls Jan-03 600, 64,722 ol 600 0 0
RIP |3an Diego NCTD rail| B192A||Oceanside-Escondido (ext 5-02) May-03 Jan-03 3,000 " &7,722 0 3,000 0 0
+HF' Kings Calfrans raily 9074B||San Joaquin improvs, Phase 4 Jan-03 300 68,022 300, 0 0 0
IIP |Kings Callrans raiil 9074B{i{5an Joaguin improvs, Phase 4 ‘ Jan03| 21,700 89,722 0| 21,700 ¢ 0l
RIP [Alp-Ama-Cal Calfrans 4]  3294||Cal, passing lane, w of Black Springs Rd (02 STIP) Feh-03 2,122 91,844 0 2,122 0 0
IiP [Orange Caltrans 91; 46/1A;!WB drop {ane restoration Feb-03 6,179 98,023 0] 6,179 G &
RIP {Plumas Caltrans 89| 5BO0||Clio, realign curves (02 STIP) Feb.D3 1,692 99,715 0Of 1,692 0 0
RIP |Riverside Hemet loc|  8902R [ Stafe St, Chambers-Domenigoni, widen (SO){ext 6-01) { Feb-03 Feb-03] 1,262 100,977 0] 1,262 [0 0]
RIP iTulare Calfrans 89 B405] | Prosperity Av interchange, modify Feb-03 2,880 103,857] 0] 2,880 0 0
RIP |Yolo Yolo County loc|  1L49{{Road 32 (Russell Bl), widen {State only)(increase) Feb-03 500, 104,357 0 500 0 0
RIP |Alp-Ama-Cal Caltrans 49! 2130C|[Amador, Sutter Creek Bypass (96 grf)(02 STIP) . Apr-03f 27,866 132223 Ottt e 0
1P |Orange "{Caltrans 405| 5000; jAux fane, MacArthur Bi-Culver Dr (985-121) Apr-03| 10,622 142,845 O} HtiHEE [§] Q
RIF |Riverside Rancho Mirage log| OH; | Ramon Rd widening {(003-48)(ext 5-02) Mar-03 Apr-03 1,012 143,857 0 1,012 0 0
1P |San Diego Caltrans 15 67 2| |Managed lanes, mid segment (ITIPYTCR #83)(023- 18) ipr-gg 39'0603?; 1723,2: %###6#;12 ([}J %

i raill  7413{{East Village stafion improvements (TCR #78) pE- \541]

ﬁ]ljp ??i’;ift};ego Eg?gr?sa 299 30TH[|Big Bar pgsslng lanes F(JITIP) ! . Apr-Us 2,220 126,4131 0 2,520 U
RIF |Contra Costa |Galrans BR0L . 22oH| [Alcosta Rd Mierchange (005 22302 STIF) 1 Wy 0835001180 g6} 0] 3,500 0 i
RIP [Los Angeles El Segundo loc|  2377{{Douglas St grade sep {985-75)(ext 6-02) Jun-03| May-03 9233 199,194 0f 9,233 [i] i
RiP |Los Angeles Santa Clarita loc]  2881[|Golden Valley/Scledad Cyn inlerchange ) May-03 8,513 207,707} 3,703f 4,810 0 0
RIP \Los Angeles LACMTA raill  2009L1LE Blue Line xing safety improvements : May-03 2,068 209,775 0 1823 [© 245
RIP {Los Angeles LACMTA, raill 3089 ;Biug Line safely xings, Complon May-03 689] 210,464 0 68d [i] [i
RIP |Los Angeles Glendale loc| 2120A]|Rt 5 Weslern Av access improvemenis May-03 2242 212,708 0l 2242 i} 0
RIP |Monterey Salinas loc 1180\ |Sanborn Rd, Abbott-John, widen May-03[ - 892 213,598 [i] B8OZ sl i}
RIF |Placer TPA Caltrans 80| . 147V|{Douglas/Sunrise interch (02 STIF}) May-03, 7,314 220,912 ol 7,314 G ¥
lIP |San Bernardino [Caltrans 138 23%J[[4 lanes, Sheep Crk Rd-Rt 2 May-03 6,427 227,338 0] 6,427 [0] [s]
RIP {San Francisco Peninsula JPB rail] 2014K!iCaltrain rapid rail iimprovements ) May-03 30000 230,339 0| 3,000 0 0
RIF |Santa Clara Peninsula JFB ralfl 2205/ | Diridon staticn. platform, track work May-03 2,806 232945 0l 2,606 1] 0
P |Solzno Caltrans 80 B273|{Reconstruct conneciors, Rt 680 inferch May-03| 14,300 247,245| = O|#eHH 0 &
RIP |Ventura Oxnard loc]  2955||Pleasant Valley Rd widening May-03 . 8807 248,205 960 8} b
P |Alameda Calfrans raili 2040} {Fremont Cenlerville station Jun-03 1,205] 249,410 B55 350 O 0l
RIP |Alarmeda Caltrans 880 16F|[HOV, 5C1 Co Line-Alvarado/Niles (grf)(02 STIP) Jun-03]  33,960; 283,370 & ##### [¢] 0
RIP |Contra Cosfa Calfrans 4) 190D 1Widening, Railroad -Loveridge (RTIP) Jun-03t  19,307] 302,677 O HHrE Q g
P |Cantra Costa Caltrans 4 190D|{Widening, Railroad-Loveridge (ITIF) - Jun-03 5,000 3078677 0] 5,000 [ 0
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($1,000's)
! — A'?;(Peite'i Project Programming
. tension ocation STIP Project T
iCounty Agency Rte| ppNol|Project Granted Month Total|cunnutative RjIW c":ﬁgbyEC;?p?n;Eé
RIF [Del Norte Del Norte Co fac; 1018P||Elk Valley Rd, 101-Howtand Hill widen{ext 5-02 Jun-03 Jun-0!

- [P_{imperial Caltrans 78 21| |Brawlsy Bypass, 4-ane {gi, incr){ F‘{Bé) : Junvo‘; 12“5 gg)g 252?3? Tg #i:ffﬁ?ﬁ (0) g
RIP }Imperial Caltrans 7 51G||4-lane expwy, gri, Rt 98-RE8 (RTIF)(GZ STIF) Jun-03 23:312 348’5{)5 Ol gttt ] O
{IP_jImperial Calirans 71 __51G|]4-1ane expwy, gd, Rt 98-Bt § {ITIP){0Z STIF) Jun-03 4,052 352'557 0] 4,052 0 0
RiP [Kern Rem County Toc| _8704||7th Standard Rd, Rt 99-Wings Way, 41ans Jun-03] 2,465 355043 3A0| D245 i G
P iLos Angeles Caltrans raili  2000]{3rd track, Bandini-DT Junction (ext 6-02) Jun-03 Jun-03; 3,700 358:742 0 3'700 0 0
HP |Los Angeles Calfrans 5| 2120]|Westemn Av interch, Glendale (1IP} Jun-03 4,468 3583210 0 4 ;168 0 [u]
RIP Los Angefes Calfrans 5| 2120 Western Av interch, Glendale (RIF)(increase) Jun-03 2,867 366,07 4] ‘2:867 0 [§]
RIP |Los Angeles Caltrans 134 2223|/Hellywood Way interch (RTIPY02 STIF) Jun-03| 15,179 381,256 Of##1H [ ¥
P iLos Angeles Callrans 134 2223l Hollywood Way inferch, Burbank (ITIP}(02 STIP} Jun-03 13,841 395,097 [ 0"%——0|
RIF |Los Angeles Calfrans 405} 837AlISB HOV fane, Rt 90-Rt 10 (56 gri)(985-76) Jun-03]  33,600] 428697 Q| #ftesdE 0 [¥;
RIP {Los Angeles Caltrans 405  837C[INB HOV Iane, Rt B0-Rt 10 Jun-03( 52670 481367 QL FEEE 0 0
P |Los Angeles 5GVCOG gsep 2318/ {Alameda Corr East grads seps (00S-25)(TCR #54.1) Jun-03 6,522 487,889 0| 6,522 0 [}
P {Marin Callrans 101] 3421 [IReversible HOV, seys 2,3,4 (D0S-32){ITiP) {TCR #17) Jun-03 7,000{ 454,889 0t 7,000 0 0
RIP [Marin Caltrans 101 342L||Reversible HOY, segs 2,3,4 (00S-32)(RTIFXTCR #17) Jup-03]  19548] 514 437] O i 0 0
RIP {San Bemarding  {SANBAG lo)  161B]|RE 10 EB truck lanes, Ford-Yucaipa Jun-03i 4,000 518437 0 4,000 [i] [i;
IIP 1San Bernarding Caltrans 2101 1935||New freeway, LA Co-Rf 215 {ITIP}005-34) Jun-03 2,880, 521,326 0| 2,889 0 0
RIP [San Bernardino_ [Calfrans 2107 1935/New freeway, LA Co-Rt 215 (RTIPYO2 STIP) Jun-03]  57,662] 578,988 O 2+ G [¢
lI? 1San Diego Caltrans 15| 228A||5B auxiane, Los Penasquites Bridge Jun-03 4,700) 583,688 o 4,700 O 0
IIP_|San Diego Calfrans 18;  233J{INorihbound lane, Poway Rd-Mercy Rd Jun-03, 4,000 587,688 0] 4,000 [¢] Q
P |Santa Clara Calfrans 101[ 468E(|Aux lane NB. Rt 87-Trimble Rd (TCR #5)(ITIF} Jun-03{ 13,531 601,218 O #attt 5] ¢
RIP {Santa Clara Caltrans 101]  468E! IRt §7-Trimble Rd, aux lane {RTIPHTCR #5) Jun-03 1,144; 602,363 Q| 1,144 [§] 0

i l . 588,248
Capaciiy Projects, FY 02-03 Programming for_Projects with Construction Programmed in FY 03-04:

IP |Los Angsles SGVCOG gsepi  2318||Alameda Gomr East grade seps, East End({TCR #54.1) Dec-02 23 0 0 0 28
P |Los Angeles SGVYCQG gsep 2318||Alameda Corr East grade seps,Reservoir (TCR #54.1) Dec-02 43 0 0 0 43
RIP jMendocing Ft Bragg loc) 4085P11Main St and Laurel 51, signal (Stats only) Feb-03 1 0 0 0 11
RIP [Tehama Tehama County | Jogl  2162||McCoy Road, realign {985-123)(ext 5-01) Feb-03 Feb-03 30]. 0 [ 0 3g
RIP i Trinity Trinify County loc| . 2138lIE Wiville, Rt 299-Ri 3, new 2-In rd (ext 5-02) Mar-03 Apt-03 360! i) 0 i] 350
RIP |Butte Butte County loc| 1143 iKeefer Rd realignment (985-82){ext 6-02) Jun-03 May-03 70, 0 0 [ 70
RIP 1Contra Cosla BART rait| 2011G||Add parking level @ Richmond BART station May-03|. 200 0, 0 0 200
RIF |Los Angeles Los Angeles foc;  2863[j0verland Av bridge widening at Rt 10 May-03 543 543 i} 0 i
RIP iLos Angeles Los Angeles locl 3080} |Widen Tampa Av bridge, LA River May-03] 243 0 [i] 0 243
RIP |Los Angeles Log Angeles log|  3093||Sote St bridge over Mission/Huntington, repl, widen May-03 1,341 540 [y [i 801
RIF iLos Angeles Los Anhgeles loc!  3094||Laurel Cyn Rd bridge over Tujunga Wash, widen May-03 49 O 0 0 49
RIP |Los Angeles Los Angeles logl  3095||vanowen St bridge, LA River, widen, rehab May-03 339 0 [i] [i] 330
RIP {Los Argeles Los Angeles foc: 3096 |Commercial St, Alameda-Center, widen May-03 280 280 0 0 0
RIP lLos Angeles L os Angeles ioci  3104{[First St bridge, widen approaches, replace railing May-03) 1,023 183 0 [i 840
RIP jLos Angeles Los Angeles locl  3105]|Riverside Dr, Barclay-SF Rd, widen viaduct May-03] 1,465 358 0 ol 1,107
RiF |Los Angeles Los Angeles foci 3108 |Winnetka Av biidge, LA River, widen, rehab May-03 223 0 0 0 223]
RIP [Los Angeles Covina raill 3224 |Metrolink parking strucfure, Covina : May-03 560 [ 0 240 320
RIP |Tehama |Tehama County | oo 2162|{McCoy Road, realign (885-123)(ext 5-01) Feb-03 May-03 22 22 0 0 [V
RIP jBulie Butie County loc|  2198||Speedway Av extension, Durham-Chico Jun-03) . 35! [i 0 0 3

RIP ILos Angeles SGVCOG gsep 2318{|Alameda Corr East grade seps (SOHTCR #534.1) Jun-03; 7,262 5,262 i Dl 2,000
P |Sclano CCJPA rail, G045L)| |Bahia viadudt ack & bridge upgrade {ITIF) ‘ Jun-03 19?r ] ] 40{ 150

! 14,37 .
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(51,000's)
_ I.{’-:;(P'i!‘:te'i Project Programiming
_ xtenston| Allocation STIP Project Totals by Conr

County Agency Rte] ppNoj|Project Granted Month Total |cumutalive RIWW| Const yE &P p?’?&r:lti

Capacity Projects, FY 02.03 Programming for Projects with Construction Programmed in EY 04-05, FY 05-06, or FY 06-07:
RIP |Orange OCTA loe;  2796||Rt 5 Culver Drive southbound off-ramp widening(025-44) Dec-02 57 O 0 57 [¢
RIP {Flacer TFA Rockdin loc) _ 151C[|Rt 80 Sierra College interchange (CT oversight)® Dec-02 44 0 0 44 0
RIP {Riverside Palm Springs loc! 1007} {indian Canyon Dr, Tranwiew-UPRR, widen Feb-03 87 0 0 87 [§;
RIP [Tutare Tutare County log 101||Rd 108, Leland-Caldwel, 4 lanes Feb-03 350 0 0 350 0f
RIP [Tufare Tulare Counly foc; . 197i|Av 418, Fresno Co-Rd 88, 4 lanes (025-35) Feb-03) 135 0 0 135 0
RIP |Tulare Tulare County loc| BL1Y||Rd BC expwy, Goshen-El Monte Way (025-35) Feb-03 400 1] [3] 400 i,
RIP |Contra Costa Antioch loc| 2011A[| Rt 4 Hilicrest Av EB off ramp, widen May-03 50 0 0 50, 0
RIP |Mono ) Mammaoth Lakes foc|  2512)| Alport Access Rd, new - May-03] 20 0 0 20 0
RIP |Los Angeles Pomona boc| 2232} |Rt 71 Mission Bl interchange (Fomona portion) Jun-03 2,329 1,710 ; 4 619
RIP {Mendocino Mendocino Co loci 4101P||N State 5, MP 0.5-2,3, improvements Jun-03 300, 0 0 100 200
RIF |Placer TPA Rocklin log|  151C||Rt 80 Sierra Coflegs interchange (CT oversight)® Dec-03 Jun-03 24 0 0 0 24
RIP | Trinity Trinity County loc|  2140||Hayfork, realign Hyampom Rd (02 STIP) Jun-03| 437] 0 3] 0 437

4,233

Gapacity Projects, FY 02-03 Programming for Projects with No Construction Programmed in STiP:
RIP iLos Angsles TMonteray Park loc| 2915]|Atlantic B!, Newmark-Hellman, APD (ext 8-01) - Dec02 Dac-02 148 0 ] 6| 14B
RIF {Kern Ridgecrest foc| 2022 'W Ridgecrest Bl, Mahan-China Lake, 4-fane {AB 872} Jan-03 1,000 0 af 1,000 s}
IR 1San Diego Calfrans raill _9865{]{8an Diequito River bridge, Del Mar (ext 6-01) Feb-03 Jan-03 8565 0 0 855 0l
RIP {San Joaguin Lathrop gsep| 3K41| Lathrop Rd grade separation/UPRR Jan-03 200 0 0 200 0
RIP {Yolo Yolo County loc]  3L4B{{Rd 32A, Rd 105-Covell Rd, widen for b|keway (APDE) Feb-03i 85 0 0 85 0
RIP {Nevada Triickee loc| 3L43||Rt B9, widen "Mousehole” undercrassing Apr-03; 500 0 0 500 0
RIP | Sacramento Sac County ioc| 3139 Fair Oaks B, Marconi-Engle (APDE) - Apr-03; 1,600 0 0 1,000 ¢
RIP |Yolo Yolo County foc|  3L47||Rd 98, Rd 29-Woodland, widen (APDE) Apr-03 168 0 0 168 a
P [Monterey TAMG loc| 8200} |Rt 1, Carmel River Bridge-Rt 68 (APDE)ITIFY May-03 1,600 0 0| 1,000 0)
RIP |Monterey TAMC foc] 8200 |Rt 1, Carmel River Bridge-Ri 68 (APDE)}RTIF) May-03] 2,000 0 0| 2,000 0
RIP.|Orange Tustin foc;  9654| |Red Hill grade sep (285-116) May-03 332 0 0 332 B
RIP |San Bernardmo Batstow loc| 17304 |Rt 15 Old Hwy 58, new inlerchange May-03] 80 0 0 a0, 0
RIP |Sutter Sutter County loc| 3144 IRt 99 Riego Rd, new interchange (APDE} May-03 1,000 0, 0 0f 1,000
RIP |Tulare Visalia loc 103} i Caldwell Av, Akers-Shady Ln, 4 Ins (985-108) May-03 426 0 0 0 426
RIF {Tulare Tulare County loc]  B683!|Betty DifRiggin Av, Rt 80-Rd 80, widen, realign May-03 484 g 0] 484 0
RIP |Tulare VYisalia loc] - B6871{Caldwelt Av, Rt 99-Rt 63, 4 lanes May-03 400 i} o 400 i
RIP |Alameda Newark loc| 2009R{iCeniral Ave RR overpass at UPRR (APDE} Jun-03 145 0 0 145 0l
RIP jAlameda Newark loc] 20085{i Thornton Av, Gateway-Hickory, widen (APDE) Jun-03 120 3] 0 120 i
RIP [Kem Shafter loc{ B700i7th Standard Rd, Rt 99-8ta Fe, expwy (AFDE){(25-31) Jun-03 1,000 [ 0 0| 1,000
RIP |Los Angeles Santa Clarita logi 2885 |Newhall Ranch, Rt 5-Copper Hill, APD (ext 6-02) Jun-03 Jun-03 252 [i] [i] 0 257
RIF |San Luis Obispo  [Arroyo Grande log|  370A][RE 101 Brisco Rd interchange modification (S/0) Jun-03 165; 0 0 165 D
RIP |Solano Vallejo ferry| 2260 | Vallejo ferry terminal parking Jun-03 - 1 .'52355 i) 0 125 [{

on-capacity Projects. Construction Programmed in FY 02-03 or on Extension: )
RIP Klameﬁgg-!gg AC Transit bus[_2113A[|Engine transmission rehab Dec-02) 628 Of 628 o 0
RIF jHumboldt Hurmboldt Co loc!  2054P| |Walnut Dr, Cypress-Avalon, bike lanes Dec-02 551 0 551 0 0
RIP |Los Angeles Downey foc] 2870||Lakewood B! signal inferconnect (005-40) Dec-02) Dec-02 112 0 112 0 0
RIP |Los Angeles Downey loc]  2870||lakewood Bl signal interconnect (005-40) Dec-02) 1,035 Of 1,035 0) [i]
RIP |Contra Costa Lsfayetie loc| 2011L] |Reliez Valley Rd walkway (State oaly) Jan-03 109 [i] 108 0 0
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{$1,000's)
A?Pec:ed Project Programming
] Extension| Allocation STIP| Project Totals by Componernt

County Agency Rie| PPno]|Project Granted Month Total|cumdative RIW| Const yE & Pp?:ng
RIP [Los Angeles Los Angeles foc) 2868 |San Fernando Rd bike path (ext 6-01) Feb-03 Jan-03 2,303 ol Z.303 ] B
RIP L os Angeles Vernon loc] 4300 Atanfic/Bandini intersec improvs (ext 5-01} Feb-03 Jan-03 2437 0 2,437 0 [i
RIFP | Tuolumne Sonora ioc] 0800 |Grade xings, Sanguinetti/Old Wards (ext 6-01) Feb-03 Jan-03 33 0 ) 33 0 [
RIP {Butie Caltrans 99| 2415!!Durharn Pentz Rd, off-ramp signals Feb-03 580 O 590 [4] 0
RIP |Butte Faradise loc] Z2L119||Pearson Rd, Skywzy-Black Clive, rehab | Feb-03, 522 0 522 0 0
RIP Buite Paradise loct 211201 Skyway/Wagstaff intersec rehab Feb-03 66 66 0 [i] 0
RIP [Fresno Fresno Jog|  BLOZ|[CMAQ match, Marks/Weber intersection Feb-03 18 0 18 Q )
RIP |Glenn Willows loc) - 3L7ellPacific Av, Green-N Cify Limits, reconst (State only) Feb-03 Ni i) 0 1 [5
RIP linyo Bishop Jod] 4] |Wye Road, Rl 6-Spruce, recon (ext 6-01} Feb-03 Feb-03 385 0 385 [i] [§]
RIP |Los Angeles Los Angeles locj 2858l |Eagle Rock ATSAC (ext 5-02) Feb-04 Feb-03 2,516 0 2,516 0 0
RIP |Los Angeles Los Angeles loc|  285B(;Eagle Rock ATSAC (ext 6-01) | Feb03 Feb-032 1,290 0y 1,187 0 103
RIP {Los Angeles Los Angeles Iog| 2858\ |Eagle Rock ATSAC (ext 5-02) | FebD4 Feb-03] 218 0 0 [i] 218,
RIP {Los Angeles Los Angeles locy 2858l Eagle Rock ATSAC Feb-03 832 0 766 [§) &6l
RIP |Marin Maiin County toc]  2163[]CMAQ malch, Downtown Signal Systern Mgmt Feb-03] 23 1] 23 [i; [i]
RIP IMariposa Mariposa Co tocl _ 2K11{{Darrah Rd, Hwy 49 South-Triangle, rehab " Feb-03 415 o 415 ! o
RiP iModec Alturas logj 2176 {Wamer St Park-Rt 299, rehab (02 STIF} Feb-03 1,485 i 0] 1495 g 0
RIP [Montersy Soledad log]  1015/{Wesl St, Front St, rehab (00S-65) Feb-03 61 0 57 0 4
RIP |Plumas Plumas County loc| 2233 {Quincy Jet Rd, paverent rehab Feh-03 280 0 280 0 0
RIP {Plumas Plumas County loc| 224411 ake Davis Rd, rehab (00S-7) T Feb-03 415 0 415 s} &
RIP |Plumas Plumas County Ingp 2250 | Big Cove Rd, rehab {008-7) Feh-03 200} 0 200 0 0
RIF |Plumas Plurras Counfy loc]  2253|jLee Rd, rehab (00S8-7) Feb-03] 230 0 280) [} 19
RiF |Plumas Plumas Counfy ool 2254]|Bucks Lake Rd,Meadow Valiey, reh (00S-7) Feb-03] 315 o) 290, 0 25
RIP |Sacramenio Sacramenio ioc]  BLO2[IN 3rd, Vine, Sproule, Pk Riviera, Dayton, recon Feb-03 . 1,891 ol 1,89 0 [§!
RIP |5an Bermnardine  jNeedles fea 1E{|E! Garces station restorafion {ext 5-02) Feb-03 Feh-03 75| i} 4] 0 75
RIP 18an Bemardino__ {Needles rail 1E| |El Garces stafion restoration (ext 5-02) Oci-03 Feb-03 640 0! 540, 0 0
RIP |Siskiyou Dormris logy 22821 |Main 8t, Triangle Sf, State 3¢, rehab {State only) Feb-03 3201 0 320 0 0l
RIP |Siskiyou Montagues locl 2288 |Prather St, rehab (Siate only) Feb-(3 350 [i} 322 8 20)
RIF ISolano Fairfield foc{  321C{|Central Way, Ritchie-Filman, overfay " Feb-03 158, 0l 158 0 )
RIFP jSonoma MTC matl 21721 CMAQ maltch (axt 8-02), Roh Pk Park & Ride ($323K} { Dec-02 Feb-03 323 0l 323 0 [
RIF |Tehama Tehama loc] 217317 stieets, rehab (summer 2003) Feb-03 i5 o 14§ 7 |
RIP {Fresno Fowler loc]  6L.02}1CMAQ malch, replace sidewalks, 5th, Main Apr-03 5 g 5 0 0§
RIP {Imperial Calfrans 111 5644 :Rehab fo refinguish, Gillett Rd-Worthington Apr-03 2,070 0l 2,070 0 0]
RIF {Inyo Bishop fod 5{i{Home St, Rt 168-Sierra, reconstruchion Apr-03 4TQF 0 4104 0 0
RIP linyo Bishop log, 1503 | Mandich,3neden,S 3rd, Warren, rehab (_SO)(_ir;lg')_ Apr-03 58 0 ¢ 0 56
RIP il os Angeles Santa Clarita raill  2807!INewhall Metrolink, expand parking {ext 6-02) Bec-02 Apr-03 100 0 100 0 i)
RIP IMarin Sausalito locl 2012R;;Bridgeway, Princess-Johnson, rehab Apr-03, 131 D 121 0 104
RIP Mono Mono County foej  200911Lundy Lake Rd, rehab (ext 6-02) Jun-03 Apr03 1,310 11,294 [ 15
RIP |Riverside Indic T loe] | OMi)Indio B, Jackson-Rt 111, rehab (005-59) Apr-03) 325 0 325 0 [©
RiP {Siskivou Yreka ioc] 2215 Greenhorn Rd rehab Apr-03, 451 0 451 0 0
RIF [Stanisfaus StanCOG mat]  9951[{CMAQ maich, one dump fruck Apr-03; 9 0 9 0 0
RIP [Trimly Trinily County | _loc] 221811 Hyampom Rd, PM 0.0-3.5, rehab Apr-03 729 0 __728 0 0
2 |Various Caltrans raifl 2017 }Carsharing development (intercity rail){023-18) Apr-03 1,875 0 1,975 0 [
RIP [Butfe Butta County foc 1L47][West Bth Av reconstruclion (ext 5-02) Jun-03] May-03 22 0 [ o 22
RiF |Butte Butte County loe{  2L93lINeal Rd, 4.7-5.9 mi E of Rt 89, rehab May-03 6104 G 10l [u] 0
RIP {Butie Buite Counly " oc] 2194} {0reville Bangor Hwy reconst {ext 6-02) Jun-03 May-03 85 [ 0 0 85
RIP jinye Bishop loc}  1503|{Mandich,Sneden,S 3rd, Warren, rehab (SO)(incr) May-03 14 0f 14 0 O
RIP [Kem Catfrans 99 3506|]White Lane soundwall May-03] 625 0! 625 0 ¥
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County Agency Rtei  ppNol|Project Granted ﬁaﬁt_ﬁl Total|Cumutative Rﬁst 00:L‘t byEcs? r;m;’n;;g
=
RIP |Kings KCAPTA busi 8526 [Intermodal fransfer site improvements (Stale only} May-03 400 0p 340 0 60,
RIP {Lake Clearlake loc! 3021P;{Lakeshore, Peail, Howard, U, rehab {025-43) May-03 360 0 360 il 0
RIP jLassen Lassen County loc] _2123:; Skyline Rd Ext/South, bikeway (§85-111) May-03 74 |74 [ 1] 0]
RIP lLos Angeles L.os Angeles loc; _2368{Sepulveda/Burbank intersec (985-75) May-03] 1,184 of 1,784 [0 0
RIP |Los Angeles LA County loc)  2B45:1Carson St signal synch, LB Bl-Bloomfield May-03 1427 6 1,427 [i] i
RIP jLos Angeles Compton loc]  2869(|Complon Cr bike path, GreenlsaF-Artesia May-03 388 o] 388 [4; {
RiP [Los Angeles Agoura Hills~ | “loc]__ 2875||Cenitral traffic signal system (ext 6-02) Jun-03]  May-03 325 [EES 0 0
RIP |Los Angeles Agoura Hills boc)  2875]|Cenlral fraffic signal system my-03 399, [i; 399 0 0)
RIF [Los Angeles Pasadena rafll ~ 2912{FPasadena Blue Line ped ephancements May-03 399 0 356 [0} 43
RIF |Los Angeles Los Angeles loc] 3133({Valley Circle Bl at Rt 101, intersec improvis (S0) May-03 301 0 301 i 8]
RIP |Los Angeles Los Angeles [ Tloc] 3227} Bicycle parking at 5 Pasadena Blue Line stations (S0) May-03 a5 0 _ B85 0 0
RIP iMadera Madera CTC mat] 88501 CMAQ match reserve May-03 67 0 57| 0 0
RIP {Marin Marin CMA loc|  320C!IManzanita park and ride, phase 2 May-03 244 0 244 0 0
RIP iMendocino Ukiah lec| 4095P) INorth State St curb ramps, 2 intersacs (State onlfy) May-03| 18 [i] 18] i) i
RIP 1Monterey MST bus|  1004}|Rehab 12 diesel buses May-03 540 0 540 [i] 0]
RIP [Monterey Monterey loci  1158||Del Monte Av, Sloat-Palp Varde, reconstruci (S0) May 03 gB5l i B85 o
RIP |Riverside Riverside Co loc! 1103 |Van Buren Bi, Wash'n-Ora Terrace, madian, turmouts May-03 1,323 0f 1,323 0 ¥
RIP |Riverside RCTC tdm| 9801} |Rideshara program (02 §TIP) May-03 400 g 400 [§] o
RIP {San Bentto San Juan Bautista lod] 853||Cwrbs, gutters, sidewalks, storm drains (State only) May-03 133 [ 133 0 )
RIF | San Benito San Benite COG{ loc 938 (|CMAQ malch reserve (ext 5-02) Jun-03 May-03 30 Q 30 0 [i]
RIP [San Bernardino  [Calfrans 215!  244C|[Soundwalls, Grand Terrace, Barton Rd-Newport Av May-03 1,389 0 1,389 0 0
RIP [San Diego SDMTDB ra| 978 | Regional autormated fare system (State only} May-03 5,250 o 3,50 0 1,75
RIP (San Diego SANDAG loc| 7401Bl|RSTR/CMAQ/TEA match reserve [_ May-03 22 0 22 0r [s]
RIP |San Diego SANDAG log]  7401B| [RSTP/CMALQ/TEA malch reserve May-03 241 o 24 0 0
RIP |Santa Barbara S B County et 223G Evans AviOrega Hill Rd intersection May-03 310 0] 310 0 0
RIP |Siskivau Tulelake loc| 2290 |[Modoc St, F St rehab (State only) May-03 350 0 325 0 25
RIP |Sonema Callrans 101] 782G||Park/Ride, Rehnert Park interch (985.-106) May-03| 125 0 125 8] 0
RIP | Sianisfaus StanCOG mati 9951 |RSTPICMAQ/TEA malch reserve May-03] 383 0j 383 0 0
RIP [Stanislaus StanCOG matl 9951 RSTP/CMAQYTEA malch reserve May-03 i 0 5 O ¢
RIP {Tahoe RPA Tahoe RPA mat  3L85/ICMAQ malch reserve May-03 173 0 173 0 0
RIP {Tehama Tehama County | log]  2191|IRd 88W, al Red Bank Creek, over 0.5 mi May-03, 109, 0 109 0 0
RIP {Tehama Tehama County | Tog 2193} Tyler Rd at Rd 99W, improvs/rehab May-03 182 0 182 [§ 0f
RIP {Tulars Tulare : busi 86311 {Tulare infermodal transit center May-03 1,904 ol 1,904 . 0 0
RiP |Tuiare Visalia loc] 863310 sfrest segments, rehab May-03 934 0 804 0 3
RIP | Tulare Visalia Ioc] 86881 1Emergency vehicle preemplion, 34 infersections May-03 186 0 186 ¢
RIP | Tuolumne Sonora loc|  3K94]|City street rehab & safety, 6 lecations (Sfate only) May-03 210 G; 210 [1] ¥
RIF |Ventura Oxnard loc{  313BjjSoundwall, 8B R 101, Snow Av-Jaidin Dr (025-17) May-03 425 0 425 5] {
RIP |Ventura Thousand Oaks | loc] 3141 iSoundwall, Lynn Rd-Wendy Dr (028-17) May-03 1,689 9 1.683 oD g
RIP {Yolo Davis logi  2L80} {Pavement rehab, phase 2 May-03 600 g ggo 0 9
RIP jAlameda Union City foc| _ 2108|[Alvarado-Niles, pavement rehab Jun-03 2;10 o iR 5 .
P [Alameda Calirans 92| 90 {Hesperian Bl-Santa Clara Sf, soundwalls Jun-03 F; 9(5) — — 2 o
RIP |Butte Paradise fod] 2L114!lAimond St, Eifiol-Fir, rehab Jun-03 o . :
RIP {Contra Costa Danwvilte locl 2011M]|Oak Hill Park frontage improvements (State only) Jun-03 62 o 2 0 2
RIP iContia Costa " |San Pablo foc] 20110 [San Pablo Dam Rd ped path {Stale only} Jun-03 115 5 50 3 o
RIP {Conlra Costa Martinez loej 201 1W || Bay Tratl, phase 2 segmenis {State only) Jun-03 300 Gg o . 0
RIP |Fresno COFCG mat] _ 6L02{|CMAQ match reserve Jun-03 665 g2 o= ~f
RIP {Humboldt Eureka foc]  2074]{RR crossings, 3 locations, rehab (State only) Jun-03 100
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DRAFT STIP ALLOCATION PLAN FOR FY 2002-03

($1,000's)
AEI;(P‘-‘!:EEd Project Programming
Extenslon ocation STIP j

Counfy Agency Rte| ppno||Project Granted Wonth Total [cumulative Pr;jfi"tl:t -gzt?llssl byEcﬂ? f;‘l ?’%egé
RIP |Humboldt Arcala loc|__ z0s9p||KiAlliance, Samoa-Foster, rehab Jun-03 560 0| B60 0 )
RIP |Inyo fnyo County loc| ~ 3038iiShabbell Lane, overlay Jun-03 105! 0 94 0 11
RIF [lnyo Inyo County locj__ 4019 Tutfle Creek Road, overlay Jun-03 224 0 200 0 24
RIP |inyo Inyo County loc]  4021||Substation Road, overlay Jun-03 197 ] o5 a 5
RIF |Marin Marin CMA foc|  320C; Manzanita park and rida, phase 2 Jun-03] 67| 0 67 0 [
RIP IModoc Alturas locl 2041 {Wamey/Carlos Truck Route rehab (increase) Jun-03 345 0 345 0 0
RIP | Monterey Greenfield toc; _ 1013[|Ef Camino Real, Apple-Watnut, rehab {005-65) Jun-03 50 0l S 0 0;
RiP [Monterey King City loc!  1014{|Broadway, Russ-3rd, reconsiruct {005-65) Jun-03 50 [i] 50 [i] [§
RIP |Plumas Plumas County loc]  2045{CR 108, refiab and safety (ext 5-02) Jun-03: Jtm-03 1,417] 0 1,417 0 3]
RIF [Plumas Plumas County loc| 2045/ |CR 108, rehab and safely Jun-03 558, 0 558 0 1]
RIP Plumas Plummas County | foc;  2247||Rd A-15 PM 3.6-5.0, rehab {005-7) Jun-03 200, 0 200 0 0
RIP {Piumasg Plumas County loc; 2255 {Quincy-1.a Porte Rd, rehab (005-7) Jun-03 125 0 125 o 0f
P |Riverside Caltrans 26 75.J| [Rehabireling, city, Rt 86,111,195 /75D (split,6-02 vole) Jun-03 152 0 152 0 0
RIP |San Disgo SANDAG tdm| 7404 [Rideshare TDM program Jurn-034 1,644 0 1,644 [N 0
RIP {San Diego Chula Vista loc{  435AlIRt 805 Orange-Palomar sndwalls (005-21) Jun-G3 1,145 ol 1145 0 i
RIP :San Luis Obispe {Morro Bay loc;  1105[|Rt 1/Rt 41 roundabout (State only} Jun-03 449 0 441 [ Iy
RIP |San Mateo BART loc| _ 1035(|SFO Alrport Bicycle Trail {State only) Jun-03; 1,343 655 688 0 0
RiP |Santa Barbara Caltrans 1 451| |Evans-Sheffield, NB aux In, bikeway (grf, increase) Jun-03 836 0 836 0 0
RIP |Santa Barbara Santa Barbara loci 1197 Sidewalk installation {locs not ID'd)(State only) Jun-03| 200 0 200 0 0
RIP |Santa Clara MTC loc] 2168 ICMAQ match reserve {985-122) Jun-03 797 8] 797 0 i
RIF [Sonoma Caltrans 101 781MiiSoundwalls, Wilfred-Rt 12 (2r)(781H,6-00) Jun-03 4,740 0] 4,740 0 Ol
RIP [Tehama Tehama County oo 21841 Baker Rd, Wanut-Rt 356, rehab © Jun-D3 2i 0 G 2! [§;
RIP |Ventura Veniura log| 3140| | Soundwall, E Main S5t-5 Hilf Rd (025-17) Jun-03 469, 0 469 [5] 0

71483
____|Mon-capacity Projects, FY 02-03 Programming for Projects with Construction Programmed in FY 03-04
RIP |Mariposa Mariposa Co loc|  2K12||Don Pedro subdiv, multiple rds, rehab Feb-03 10 L o ] 10
RIP {Santa Cruz Santa Cruz Co foc!  2054||Amest Rd, PM 2.8-3.0, recon (ext 6-02) Feb-03 Feb-03 85 1 0 0 75
RIP {Los Angeles SCRRA raifi 3201 !Rolling stock mince facility, San Bemardino {02S5-11) Apr-03 2,024 2,024 0 0 0
IIP_ |Madera Caltrans rail|l  2025||Madera, new station Apr-03 130 35 L 0 a5
RIP |Santa Barbara S B County loci  223E||Santa Claus Lane Class | bikeway (005-01) Apr-03 T [0 0 0 70
RIF {Tulare Tule River TC loc; 8686} |Reservation Rd, Rf 180-Tule Riv Ind Res, improvs Apr-03) 501 0 0 50 0l
RiP |Butte Butte County [a]e: 2191 {Entler Av rehab May-03 69 [ 4] 0 B5
RIP |Contra Costa BART rail|l 20110 |Pitisburg-Bay Point teminal zone, fumback May-03 350 0 [i] 3] 350]
RiF |Confra Cosia CC County loc| 2011P||Stone Valley Rd W sidewalk to lronhorse Trafl (570} May-03 10 0 i) 0 10]
RIP [Contra Cesta CC County tog] 20118||1-80 Bikeway storm drain grates (State only) May-03 2 0 [y 0 2
RIP {Inyo Inyo County toc|  1008|[Old Spanish Trail Rd, rehab, chip seal May-03] 4 0 0 4 [
RIP {Los Angeles lLos Angeles toc! 3116} [Little Tokyo pedestian linkages (025-11) May-03 165 0 0 0 165
RIP [Mendocing Ukiah foci A0BIP||RR crossing rehahb, 4 locations (State only) May-03 16 0 0 0 16
RIP |Siskiyou Efna foc]  2373{|{Callahan Si, Callhan Rd-city imits, rehab (State only) May-03 19 0 0 3 16
RIP | Tulare Porterville locj 8680||Henderson Av, Jaye-SJV T xing, rehab May-03 AN 0 0 i] 21
RIF |inyo Inyo County loc] 1006 |Alabama Hills county rds, rehab Jun-03 4 0 0 4 Iy
RIP |Plumas Plumas County foc] 2246/ |Rd A-15 PM 0.0-1.45, rehab {00S-7) Jun-03 25] G 0 5 20
RIP |Plumas Plumas County logi 2251 |Clifford Dr, rehab (00S-7) Jun-03 30 0f 0 10 20)
RIP |San Joaquin Tracy, bus|  2K47|| Tracy downtown muliimodal stafton {02 STIP) Jun-03 2,845 2,045 0 0 D
RIP |Santa Barbara Santa Barbara loc] 1194{|Local street rehab 23 locations (State only) - Jun-03 232| . 0 0 0 232
) 6,271
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DRAFT STIP ALLOCATION PLAN FOR FY 2002-03

($1,000's)
Expected Project Programming
- ; Extenslonj Allocation STF Project Totals by Component

County Agency Rie| prHo||Project Granied Month Total|Cumurative RIW| Const| E&P| PS&E

Non-capacity Projects, I'Y 02-03 Programming for Projects with Construction Programmed in FY 04-05, FY 05-06, or FY 06-07:
RIF |Sacramerdo Cal State Sac loc|  3L07||Bicycle master plan implementation - Feb-03 46 0 [i] 0 48|
RIP [Tulara Fammersville log] 108(|Visalia Rd, Stevens-Brundage, ops (02 STIP) Apr-03 25 1 [i] 25 4]
RIP |Yolo Yolo County loc] 3145 |Davis-Woodland bikeway, Reads 99 and 29 Apr-03 64 0 0 &4 il
RIP |Madera Chowchilla locj  8821|[Veniura Av, 3rd-Bth, reconstruct (State only) May-03 29 0 0 3 26
RIP iMendocine -t Bragg loc] 40B6P| [Sidewalks and ramps, 318 curb cuis (State only) May-03 25 0 0 0 25
RIF {Yuba Yuba County loc{ 3155 [Arboga Rd, Erle-Broadway, rehab (State only) May-03 25 5] [y 4] 75
RIP |Yuba Yuba County loc]  3L5B} Willow Glen Rd, Marysville-Erenchiown, rehab May-03 40 0 i} il 40
RIP [Yuba Marysville log|  3L57i|Huston St, E 19ih, E 18th, rehab May-03i 20 D 0 0 70
RIP Yuba Marysville foc{  3L58j|Rideout Way, Hall-Covilaud, rehab May-03 16 [i] [ 0 16
RIP iSacramento Sac County foc] 2168 |Watlt Av, Rt 51-Rt 16, enhancerments, phase 2 Jun-03 B4B [0} 0 848 0

. 938

Non-capacity Projeets, FY 02-03 Programming for Projects with No Construction Programmed in STIP:
RIP |Plumas Plurmas County loc|  2345||Chester-1st Ave Bridge rail replace, HBRR match Feb-03 25 [i] 0 35 0
RIF |San Biego San Diego Co loc] 7401B||Meise barriers, CMAQ program mgmt Feb-03 41 ] 0 20 2
RIP |Stanislaus Medesio loc| 9951} [CMAQ match, raffic signals Feb-03 27 1] 0 0 271
RIF |Lassen t assen County loc]  2261||Janesville Main St. bikepath/rehab (APDE) May-03 170 0 0 170 [
RIP [Lassen Lassen County loc]  22862)|County Rd A-3, overlay, shoulders (APDE) May-03 185 0 0 185 0
RIP |Sacramento Sacramento loc] 3118 |Raley Bl, Santa Ana-Escot, reconstiuction May-03 20| 0 0 g0 [§
RIP |San Francisco BART rail] 2014R||Embarcadero, Montgomery seismic refro (APDENS/O} May-03 500 [i; fi] 500 3]
RIF ;Santa Cruz Capitola loc] 1182} Capitola Village snharicements (State only} May-03 60 8] 0 0 &0
RIP |Siskivou Siskiyou Co loc]  23051i0ld Hwy 99, Easy St, overlay (State only) May-03 125 0 [i; 75 50
RIP [Tulare Visalia loc;  B8688:1R1i 63 street ree landscaping May-03| ; zgg 0 0 60 0

EXCLUDED: Projects Identified as Deliverable in FY 02-03, though Programmed in FY §3-04:
RIP |Alameda AC Transit | bus| 20090|Bus component rehabilitation _ Feb-03 8,500 0] 8,500 0 0
RIF (Modoc Modoc County loc]  2384[|CR 60, Eastside Canal, repl bridge {HBRR}{023-13) Feb-03 130 i 1304 9 [i
RIP |Mono Mono Co bus|  2015||Bus for Inyo-Mono Transit Feb-03 70 0 70 [ [
RIP |Alameda BART ralll  2103||Oaktand Alrport guideway (RTIP)(exct ITIP-FY 07) May-03 11,000 10,000 1,000 0 0
RIP |Humboldt Humboldt Co loc] 2081]|Unioch StSea Av, reconstructiwiden {State only) May-03 144 0 0 144 O
RIP |inyo Inyo County log]  5048|{Whitney Portal Rd reconstruction May-03 42 oF 0 42 0
P |Los Angeles Caltrans A05| 2336|{Rt 405/101 conis, gap closure, (02 STIPHITIPYTCR #51) May-03 9,124 0] 5,124 3] 0
RIP |Los Angeles Calfrans 405  2336[[Rt 405/101 conn, gap closure (RTIPXTCR #51) May-03 8,787 0| 8,787 0 0
P |Merced Calirans 99  546D[|Fwy conversion, Arena Way-Dwight Way May-03; 23,314 Ol#estisis s} i
e |{Merced Calfrans 99| 546D{[T0S components, Arena Way-Dwight Way May-03 1,128 0OF 1,128 ¢ &
RIF |Riverside Blythe foc! 0C} |Hobsonway, arterial improvements (02 STiF) May-03 1.875 0| 1,875 5 [§
RIP |Riverside Calfrans 215 121B|{{HOV/TCL, Box Sprgs OH-Fair Isle (02STIP)* May-03[ 23,800 Qi ¢ 0
RIP |Riverside Calfrans 215 1210{{HOV, TCL, El Cerrito- Rt 60/91{incr)}{02STIF}* May-03 38,550 Ol S 0 0O
RIP |Riverside Caltrans 216 121D{|HOV lanes, University-MLKing (02STIP)* May-03 15,790 O| #8884 0 O
RIP |[Riverside Caltrans 215 121E[|HOV,TCL, Box Springs-E! Cerrito (025TIPy* May-03 15,374 O ##h Q O
HP |Riverside Caltrans 215 121G||Rt 60/215E truck bypass (ITIP){gri){028TiP)* May-03 7,886 0 7,886 0 0
RIP [Riverside Calirans 215 121G |Rt 60/215E truck bypass (RTIPYgri)(025TIP)® May-03 5877 0| 5877 0 O
RIP [Riverside Callrans 2165 121G!|Rt 60/215E interch truck bypass (02STIP) May-03 2,286 0] 2,986 0 0
RIP iRiverside Caltrans 2151 "125G||Rt 91/60 IC connectors, Stage 1 (02STIF)* May-03t 25,000 Ol st 0 O
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DRAFT STiP ALLOCATION PLAN FOR FY 2002 03

{$1,000's)
Expected Project Programming
] Extenslon| Allocation STiP Project Totals by Component
County Agency Rte: PPNO||Project Granted Month Total| Cummlabve R/W| Const| E&P| PS&E
1P {Riverside Caltrans 21h; 125.J/|SB/EB flyover conn, R 6U/31(TIP)* May-03] 33,892 O #tt 9] 0
RIF {Riverside Caltrans 215 125J1SB/EB fiyover conn, Rt 60/21 (RTIPY* May-03 415 0 415 ¢ 0
RIP |Riverside Caltrans 215 125KI|Rt 91/60 IC connectors, Stage 2 (005-33) May-03| 23,536 Of s 0 [
RIP |Sacramento Foisom fecl _ 3L41[|Rt 50 Empire Ranch Rd interchange (APDE}) May-03 900 0 0 [ go0]
RIF {Saa Bernardino |Caltrans 10 138J]{Soundwalls, Ontario-San B'do (00S-43) May-03 4,384 0| 4,384 4] 0
IIP_|Santa Barbara |Caltrans 101} 4460||Santa Marfa 6-tane (1IP}(02 STHP) iMay-03 3,261 0] 3,261 -0 0
RIP |Santa Barbara  ICaltrans 101} 4460!1Santa Maria 6-Fane (RIP)(02 STiP) May-03] 15511 O| e 0 0
RIF {Siema’ Sterra County loc| 3L103{|Port Wine Rd Br, Rock Creek Tiib (HBRR){025-27) May-03 20, [i] 0 20) [i]
RIF |Sierra Sierra County log] 3L104110Id Fiberboard Rd By, Little Truckee Riv (HBRR}H025:27) May-03 21 0 [§] 21 0
RIP |Siskiyou Siskiyou Co loc|  2302iiAsh Creek Bridge, HBRR malch May-03 20 0 [ 0 20
RIF |Siskiyou Calfrans 3| 3126 |At Yreka-Ager Rd, left turn lane (RTIF) May-03 200 0l 200 0 0
RIP |Stanistaus StanCOG mat 9951 |RSTP/CMAQY/TEA match reserve May-03 30 0 M 0 0
RIF [Tehama Tehama County | logf 2032} |Flores Av Access Rd (02 STIF) May-03 3,781 0 2781 0 [
RiP | Tehama Tehama County | Joc]  2162|{McCoy Road, realign (02 STIFP) May-03 1,323 0| 1,323 5] i
RIP I Tulare Tulare County loc{ 8682 Caldwell Av, Santa Fe-Orange, 4 lanes May-03 373 0 o 373 0
P |Butte Caltrans 148]  16W||Rt 70-Rt 99, 4-In expway (grf,025TIF)ext 2-02)1HF) Feb-04 Jun03[ 64,321 Dl 0 0
RIP {Butie Caltrans 149;  16W||Rt 70-Rt 99, 4-In expway (orf,02STIF}{axt 2-02)(RIF) Feb-04 Jun-03 7,100 Q| 7,100 0 O
RIP {Los Angeles Los Angeles foc|  2BB61|[LA St realignment at Alameda St (ext 6-01) Feb-04; May-03 1,368 200,563 0 1,369 0 0
IfP 1Los Angeles Caltrans raill _ 2002||PT junction fo La Mirada, triple frack (TCR #35) Jun-03 5,000 0 5,000 i} 0
RIP |Los Angeles SGVCOG gsepi  2313|{Alameda Corr East grade seps (SONTCR #54.1) Jun-03; 9,308 9,308 o) [i]
1P 1San Diego NCTD rail] 2028 |Oceanside parking struchme (ITIFNTCR #123) Jun-03; 2,700 0] 2700 0 [1]
RIP |San Diego NCTD rail]  2028)|Cceanside parking structure (RTIPXS/OYTCR #123) Jun-03 1,300, 0 1,300 [ [§
IIP_{San fiego Calirans rail]  7300|]De] Mar Bluffs stabilization Jun-03 754 0 754 il 0
1IP {San Joaguin Caltrans 99; /673||Widen lo 6 In fwy, Bt 4-Hammer {02 STIP}IF) Jun-03) 16,724 O|#1 0 0
RIP |San Joaquin Caltrans 99| 7673||Widen, Rt 4-Hammer (RTIP) Jun-03 5,232 0] 5,233 0 0
RIP [San Joaguin Caltrans 99| 9841||Rt 99/Hammer Ln interchange (02 STIP) Jun-03] 2,921 0| 2,821 0 [§
RIF |San Luis Obispo  |Arroyo Grande loc] 988| |E. Grand Ave rehab (State only) Jun-03) 234 0 2344 g 0
RiP |San Luis Obispo  |{San Luis Obispo| loc 1123}{l.os Osos Valley Rd landscaped medians, ph 2 (S{O) Jun-03 150 0 138 0 12
RIP {San Luis Obispo  [San Luis Obispo| loc|  1125||Santa Barbara 8t, High-Roundhoussg, widen (S/0) Jun-03 285 250 O 4] 35
RIF |San Mateo BART loc| - 1035 |SFO Airport Bicycle Trail (SOH0Z STIP) ) Jun-03; Trv 0 777 0 0
RIP |Stanislaus StanCOG mal| 9951 |RSTFR/ICMAQ/TEA match reserve Jun-03 419 0 419, 0 0
RIP | Tehama Tehama County | loc|  2188||Chipseal 38.05 mi various rds Jun-03 361 [i] 361 3] 0
RIP [Tulare Tule River TC lo] 8686||Reservation Rd, Rt 180-Tule Riv Ind Res, improvs Jun-03 334 i} 334 0 ¢
RIP |Ventura Veniura County loc]  7100j|Lewis Rd/CSUCI access improvs (02 STIP) Jun-03 18,222, 0} 18,222 0 [¢]
. 424,827
EXCLYUDED: Projects Identified as Deiiverable in FY 02-03 though Requiring TCRP Funds Not Yet Aflocated:
P {Fresno Caltrans 59  1530||kingsburg-Selma 6-lane, Rt 201-Ri 43 {TCR #20)(025-18) May-03] 35,465 Ot 0 0
IP [Riverside Caltrans .60 33{|HOV lanes, Rt 15-Valley Way (TCR #8683} Jun-03; 9,785 Ol 9,785 0 0
RIF [Riverside Caltrans 60 33| {HOV [anes, Rt 15-Valley Way (RTIPXTCR #63) Jun-03 3,261 0Ol 3,261 0 0
. 48,511
EXCLUDED: Projects |dentified for Delivery with Local Funds under AB 3099:
RIF [Los Angeles  |[LACMITA 8601|[Plarming, programming, and monitoring Feb-03 3,837 0| 3,837 0 0
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Agenda Item IX.B
April 9, 2003

STa

Solano € ransportation >uthotity

DATE: April 1, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Mike Duncan, Director of Projects
RE: Highway 12 SHOPP Program Update

Background:
Three State Route 12 safety projects are included in the 2002 State Highway Operations and

Protection Program (2002 SHOPP). The three projects are located between Suisun City and
Rio Vista. Two of the projects provide profile improvements and shoulder widening to
correct safety deficiencies. The third project replaces the Round Hill Creek Bridge.

At the March 12" STA Board of Directors meeting, Board Member and Mayor of Rio Vista
Marci Coglianese expressed concern that the State budget problems may jeopardize funding
for these critical safety projects and requested STA staff to follow-up with Caltrans on their
commitment to these projects.

Discussion:

The Round Hill Creek Bridge project is essentially complete with only minor punch list items
remaining. The project was originally scheduled for completion in September 2003, but is
well ahead of schedule.

The Scandia to Denverton project consists of roadway rehabilitation, profile improvement,
shoulder widening and drainage improvements to correct safety deficiencies. Although this
project has been delayed due to environmental studies for fairy shrimp, the environmental
documents and project report are scheduled for completion in October 2004. Construction is
scheduled for 2006-2008. The alignment has been slightly modified to reduce mitigation for
the fairy shrimp habitat. The current cost estimate of $11.5M is $3M over the programmed
amount of $8.5M, but will be refined as the project is better defined during the design stage.
This project is currently funded through the design stage and is ranked very high in District 4
for receiving SHOPP construction funds in FY 2005-06.

The Denverton to Currie project consists of an overlay, profile improvements, shoulder
widening, a turn lane, intersection widening and drainage modification. This project has also
been delayed due to environmental studies for fairy shrimp; however, the environmental
documents and project report are also scheduled for completion in October 2004,
Construction is scheduled in 2006-2008. The alignment has been slightly modified to reduce
mitigation for the fairy shrimp habitat. The current cost estimate of $25M for construction is
programmed for FY 2005-06 SHOPP funds and is also ranked very high in District 4 for
receiving the SHOPP construction funds when they are needed.

187




Although the current State financial problems will have major impacts on transportation,
SHOPP projects have been given the highest priority for funding by the California
Transportation Commission (CTC). The California Streets and Highways Code (Section
167) requires the preservation of existing highways (including safety improvements) to be
the highest priority for funds from the State Highway Account.

In addition to the high ranking of these projects in District 4, the two projects on State Route
12 have also been included in the State’s list of high priority SHOPP projects. Because of
the high priority of these projects and the statutory requirement for the preservation of
existing highways, full funding is anticipated for both projects in FY 2005-06.

Recommendation:
Informational.
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Agenda Item IX.C
April 9, 2003

S51a

Solano Cransportation >Audhority

DATE;: March 30, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Mike Duncan, Director of Projects

RE: North Connector Scoping Meeting
Draft Report

Background:
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 (I-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 1-80 for local traffic.

The Environmental Phases for both the North Connector and the I-80/1-680/SR12
Interchange projects are currently underway. The Environmental Impact Study (EIS) for the
North Connector is scheduled to be complete by the end of 2004. The EIS for the
Interchange is not scheduled to be complete until 2006, due to the complexity of the project
and the large amount of land that must be studied.

As an initial component of the environmental process, 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 Pohcy Act (NEPA). The North Connector Environmental Scoping Meeting
was held on March 6" at Nelda Mundy Elementary School in Fairfield. The I-80/1-
680/SR12 Interchange Environmental Scoping Meeting will be held on May 12, 2003
from 7:00-8:30 p.m. at Rodriguez High School.

Discussion:

Over 2000 invitations were sent to residents and businesses in the area, property owners,
homeowner’s associations and public officials inviting them to the North Connector
Environmental Scoping Meeting and Open House. Approximately 100 citizens attended the
North Connector Environmental Scoping Meeting and the Transportation Open House that
preceded the meeting.

Comments regarding both the meeting and open house and the information provided were
positive. Comments specifically addressing the North Connector project stressed the need
for improvements to I-80 to ensure that the North Connector does not become a “shortcut”
around the interchange, the possibility of moving the truck scales outside the interchange,
potential problems with noise and increased traffic near the Green Valley homes, the need for
bicycle access on the North Connector and throughout the area, and the need to address
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flooding problems in the area. A summary of comments from the meeting and provided after
the meeting will be provided at the STA Board meeting,

As a means to provide as much information as possible to the public, a Transportation Open
House was held in conjunction with the North Connector Environmental Scoping Meeting
and will also be held in conjunction with the I-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange Environmental
Scoping Meeting. Caltrans, STA and environmental consultants provided displays and
information on the following projects:

¢ 1-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange project
North Connector project
SR12 Jameson Canyon project
I-80/680 Widening (Auxiliary Lane) project
SR12 West Truck Climbing Lane project
1-80/1-680/1-780 Transit Study

o Solano Bikeway Extension Feasibility Study.
Additionally, information on the Carquinez Bridge and Benicia-Martinez Bridge projects
were also available. The goal of the Open House was to provide the public as much
information as possible in one location. The public had the chance to ask questions of
personnel from Caltrans, the STA, local agencies and project consulitants.

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. The Environmental Phase for the I-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange
project is funded through a $9,000,000 Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) grant
from the State. STA is designated as the project manager for the environmental phases of
both projects.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments
A. March 6, 2003 Meeting Announcement
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ATTACHMENT A

The Solano California
: | Transportation Department of
Solano Ceanspoetation Authotity Authority Transportation ' lafrans

invite you o attend one or both of the foliowing events on

Thursday, March 6, 2003

5:30 to 8:30 Ppm

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 directiy with

- staff about the following transportation projects:

¢ [-80/-680/5R 12 Interchange Project

s North Connector Project

s SR12 Jameson Canyon Project

e -80/1-680 Widening (Auxiliary Lane) Project
» SR12 West Truck Climbing Lane

o |-80/1-680/4-780 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 projects.

Attendees are encouraged to stay for the North
;- Connector Scoping Meeting, starting at 7 pw.

WTEREHANGE - -
. PROJECT - -

The 1-80/1-680/5R 12 interchange Project will design and

environmentally dear improvements to the interchange area.

Environmental :Scopm j Meeting

- The North Connector Environmental Scoping
Meeting will follow the Informationai 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 format scoping process
- for the North Connector Project and is a require-
" ment under the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) and Naticnal 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
envircnmental document.

Scoping comments must be submitted by March 31,
2003, 1o be included in the envirenmental record.

CnectR

The North Connector Project will design and envirenmentally
clear improvements to ocal circulation in the project area by creating

Enhancements are planned to improve local circulation, reduce U5 afour mile, two- to four lane, eastiwest arterial connection in the
congestion and increase future corridor capacity by upgrading . | City of Fairfield and Solano County between Abernathy Road and
the freeways, interchanges and the local roadway network .. the SR 12 WestRed Top Road intersection,

within this vicinity. The formal environmental scoping meeting

for this project will occur later this year, The project will

» Construct a new roadway between Abernathy Road and Suisun

The other transportation projects presented during the open o Valley Road, which will connect to Business Center Drive, and;
house will coordinate with and augment the [-804-680/5R 12 - e Extend Business Center Drive to the west as a two-lane road-
Interchange Project. S way 1o connect with SR 12 West at the existing Red Top Road.

E\ Individuals who require a disability-refated m j»? jcation or accommodation should contaci Kim Cassidy
C, at 707.424.6075 during regular business ho t least 24 hours prior to the time of the meefing.
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Unable to Attend?
Public comments may be mailed to:

7" INTERCHANGE -~ Solano Transportation Authority
" ST - PROJECT - - 3 One Harhor Center, Suite 130
' Suisun City, CA 94585

We want to hear from you.

Please join us Thursday evening, Questions?
March 6, 2003, at the Nelda Mundy For more information please visit
Elementary School in Fairfield the following Web sites:

to discuss plans to: Solane Transportation Authority

www.solanolinks.com

s Reduce congestion
* |mprove local circulation i City of Fairfield
» Accommodate future traffic needs | www.cl fairfield.ca.us

Details inside. : - Or contact Michael Duncan,
Director of Projects
Solano Transportation Authority

at 707.424.6G75 or
. Onnecto mduncan@sta-snci.com
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Agenda Item [X.D
April 9, 2003

S51Ta

Solano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: March 30, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, SNCI Program Director
RE: Caltrans Park and Ride

Joint Use Agreements

Background:
For several years, Caltrans has reduced their role in creating and maintaining Park and Ride

(PNR) lots. However, Caltrans continues to provide insurance and maintenance for PNR lots
through joint use agreements.

Discussion:

In Solano County there have been a number of Park and Ride Lots that have had capacity
problems. Building additional PNR facilities takes time and funds that are becoming
increasingly difficult to secure. One way to deal with the more immediate demand for PNR
locations is to consider parking lots at shopping centers, churches, and other locations that
are underutilized during weekday hours.

Caltrans Headquarters staff, Mike Gray, recently reiterated Caltrans support in this area and
provided an update of their PNR Joint Use Agreement (see attached). With this, Caltrans
provides insurance, maintenance, and signing for the parking Iot spaces. If a jurisdiction is
interested in pursuing such an agreement, the District 4 contact is Don Provost. The
agreement offers maintenance and insurance coverage to the landowner and assurance to
commuters that they can park and ride from that location as specified by signage. This
arrangement also allows flexibility in the number of spaces to be provided for PNR purposes
at any particular location.

Recommendation:
Information

Attachment:
A Standard Park and Ride Lease Agreement
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7 ATTACHMENT A
STANDARD PARK-AND-RIDE LEASE AGREEMENT

Note: Whenever possible, this exact format should be used for lease agreements. It has been approved by Caltrans Legal
Division and any changes will require review for approval.

PARK-AND-RIDE LOT AGREEMENT NO.

THIS AGREEMENT, DATED IS BETWEEN THE CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, HEREINAFTER REFERRED TO AS '"CALTRANS'
AND , HEREINAFTER REFERRED TO AS "OWNER."

1. PURPOSE

The purpose of Agreement is to provide a portion of the Owner's premises as a staging area for
persons interested in participating in carpools, vanpools, or other ridesharing vehicles.

2. PREMISES

Owner hereby licenses CALTRANS to use that portion of Owner's premises marked "Park-and-
Ride" on attached map, marked "Exhibit A," and made an express part of this Agreement.

3. TERM

The term of this Agreement shall be from the beginning date hereof and terminate on
. Either party may, however, terminate this Agreement by giving 30 days written notice to
the other party of its intent to terminate.

4, USE OF THE PROPERTY

The specified "Park-and-Ride" staging area may be used as a parking lot by persons traveling in
carpools or other ridesharing vehicles. CALTRANS will, at its own expense, place painted signs, with the Owner's
advance approval, to designate the specified staging area.

5. ACCESS

CALTRANS may use the Owner's property surrounding the premises for vehicle and pedestrian access
and circulation for persons in carpools. '

6. MAINTENANCE

CALTRANS will provide reasonable maintenance for the designated staging area and
improvements thereon. Owner agrees to notify CALTRANS promptly of defects in parking areas which could
give rise to third party injury or damage, even though CALTRANS may make periodic inspections of the premises

7. GOVERNMENTAL CHARGES

CALTRANS will have no obligation to pay any taxes, assessments or governmental charges against the
premises.

8. INSURANCE

CALTRANS will at all times during the term of this Agreement, take out and keep in force at its
own expense, (a) public liability insurance to protect CALTRANS and Owner, their officers, agents and employees




against any liability to the public, incident to the use of, or resulting from, injury to, or death of, any person caused
by or resulting from the installation, maintenance or use of said "Park-and-Ride" area in the amount of not less
than $5,000,000 to indemnify against the claim of one person and in the amount of not less than $5,000,000 against
the claims resulting from any one occurrence; (b) property damage liability insurance to protect CALTRANS and
Owner, their officers, agents and employees against any labiility for damage to property, caused by or resulting
from the installation, maintenance, or use of said "Park-and-Ride" area in the amount of not less than $5,000,000 for
each occurrence.

9. STATE RESPONSIBILITY FOR PROPERTY DAMAGE TO ASSETS OF OWNER

CALTRANS assumes responsibility to correct any losses or damage to property of Owner caused
(or resulting) from installation, maintenance, or use of Owner's property as a "Park-and-Ride" area to a limit of -
$10,000 but not to exceed the amount to replace damaged property and materials with those of a like kind and

quality.

OWNER: ‘ STATE:
Aproved Approved
Approval Recommended : DISTRICT DIRECTOR
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
by
Title (Usually signed by the Deputy for
Maintenance and Operations
Property Address

Number of Parking
Stalls
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Agenda Item IX.F,
April 9, 2003

S5Ta

Sodano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: March 18, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM. Elizabeth Richards, SNCI Program Director
RE: Route 30 Update

Background:
Rt. 30°s restructured service, including the extension to Sacramento, began Monday, March

3, 2003. Some limited initial marketing has begun and the ridership monitored. With the
new daily runs, the new service’s operation is being evaluated for schedule refinement in
April to improve the service. This would be followed with more extensive outreach to
develop ridership.

Discussion:

Many of Rt. 30’s initial riders became aware of the new service primarily through word of
mouth, employer outreach and email information distribution. SNCI created email lists to
keep riders and employer contacts informed of the details of the Rt. 30 service prior to and as
the service was initiated. Marketing of the Rt. 30 extension to Sacramento has also included
ads in the March edition of the Fairfield/Suisun Breeze, Vacaville Grapevine, and Dixon
Round-up community newsletters. Information on the new service was presented to regional
transit committees in the Bay Area and Sacramento. This initial outreach was quite positive.

Materials have been brought to recent events and will be brought to upcoming events planned
in April. SolanoLinks brochures are being updated to highlight this new service. Inserts
promoting Rt. 30 will be created for Dixon utility bill insertion and others if feasible. A
press release will be distributed to focal publications in April.

The key existing ridership base (UC Davis commuters) has been retained. Building the new
additional key ridership base to downtown Sacramento has begun. Ridership figures will be
presented at the STA Board meeting.

The service to Sacramento has recetved an extremely positive response from those who have
already discovered and begun to use it. Many of these new riders are also willing partners in
promoting the service and STA staff is working with them to maximize outreach. In
addition, the response for Sacramento employers has been positive who the STA also expects
to partner with to promote Rt. 30.

Recommendation:
Information
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Agenda Item IX F
April 9, 2003

S1Ta

Sofano Transpotitation > Lthotoity

DATE: March 28, 2003

TO: STA Board

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner
RE: Funding Opportunities Summary

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 Application Available Applications Due
From

Active Living Policy and Robert Wood Johnson May 16, 2003
Environmental Studies (ALPES) Foundation at

Grani Program www.rwif.org

Safe Routes to Schools Program (4" | Hin Kung, Caltrans District May 30, 2003
Cycle) 4, (510) 286-5234 |

2003-04 Regional Transportation Karen Chi, BAAQMD, June 28, 2003
Fund for Clean Air Program (415) 749-5121
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S51hTa

Solars Fransportation »dthority

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Active Living Policy and Environmental Studies Grant Program (ALPES)

Final applications due May 16, 2003

TO: STA Board
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. STA staff is available to answer
questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: Local, state or regional agencies. Heaith 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.

Program Description: 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.

Funding Available: $3.5 million is available for research grants. The maximum
grant amount per project will be $600,000 over three years.

Eligible Projects: 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.

Further Details: More information is available at www.rwif.org, Preliminary
proposals can be submitted online at www.alpes.ws,

STA Contact Person: Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner, (707) 424-6014

200




— =

Selana Cransportation »thotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Safe Routes to Schools Program (4th Cycle)

Applications Due; May 30, 2003

TO: STA Board
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: City and County Agencies, Regional Transportation Planning
Agencies, and/ or any government agency authorized to
construct improvements on public roads or facilities,

Program Description: 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.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/saferoute? him .

Funding Available: Approximately $22 million is available this year. This
program requires a 10% local match.

Eligible Projects: Project categories include: sidewalk improvements, traffic
calming & speed reduction, pedestrian/ bicycle crossing
improvements, and traffic diversion improvements.

Program Contact Person: Hin Kung, Caltrans District 4, (510) 286.5234

STA Contact Person: Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner (707) 424-6014.

rguerrero@STA-SNCI.com.
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S51Ta

Solarnc Cransportation »athority

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Regional Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program

Applications Due June 28, 2003

TO: STA Board
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: Cities of Benicia, Fairfield, Suisun Ctty, and Vailejo, the
County of Solano, and school districts and universities
in the Bay Area Air Basin.

Program Description: This is a regional air quality program to provide grants

to local and regional agencies for clean air projects.
Funding Available: Approximately $10 million is available to the Bay Area.
Eligible Projects: Shuttle/feeder buses, arterial management, bicycle

facilities, clean air vehicles and infrastructure,
ridesharing, clean air vehicles, and “Smart Growth”

projects.
Program Contact Person: Karen Chi, BAAQMD, (415) 749-5121
STA Contact Person; Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner (707) 424-

6014. rguerrero@STA-SNCI com.

202




	sf-2
	sf
	sf-4

