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MEETING NOTICE

December 11, 2002

STA Board Meeting

Suisun City Hall Council Chambers
701 Civic Center Drive

Suisun City, CA

6:00 P.M. Budget Workshop

6:30 P.M. Regular Meeting

5:45 P.M. Closed Session

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.

STA Board Members: STA Alternates:
John Silva, Chair ‘Barbara Kondylis
County of Solano

Jim Spering, Vice Chair Michael Segala
City of Suisun City

Pierre Bidou Dan Smith

City of Benicia

Mary Ann Courville Gil Vega

City of Dixon

Karin MacMillan Harry Price
City of Fairfield

Marci Coglianese Ed Woodruff
City of Rio Vista

Rischa Slade David Fleming
City of Vacaville

Dan Donahue Pete Rey

City of Vallejo




ITEM BOARD/STAFF PERSON
CLOSED SESSION:
CONFERENCE WITH LABOR NEGOTIATORS pursuant to Section 54957.6; Agency

designated representative: STA Board Chair and Vice-Chair; Unrepresented Employee:
Executive Director.

I.  CALL TO ORDER - CONFIRM QUORUM Chair John Silva
II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE

M. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

IV. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT (6:35 — 6:40 p.m.)

V.  EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT (6:40 — 6:45 p.m.) — Pg 1 Daryl Halls

VI. COMMENTS/UPDATE FROM STAFF, CALTRANS AND MTC
(6:45-6:50 p.m.) '

A. Caltrans Report Yader Bermudez
Caltrans District IV
B. MTC Report Craig Goldblatt, MTC

VH. CONSENT CALENDAR
Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one
motion (Note: Items under consent calendar may be removed for
separate discussion) (6:50-6:55 pm.) - Pg 7

A. STA Board Minutes of November 13, 2002 — Kim Cassidy
Recommendation: Approve STA Board Minutes of
November 13, 2002 -Pg 9

B. Draft STA TAC Minutes for November 27, 2002 Kim Cassidy
Informational - Pg 15
C. Contract Amendment No. 3- Mike Duncan

Project Delivery Management Group for

Project Management Services for the I-80/1-680/1-780
Corridor Study and the I-80/I-680/SR12 Interchange
(including North Connector) Project

Recommendation: Authorize the Fxecutive Director to amend
the consultant contract with the Project Delivery Management
Group for Project Management Services for the
1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridor Study and the Environmental
Phase of the I-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange and North
Connector projects for an amount not to exceed $192,000
Until March 31, 2004-Pg 19




Approval of New PCC Members Jennifer Tongson
Recommendation: Appoint Carol Freeman as a Member at

Large representative of the Paratransit Coordinating

Council (PCC)— Pg 21

Approval of PCC 2003 Work Plan Jennifer Tongson
Recommendation: Approve the Paratransit Coordinating -
Council (PCC) Work Plan for 2003 calendar — Pg 25

Letter of Support for MTC JARC Earmark Elizabeth Richards
for LIFT Program

Recommendation: Approve and authorize the STA Board Chair

1o sign the attached letter of support — Pg 29

BAC Work Plan for 2003 Robert Guerrero
Recommendation: Approve the Bicycle Advisory Committee
(BAC) Work Plan for the 2003 Calendar Year- Pg 31

Adjustment to Compensation Ranges for Daryl Halls
SNCI Program Director and Administrative Services
Director/Clerk of the Board

And staff organizational change

Recommendation: Approve the following:

1. Adjustment (o the compensation range for SNCI Program
Director job classification

2. Adjustment fo the compensation range for the Office
Administrator/Clerk of the Board job classification and
authorize modification of the position to Administrative
Services Director/Clerk of the Board

3. Authorize replacing Outreach Coordinator with
Administrative Assistant position

-Pg33

Cost of Living Adjustment for STA Employees Daryl Halls
Recommendation: Approve a 3% cost of living adjustment for
STA staff as part of the STA's Y 2002/03 budget- Pg 45

VI, ACTION ITEMS - FINANCIAL

A.

Participation in Amicus Curiae Brief in Charles O. Lamoree
Bayview Hunter’s Point, et al. v. Metropolitan

Transportation Commission

Recommendation: Authorize STA s participation as

amicus curiae in the above referenced brief and further

authorize the contribution of $1,000 by STA toward the

legal costs for this matter

(6:55-7.00 p.m.) —~ Pg 47




XL

XII.

Approval of Revised Budget FY 02-03/03-04 Daryl Halls
Recommendation: 1. Approve the revised STA budget format as

specified in attachment B, 2. Approve the revisions to the STA's

FY 2002/03 budget as specified in attachment C, 3. Approve the

expenditure plan for IFY 2002/03 STAF funds as specified in

attachment D, 4. Approve the expenditure plan for FY 2002/03

Regional STAF Paratransit funds as specified in attachment E and

5. Approve the expenditure plan for FY 2002/03 STIP/STP swap funds as

specified in attachment F (7:00-7:05 p.m.) - Pg 51

ACTION ITEMS — NON-FINANCIAL

A,

Draft Legislative Platform for 2003 Janice Sells
Recommendation: Authorize STA Staff to distribute the

Draft 2003 Legislative Priorities and Platform to member

agencies and interested parties for a 30-day review and

comment

(7:05-7:10 p.m.) — Pg 63

INFORMATION ITEMS

A,

TIP Conformity Status Mike Duncan
Informational (7:10-7:15 p.m.) - Pg 71

Projects for Federal (STP/CMAQ) and Mike Duncan
State (STIP) Funding
Informational (7:15-7:30 p.m.) — Pg 83

{No Discussion Necessary) -

Status of Bridge Toll Discussions and Daryl Halls
Project Priorities
Informational — Pg 89

Pedestrian Safety in California Dan Christians

Informational — Pg 119

Funding Oppertunities Summary Robert Guerrero

Informational — Pg 127

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT - Next Meeting: January 8, 2003 at Suisun City Council Chambers.
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MEMORANDUM
DATE: December 5, 2002
TO: - STA Board
FROM: Daryl K. Halls
RE: Executive Director’s Report — December 2002

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.

STA Budget Workshop/Revision (*)

A revision to the FY 2002/03 budget has been agendized for Board consideration (agenda item #
VIILB). The recommended budget revisions provides the resources necessary to support the
STA’s operations, core activities of planning and project development, STA programs, the SNCI
program, transit programs, and various local agency projects. This year is expected to be an
austere budget year for the State of California, our member agencies, and for transportation. In
consultation with the STA’s Executive Committee, I have scheduled a short budget workshop for
the STA Board prior to the December 11" Board meeting. This will provide the full STA Board
with the opportunity to become more familiar with the specifics and fund sources of the STA
budget and ask staff questions prior to Board action at the regular Board meeting.

STA’s Priorities for Proposed $3 Bridge Toll (*)

STA staff is working closely with several of our transportation partners to ensure Solano
County’s transportation priorities are included in any proposed $3 bridge toll legislation. Last
month, the consultant to the Senate Select Committee distributed a list of his recommended
projects. This list included the Express Bus on the 1-80/680 corridors (capital and operating),
Commuter Rail between Solano and Contra Costa (capital and operating), and the Vallejo Ferry
and Intermodal Station (capital and operating). No highway improvements, such as the I-
80/680/SR 12 Interchange, were included. Staff will be scheduling additional meetings with
members of the STA Board, local transit staff, neighboring CMAs, MTC, Caltrans and Solano
County members of the state legislature delegation to work on a package of the projects that
meet the criteria of the Senate Select Committee and are consistent with the project priorities
adopted by the STA Board.

Amicus Brief to Support MTC in Air Quality Lawsuit (*)

In response to a request from the Contra Costa Transportation Authority, STA Legal Counsel has
prepared a staff report recommending the STA join in supporting MTC in an Amicus brief and
provide $1,000 to help defray the legal costs. Charles Lamoree, STA Legal Counsel, will
provide an update at the meeting.




State Budget Picture Worsens/Transportation Pursues S5% Threshold

The California State budget deficit has ballooned to at least $21 billion and Governor Gray Davis
has called the State Legislature into an emergency session this month to begin the arduous task
of trying to reduce the budget deficit. The immediate target is an initial reduction of at least $5
billion. Staff and Shaw/Yoder are monitoring these deliberations. Concurrently, statewide
transportation advocates are considering potential options for lowering the voting threshold from
the current 66.7% voter approval threshold. Several State Legislators have indicated their
interest in carrying this legislation. The challenge will be to gather support behind a proposal
that can be successful and provides the flexibility for each county to develop a transportation
expenditure plan that addresses its specific transportation needs and priorities.

Federal Reauthorization Around the Corner

The reauthorization of TEA 21 is scheduled to occur in 2003. T will be joining with Jim Spering
to participate with MTC on their annual trip to Washington D.C. in early March. Mike Miller,
Ferguson Group, is working with staff to schedule a trip for members of the STA Board to
advocate for earmarks for the STA’s four priority federal projects. This will likely take place in
early April.

STA/YSAOMD Conference on Transportation/Land Use/Air Quality (*)

STA staff has been working with YSAQMD staff to plan for a Transportation/Land Use/Air
Quality Conference. The tentative date for the conference is Friday, April 11, 2003, and will be
held at the Travis Federal Credit Union in Vacaville. This conference will provide a wonderful
opportunity to highlight a number of the TLC candidates being developed by our member
agencies and staff is preparing to work with the Alternative Modes Subcommittee to begin
developing STA’s TLC program. Several members of the STA Board will be contacted to
participate in this event. Staff will provide a overview of the conference at the Board meeting of
January 8, 2003.

STA Funds 27 of 34 Work Program Priorities

Earlier this year, the STA Board adopted an ambitious 34 item work plan of priority projects.
The proposed budget revision submitted by staff will provide the resources to fund 15 additional
work tasks increasing to 27 the number of tasks fully funded. In addition, staff has submitted
two state planning grant requests (SR 113 MIS and Rio Vista Bridge Study) and has identified
funds for two additional studies (Transit Consolidation and Regional Impact Fee Studies).

Staff Adjustments/Reclassifications Proposed (*)

With this agenda, 1 am recommending job reclassification adjustments for two of the STA’s
management staff, a cost of living increase of 3% for STA employees, and the replacing of an
outreach coordinator job classification with a new administrative assistant position to provide
additional administrative support,

Attachment:

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.



ABAG
ADA
APDE

AQMP
BAAQMD

BAC
BCDC

Solano Transportation Authority
Acronyms List
Updated 10/23/02

Association of Bay Area Governments
Americans with Disabilities Act
Advanced Project
Development/Element (STIP)

Air Quality Management Plan

Bay Area Air Quality Management
District

Bicycle Advisory Committee

Bay Conservation and Development
Commission

CALTRANS California Department of

CEQA
CARB
CCTA
CHP
CIP
CMA
CMAQ
CMP
CNG
CTA
CTC
CTEP

CTP

DBE
DOT

EIR
EIS
EPA

FHWA
FTA
GARVEE
GIS

HIP
HOV

Transportation

California Environmental Quality Act
California Air Resource Board

Contra Costa Transportation Authority
California Highway Patrol

Capital Improvement Program
Congestion Management Agency
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Congestion Management Program
Compressed Natural Gas

County Transportation Authority
California Transportation Commission
County Transportation Expenditure
Plan

Comprehensive Transportation Plan

Disadvantage Business Enterprise
Federal Department of Transportation

Environmental Impact Report
Environmental Impact Statement
Federal Environmental Protection
Agency

Federal Highway Administration
Federal Transit Administration

Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicles
Geographic Information System

Housing Incentive Program
High Occupancy Vehicle

ISTEA
ITIP
ITS

JARC
JPA
LTA
LEV
LIFT
LOS
LTF

MIS

MOU
MPO
MTC

MTS
NEPA
NCTPA

NHS
OTS

PCC
PCRP

PDS
PDT
PMP
PMS
PNR
POP
PSR
RABA
REPEG

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 COuntyl

Transportation Advisory Committee

YSAQMD Yolo/Solano Air Quality Management

ZEV

District

Zero Emission Vehicle




STA MEETING SCHEDULE
(For The Calendar Year 2002)

DATE TIME DESCRIPTION LOCATION CONFIRMED
Dec. 11 7:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
Dec. 12 2:00 p.m. Contra Costa-Solano Rail Study Meeting (sSBART) Benicia City Hall X
Dec. 18 10:00 am. Capitol Corridor JPA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall X
Dec. 18 10:00 a.m. SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium Mtg. STA Conference Room X

LA

Updated 12/05/2002
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DATE: December 4, 2002
TO:; STA Board
FROM: Kim Cassidy, Office Administrator/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, STA Board Minutes of November 13, 2002

B. Draft STA TAC Minutes for November 27, 2002

C. Contract Amendment No, 3-
Project Delivery Management Group for
Project Management Services for the I-80/1-680/1-780
Corridor Study and the I-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange
(including North Connector) Project

D. Approval of New PCC Members

E. Approval of PCC 2003 Work Plan for 2003

F. Federal JARC Earmark for MTC LIFT
Program Letter of Support

G. Approval of BAC Work Plan for 2003

H. Approval of Revised Job
Reclassifications and Revised Staff Organizational Change

I Cost of Living Adjustment for STA Employees
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Solana Cransportation »Udhotity
SOLANO TRANSPORTATIONAUTHORITY
Minutes of Meeting of
November 13, 2002
I1. CALL TO ORDER - CONFIRM QUORUM

Chair Silva called the regular meeting to order at 4:57 p.m. A quorum was confirmed.

MEMBERS
PRESENT:
John Silva (Chair) County of Solano
Jim Spering (Vice Chair) City of Suisun City
Pierre Bidou City of Benicia
Mary Ann Courville City of Dixon
Harry Price (Member Alternate) City of Fairfield
Eddie Woodruff (Member Alternate) City of Rio Vista
Rischa Slade City of Vacaville
Dan Donahue City of Vallejo
MEMBERS Karin MacMillan City of Fairfield
ABSENT: Marci Coglianese City of Rio Vista
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
Kim Cassidy STA-Office Administrator/Clerk of the Board
ALSO
PRESENT: Charlie Jones, Jr. County of Solano
Alan Nadritch City of Benicia
Gary Cullen City of Suisun City
Ed Huestis City of Vacaville
Gary Leach City of Vallejo
Sorel Klein STA
Jason Massad The Reporter-Vacaville

Greg Moberly

Times Herald-Vallejo



1v.

V.

VL

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

On a motion by Vice Chair Spering, and a second by Member Bidou, the STA Board
unanimously approved the agenda.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
None provided.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Dary! Halls provided an update on the following items:

» Measure E Fails Passage/STIA to Sunset

=  STA’s Priorities for Proposed $3 Bridge Toll

* Regional Policies Debated/TIP Conformity to Lapse
» 5% Annual STA Awards to Showcase Transportation

VIIL

VIIL

COMMENTS/UPDATE FROM STAFF, CALTRANS, AND MTC

Caltrans Report, Caltrans District IV:
None Reported

MTC Report:
None Reported

CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Vice Chair Spering, and a second by Member Bidou, the Consent
Calendar items were approved in one motion with the exception of: Agenda Item VILE
(1-80 Widening Value Analysis Report) which was pulled for separate discussion.
Member Courville and Member Alternate Price abstained from the vote on Agenda Item
VILA (Approve STA Board Minutes of October 9, 2002).

A.

B.

Approve STA Board Minutes of October 9, 2002

Recommendation: Approve STA Board Minutes of October 9, 2002,
Approve Draft STA TAC Minutes for October 30, 2002
Recommendation: Approve STA Board Minutes of October 30, 2002.

Revised Projects for FY 2002/03 TFCA Program Manager Funds
Recommendation: Approve the City of Fairfield’s request for an additional
$2,000 for electric charging station construction at the Fairfield Transportation
Center and Solano Community College’s request for an additional §15,000 for
electric charging station construction at the main campus location and authorize
STA staff submit an amended 2002/03 TFCA Program Manager application to the

BAAQMD to program these additional unallocated funds
Local Streets and Roads Update

Recommendation: Approve the attached Pavement Treatment Types and Unit Costs

as a basis for determining unit costs to be used in Solano County Agencies’
Pavement Management Systems 10



VIIL

E. Approval of STA DBE Program
Recommendation: Formally adopt the STA DBE Program and DBE Goal of 6.3%
for the STA for Federal Fiscal Year 2002/03 and authorize the Executive Director
to forward the program to Caltrans for final approval

G. Resolution for new Master Agreement with Caltrans
Recommendation: Adopt the attached resolution approving a new Master
Agreement with Caltrans

H. Authorization to hire outside Legal Counsel
Recommendation: By simple motion, approve the retainer agreement with Liebert,
Cassidy and Whitmore for the provision of specialized legal services related to
public sector labor and employment law

L CTP Contract Amendment with Wilbur Smith Associates for Consultant
Services Related to the Route 30 Bus Service
Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a $7,590 coniract
amendment with Wilbur Smith Associates to cover the additional work needed to
plan, revise and improve the future operation of the Route 30 bus service

On a motion by Vice Chair Spering, and a second by Member Courville Agenda Ttem

VILE (I-80 Widening Value Analysis Report) was approved after some discussion.

E. 1-80 Widening Value Analysis Report
Recommendation: Support the request to expand the Value Analysis Report to
include feasible alternatives that retain oleanders in the median on I-80 for sections
of I-80 in the City of Vacaville and Solano County.

ACTION ITEMS: NON-FINANCIAL
A. Status of Bridge Toll Discussions and Project Priorities

Daryl Halls summarized the status of bridge toll discussions. He reviewed five projects
recommended to be submitted by the STA for consideration of Bridge Toll revenues.
They include: 1.) 1-80/680/SR12 Interchange, 2.) [-80 HOV Lane between SR 12 and I-
505, 3.) Express Bus Operating and Capital along the 1-80 and 680 Corridors, 4.) Vallejo
Baylink Ferry Operating and Capital and 5.) Commuter Rail Operating and Capital
between Solano and Contra Costa Counties.

He noted the overall estimate of revenue and the Capitol Corridor JPB’s request for
capital improvement funds as a system-wide project.

Chair Silva indicated he would need to see an accounting of current bridge toll revenue
expenditures prior to supporting a $3 bridge toll charge.

Recommendation: Authorize the Executive Director to request and/or support funding for
five priority projects be considered for future Bridge Toll funding as follows:
1-80/680/SR 12 Interchange

1-80 HOV Lane between SR 12 and 1-505

Regional Express Bus Operating and Infrastructure along the 1-80 and 680 Corridors
Vallejo Baylink Ferry Operating and Infrastructure

Commuter Rail Service between Solano and Contra Costa Counties

W D

On a motion by Vice Chair Spering, and a second by Member Slade, the Board
unanimously approved this recommendation.




B. State Planning and Research Grant Submittals

Dan Christians reviewed the status of grant submittals, He stated that the STA staff
proposes to re-submit the Rio Vista Bridge Feasibility Study Project application and an
application for the Highway 113 Corridor/MIS Study for 2003-04 and 2004-05 State
Planning and Research funds.

Recommendation: Authorize a resolution authorizing the STA Executive Director to
submit applications for the Rio Vista Bridge Feasibility Study and the Highway 113
Corridor/MIS Study for the 2003-04 and 2004-05 State Planning and Research Grant
program cycles

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

ACTION ITEMS — NON-FINANCIAL
None
INFORMATION ITEMS: (No Discussion Necessary)

A, STA Overall Work Plan/Priority Projects
2002-2003 and 2003-2004

B. Review of Overall STA Strategic Planning
Program for 2002-03 and 2003-04

C. Status of MTC’s Regional Policies Discussion
and Funding Priorities

D, TIP Conformity Status
(No Discussion Necessary)
E. Highway Project Status Report

¥, Programming Schedules for Federal Cycle Funds
and Regional Plans

G. Commute Profile 2002

Review Funding Opportunities

XI. BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

XH. ADJOURNMENT
12



The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 5:20 p.m. The next regular meeting is December 11,
2002 at 6:00 p.m. at Suisun City Hall.

Respectfully submitted,

Kim Cassigy 3 I L-S-02%

Clerk of the Board Date:

13
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Minutes of the meeting of
November 27, 2002

1. CALL TO ORDER

The regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee was called to order at approximately
1:30 p.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority Conference Room.

Present:
TAC Members Present:
Virgil Mustain City of Benicia
Janet Koster City of Dixon
Morrie Barr City of Fairfield
Julie Pappa City of Suisun City
Gian Aggarwal City of Vacaville
Mark Akaba City of Vallejo
Paul Wiese County of Solano
Others Present:
Ed Huestis City of Vacaville
John Harris City of Vallejo
Daryl Halls STA
Mike Duncan STA
Kim Cassidy STA
Janice Sells STA
Robert Guerrero STA
Jennifer Tongson STA

1L OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
Norne presented.

II. REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF

Caltrans - None presented.
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IV.

MTC - None presented.
STA - None presented.

CONSENT CALENDAR

The following Consent Calendar was approved unanimously:

A Minutes of Meeting of October 30, 2002
B. Funding Opportunities
C. Updated STA Meeting Schedule for 2002

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

V.

A.

ACTION ITEMS

Contract Amendment No. 3 -

Project Delivery Management Group for

Project Management Services for the 1-80/1-680/1-780
Corridor Study and the 1-80/I-680/SR12 Interchange
(including North Connector) Project

Mike Duncan reviewed completed activities for the I[-80/I-680/SR12 Interchange
including the North Connector project as a separate project with independent utility. He
summarized the fiscal impact and estimated cost to extend the contract term for the
project manager.

Recommendation: Recommend to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to
amend the consultant contract with the Project Delivery Management Group for Project
Management Services for the I-80/I-680/1-780 Corridor Study and the Environmental
Phase of the I-80/[-680/SR12 Interchange and North Connector projects for an amount
not to exceed $192,000 until March 31, 2004

On a motion by Mark Akaba, and a second by Morrie Barr, the STA TAC approved the
recommendation.

Draft Legislative Platform for 2003

Janice Sells reviewed the proposed draft legislative platform for 2003 and 12 policy areas
that cover the range of STA’s transportation planning, programming, services and
administrative responsibilities, She noted a 30 day review and comment period is
recommended with STA Board scheduled adoption in January.

Recommendation: Forward STA’s Draft 2003 Legislative Priorities and Platform to the
STA Board of Directors with a recommendation for a 30-day review and comment period

16




VI

On a motion by Morris Barr, and a second by Virgil Mustain, the STA TAC approved the
recommendation.

Approval of New PCC Members

Jennifer Tongson provided an update on three vacancies on the PCC, the selection
process and the PCC’s recommendation to appoint Carol Freeman as a member at Large
to the PCC.

Recommendation: Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to appoint Carol
Freeman as a Member at Large representative of the Paratransit Coordinating Council
(PCO)

(On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Gian Aggarwal, the STA TAC approved the
recommendation.

Approval of PCC 2003 Work Plan

Jennifer Tongson reviewed the PCC’s accomplishments in 2002 and the proposed Work
Plan for 2003.

Recommendation: Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Work Plan for 2003

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

INFORMATION ITEMS

TIP Conformity Status

Mike Duncan summarized the impact of the October 5™ TIP conformity lapse, the
approved Interim TIP, the list of exempt projects approved, and projects needing possible
additional federal action.

Projects for Federal (STP/CMAQ) and State (STIP) Funding

Mike Duncan provided a summary of MTC’s funding and programming activities over
the next three years. He summarized the need for the STA to develop priority projects
consistent with the CTP for Federal and State funds that will be available to Solano
County.

Status of Bridge Toll Discussions and Project Priorities

Daryl Halls summarized the status of regional bridge toll discussions. He reviewed four
projects submitted for consideration by the STA, including;
1.) 1-80/680/SR12 Interchange, 2.) I-80 HOV Lane between SR 12 and I-505, 3))
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Express Bus Operating and Capital along the I-80 and 680 Corridors, and 4.) Commuter
Rail Operating and Capital between Solano and Contra Costa Counties.

He noted the City of Vailejo had also submitted Baylink Ferry Service as a project
candidate and the STA Board endorsed this project for proposed bridge toll funding.

D. Status of MTC’s Regional Policies Discussion
and Funding Priorities

Daryl Halls reviewed the various regional programs and their potential impact on Solano
County’s transportation projects and priorities. He noted the STA Board will be asked to

consider adopting policies and priorities for the first Federal Funding Cycle by the
February 2003 STA Board meeting.

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 2:25 p.m. The next meeting is scheduled for
Wednesday, December 18, 2002 at 1:30 p.m. if needed, or on January 29, 2003,

18
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DATE: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM: Jennifer Tongson, Project Assistant
RE: Approval of New PCC Members

Background:

The PCC currently has three vacancies in three separate categories: low income transit user,
social service provider, and member at large. PCC candidates are encouraged to attend at least
two PCC meetings and submit a letter of interest to the PCC. The PCC members evaluate the
candidate either through an informal or formal interview process and make a recommendation to
the STA Board to appoint the new PCC member.

Discussion:

Carol Freeman has attended at least two PCC meetings and expressed interest in joining the
PCC. Attached is Ms. Freeman's letter of interest. Carol Freeman currently lives in Vallejo and
works for the City of Sonoma Police Department. She has experience with commuting in all
modes of transportation throughout the Bay Area including carpooling, ferry service, BART, and
express bus service. She is concerned about “the impacts of gridlock and overcrowding on our
roadways and how it affects families of working parents” Ms, Freeman has been an active
contributor during the PCC meetings and is enthusiastic about participating on the PCC as a
member of the committee,

At the November 15 PCC meeting and the November 27 TAC meeting, members of the PCC and
the TAC unanimously recommended Ms. Freeman be appointed as a Member at Large to the
PCC.

Recommendation:

Appoint Carol Freeman as a Member at Large representative of the Paratransit Coordinating
Council (PCC).

Attachments
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Carol J. Freeman-Meding

18 Kentuweky Sireet Hu: 707-647-01527 Ofecy 707-933-2265
Vallefo, Cof 94508 h E-hail: frecimmat 2ol con

.o P Adann

November 8, 2002

FAX Novr, 707-424-6074
Robert Chierrero

Salane Transportation Authority
CSuisun City, CA

Dear Robeart:

I am interested in participating in the STA Parairansit Coordinating Couneil o assist in improving
Lranuporiition wmiaiuhty Lo people who do not own vehicles and who are unable 1o drive i they do, A
copy of my resume is attachod, :

Adter living in Alameduy for 40 years, I moved 1o Vallgjo (rom Alameda five years ago. 1 have wiinessed
increased populaiion in ihe Greater Tay Avea and doring the past five years in the North Bay Arca,
including the citics of Vallejo and Fairficld, Marin County, Sonoma County. and Napa County. Veing u
comniter of all modes of tranaportation — ferry, Vallgjo 80 Express bus to L] Cerrito el Novte BART
Slalion, and ear, | understand the impast of gridlock and ovucrowdmg on our ropdways and how it
uileets Tunilics of working parents, Tt is a nightmare,

One example is a mother sughing out ol n high-rise Bank of America: building legal office in San
Mraneiseo 1o dash 1o coleh BART 1o make it to Pinole to make it 1o the day care conler by 6:00 pan. so
she wort' L be charped 2 81,00 0 minuie for every minule she 1a late,, And there are hundreds more sloncs
I eould share witl you. The boltom line s (hat pridlock and overerpwding, und insullicient

ir LAY yirletion guantily nnd guality to nmicot commuters” needs, is very nogatively Impocting humar
beings ag individudis, familics and their quality of1ife, Some of the situations have been quite
henrthreaking o hear about and 1o wilnoss,

wigh 1o be o part of an ovgantzation that is dedicated w elevating the quality of ife for everyone
regimdlens of el finnscial status and so they use the tinke saved in commuling 1o enjoy this heautifl
Noril May and Creater Bay Arven of California,
Thank you for considering me to [l the vacat position on the STA Paratransit Coordinnting Couneil.
Sincerely,
C/ﬁ‘“*‘—'“ﬂ""&/ Q?L&ﬁﬂ’v&-‘#—ﬂhj
Crrol fresman

Adiaelnvent
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- Carol J. Freeman-Medina
779 Kentucky Sireet, Vallefo, €4 94590 {207} 6470152 - Eemailfreeman302@so!l com

ORJECTIVE: | seek a stable position with a guality, stable company which can benefit from my expefience;

April 4 - May 17, 2002 - ETUDE WINES, Napa (owned by Beringer Wine Estates) - Assistant {0 Etude founder
wov, G, 2001-March 1, 2002-BERINGER BLASS WINE ESTATES, Napa CA - EXEC, ASST, TD V.P,,PURCHASING &
¥.P., FINANCE/CONTROLLER
July «Oet, 2001 - ROBERT MONDAVI WINERY, Napa CAn ADMIN, ASSISTANT., INTERNATIONAL SALES
- Feb.«June, 2001 - REAL ESTATE & CPA DFFICES . ADM‘N ASSISTANT

Jurig 22, 2000 - Jan, 10, 2001 - 1st PACIFIC CREDIT URION, Vallejo CA - EXEC, ASS]STANT TO PRESIDENT,
Also supported Board of Directors, CEQ, V.P. of Marketing & V.P, of Operations

March 27-May 5, 2000 - SHORENSTEIN CO. LAW & REAL ESTATE, San Francisco - ADMIN. ASSISTANT,
w  Wov, i5, 1999 to March 2000 « JOHNSON STAFFING, San Franciseo-LEGAL/EXECUTIVE ASST. assignments
¢ hpril 9,  Noverabar 15, 1989 - CITY OF FAIRFIELD, PUBLIC INFORMATIGN OFFICE~ ADMIN, ASSISTANT,

llhlmﬂﬁMjMMMAﬂEQUIWEASEBIMLJMIMBLWJHMM}mAML%
Bupported Senior Vies President, V.P./No, Calif. Regional Manager and 11 West Coast rnanagerial staff
Prepared budget/expense raports, A/P mvolce requisitions, reports, presentations, organizational chalts

« (Cpordinated conferences, meatings, teleconferarices, special events, travel ar rangements

- EXECUTIVE ASSISTANT  (temporaryy. duby 1995.,
Responsible for confidential database management for Information Security Dept. during bank merger
Pravided administrative support for V.P.s & managers in Commercial Real Estate, Trust, & Marketing Depls.

mwmnwmmmmmmmﬂmmmmMmﬂmmmuﬁmmmm
1920-1995 - REMEDRY STAEEING, San Franclseo - ABMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT/ASSISTANT BOOKKEEPER

«  Assignments at [aw firms, commercial real estate and property management companies, banks, CFA firms

January. MﬁLMMMWEMWMWMMM!WWM
« Database/report rnanagerment for PhD, research projects which impacted legislation; confclcnco coordination

Mum_mmsﬁnmmmmmmmmﬁ&mummmiﬁmmﬁuﬁmmmmm
July 1883Jun., 1989 - INVEETOR RELATIONS SPECIALIST

» A mamgamer\‘r position which suppbried Director of Investor Refations and senior management

Prapared anral $L.5 million budget & ramthly cost reporting

Coordinated warldwide investrmient conferenses,arranged Annual Stockholder maatings

Wrote press releases; praparer dally stock reports and distributed via e-mail {o company offices worldwids
Arranged international and darmestic travel {of senior management and Chalrman of the Board rondshows
Typed/aditad speaches for senior managernent; prapared final drafl copy of Annual and Quartarty Reporss

opienbar L il LoBE « AMERICAN PRESIDENT LINES « SECRETARY TH FINANGE DIRECYOR. & 9 Analysts

»  Sel up new department,supported 10-person depariment including Controlfer/expense & financial reporis

& & 8 & 5 F

L4

€ E ¥ & B

EDULATION: 1o80.84.Collepe of AMlameda & Laney College (AA Deprae sglivalent)
198586 University of Callfornia Extension (Mgmt. & real estate courses)
7137099 « Unlversity of Pheenix, Fairfieltd CA « (Undergraduate B,A,Degree Program)

SRILLS: WS Word, Excel, Powerpaint, Access, Outlosk, MS Projest, FilermakerPro, Evert Planning
DREANIZATIONS: Regional Oocupetion Frogram (ROF) Advisory Board, Alarmeda GA (15 years)
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DATE:
TO:
FROM:
RE:

Background:

STa

Sofana Cransportation Aludhority

December 4, 2002

STA Board

Jennifer Tongson, Projects Assistant
Approval of PCC 2003 Work Plan

Agenda ltem VILE
December 11, 2002

The Paratransit Coordinating Council annually reviews and updates the PCC goals for the year.
(See attached.) The PCC has been successful in achieving goals 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, and 9 during the
past year, including the development of a new Welcome Orientation Subcommittee, finalizing
the new PCC brochure, maintaining the level of transit provider participation, and developing the
PCC website. Goal 4 will be achieved with the Solano Elderly and Disabled Transportation
Study. Progress still needs to be made on Goal 1 to increase and/or maintain a high level of
participation from new and existing members.

Discussion:

In preparation for 2003, the PCC adopted the following Work Plan for 2003:

Activity Tasks 2003 Timeline

Administrative - Establish nomination committee for elections. - September - October
- Elect PCC Officers. - November
- Add additional goals to the 2003 Work Plan as - January - December
the PCC deems necessary.,

Outreach - Develop a strategy to increase/maintain PCC - January — December Until
Membership. (i.e. press releases, letters of vacancies are filled.
outreach, etc.)

- Update/Maintain the PCC Website, - January — December

Projects - Participate in the development of the Solano - February — End of Project
Countywide Elderly and Disabled Transportation
Study.

Funding - Establish FTA Section 5310 application review - January
committee
- Review FTA Section 5310 applications - March

- Review TDA Atrticle 4/8 Claims for cities and
County of Solano.

- Monitor the MTC Unmet Needs Hearing
Process.

- May — December

- November
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The 2003 PCC Work Plan was unanimously recommended for approval by the PCC on
November 15 and the TAC on November 27.

Recommendation;

Approve the Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Work Plan for 2003

Attachment
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2002 Solano PCC Goals

Increase and/or maintain a high level of participation from new and existing members
. Design orientation program for new members
. Look for ways to increase the communities awareness of the PCC
Sponsor a countywide review of paratransit service priorities
. Improve transit provider participation on the PCC
Create Solano Paratransit Web Site
. Continue to review TDA Article 4 and Article 8 Claims
Continue to review FTA Section 5310 applications

Continue to monitor the MTC Unmet Needs Process
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Agenda Item VILF
December 11, 2002

S1a

Solann Fransportation Authvirity

DATE: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM; Elizabeth Richards, SNCI Program Director

RE: Letter of Support for MTC JARC Earmark for LIFT Program

Background:
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) has received federal Jobs Access Reverse

Commute (JARC) funding in the past. This has provided significant funds for MTC’s Low
Income Flexible Transportation (LIFT) program which have been dispersed throughout the Bay
Area. The LIFT funds have been a key source of funding for CalWORKS transportation
projects.

Several years ago, Solano County received $75,000 of funds from the first round of LIFT
funding for a guaranteed ride home program for SolanoWORKS clients. From the second round
of LIFT funding, Solano submitted two projects for funding: a Rio Vista vanpool project and a
child care shuttle. Approval of these funding projects is pending. LIFT is a valuable source of
funding for projects such as these that have few funding options as well as maximizes the use of
local funds.

Discussion:

In January 2003, the Appropriations Committee of Congress will be considering the alfocation of
funding for the Jobs Access Reverse Commute (JARC). Congresswoman Nancy Pelosi is the
only California representative to sit on that Committee. MTC is encouraging relevant agencies to
send letters of support for the earmark of $2 million for MTC’s LIFT program.

Fiscal Impact;
None.

Recommendation:
Approve and authorize the STA Board Chair to sign the attached letter of support.
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The Honorable Nancy Pelosi
US. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C

Send via fax: 202/225-8259

Dear Representative Pelost:

Re: RY 2003 Transportation Appropriations Legislation:
Job Access and Reverse Commute Program Earmark

This letter is to request your support for a $2 million Congressional earmark from the federal Job
Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) program funds for the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission’s (MTC’s) Low Income Flexible Transportation (LIFT) program. MTC’s LIFT
program was created in 2000 to help implement an impressive variety of transportation services
to provide access to jobs, childcare and other basic life services for CAlIWORKS participants and
other low income individuals. Local social service and transit agencies have provided matching
funds for MTC’s LIFT program.

In the first round of the LIFT program, Solano County received LIFT funding for the Solano
County Emergency Trips (SCETS) home program. This program guarantees a ride home for
CalWORKSs participants in the case of emergencies.

Solano’s Welfare to Work Transportation Plan identifies a number of other worthy projects that
could be funded through MTC’s LIFT program, including extending weekday service hours in
several jurisdictions and provide better connections to inter-city services, better vanpool or
transit service to major employment locations, expand child care transportation, and more.

We understand that Congress has passed continuing resolutions on the FY 2003 Appropriations
bills until next January. We would urge you to keep MTC’s LIFT program in mind for a JARC
earmark when you consider transportation appropriations legisiation in 2003.

Sincerely,

John Silva,
Chair, Solano Transportation Authority

Cc: Steve Hemminger, MTC Executive Director
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Agenda Item VIL.G
December 11, 2002

STa

Solana Cransportation »Udhotity

Date: December 3, 2002

To: STA Board

From: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner
RE: BAC Work Plan for 2003

Background:
The STA Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) is a nine-member citizen's advisory committee to

the STA Board on bicycle/pedestrian projects. The members are nominated by and represent
each of the seven cities and the County of Solano (plus one member at large) and appointed by
the STA Board, usually for a three-year term. The BAC meets bi-monthly on the first Thursday
of every other month,

The BAC annually recommends priorities and claims for bicycle projects in the 5-Year
Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan for the Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 program. The
BAC is also responsible for developing and updating the Solano Countywide Bicycle Plan and
the Solano BikeL.inks map.

Discussion:

Staff has developed a proposed BAC Work Plan for the 2003 calendar year. The plan will be
further discussed and confirmed at the next BAC meeting scheduled for December 5, 2002 If
any additions, deletions or modifications are made by the committee, an updated work plan will
be provided in the STA Board’s file folders. The proposed work plan is as follows:

Proposed Bicycle Advisory Committee Work

Plan for 2003
Activities Tasks Target Dates
Administrative o Elect Chairperson and Vice-chairperson January-
tor 2003 BAC February
s Promote Bike-to-Work campaign May
Bicycle e Participate in the development and January-June
Planning completion of the City of Fairfield's

Solano Bikeway Extension Feasibility
Study; Further evaluate recommendations
of feasibility study and recommend new
or amended bicycle projects into the
Countywide Bicycle Plan and/or I-
80/680/780 Corridor Study
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Update Solano BikeLinks map for 2003-
04

Participate in implementation activities
related to MTC's Regional Bicycle Plan
Initiate update to the Solano Countywide
Bicycle Plan including refinements to the
bicycle network (both short and long
range priorities), revise/update project
descriptions and costs estimates and
include a "best practices" section for
bicycle facilities and bicycle
accommodations.

May-
September
Year round

TBD

Funding

Recommendation:

Approve proposed Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) Work Plan for the 2003 calendar year,

Initiate call for projects for updated 5-
Year Bicycle/Pedestrian Plan for the TDA
Article 3 Program and  make
recommendations to STA TAC and STA
Board for TDA Article 3 funding based on
the 5-Year Plan.

Apply for additional funding for
updating/reprinting  Solano  BikeLinks
maps

Support appropriate  bicycle/pedestrian
grant proposals and submittals,
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Agenda lfem VII.H
December 11, 2002

S1Ta

Solano Cransportation Authority

DATE: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM: - Daryl Halls, Executive Director

RE: Adjustment to Compensation Ranges for SNCI Program Director

and Administrative Services Director/Clerk of the Board
and staff organizational change

Background
Currently, the STA has a total of 14 full time staff that supports and implements the policy

direction of the ST A Board and provides support to its eight member agencies. In 1996, all four
STA staff members reported directly to the Executive Director. As the organization has grown,
supervision of staff has gradually been delegated to senior members of staff. Currently, five
members of staff supervise other STA employees. The positions of Assistant Executive
Director/Director of Planning, Director of Projects, SNCI Program Director and Office
Administrator/Clerk of the Board serve in the capacity of management/department heads. The
two positions of Program Manager/Analyst serve on the STA’s management team for non-
budgetary meetings. In 2001, the STA approved adjusting the salary ranges for the Assistant
Executive Director/Director of Planning and Director of Projects job classifications. This
adjustment helped the STA successfully recruit Mike Duncan into the position of Director of
Projects.

Over the past six months, I have worked with management staff to assess the STA’s immediate
organizational needs and priorities. Based upon this review, 1 have identified two management
positions that are under compensated and merit an adjustment to their salary ranges and
identified that additional administrative support is needed in the areas of clerical/administrative
support and budget/accounting.

SNCI PROGRAM DIRECTOR

On July 1, 2000, the STA Board approved the transfer of the Solano Commuter Information
Program (subsequently changed to SNCI) from Solano County to the STA. As part of the
transfer of this program, five job positions were transferred to the STA. The five positions
consisted of four separate job classifications: 1.) SNCI Program Director, 2.) Program
Manager/Analyst, 3) Outreach Coordinator and 4.) Commute Consultant. Concurrently, the
STA Board adopted the salary ranges for all four job classifications (see attached).  Elizabeth
Richards has served in the capacity of SNCI Program Director since the transfer from the County
to STA and served in this capacity beginning in 1991 with Solano County. When the transfer
took place, the SNCI Program Director position was responsible for the management of the
SNCI Program exclusively (see attachment A).
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Over the past two and one half years, the SNCI Program has been better integrated into the range
of STA programs and responsibilities and the SNCI Program Director has assumed several new
assignments broadening the responsibilities of the position. Specifically, the position has added
the following tasks:

Coordination of the Transit Consortium

Coordination of Transit Route 30

Coordination of the Unmet Transit Needs Hearing and Process
Co-Chair of SolanoWorks Welfare to Work Committee

Development of TDM Incentives Program

Coordination of MTC’s Community Based Transit Planning Study
Coordination with Rio Vista on New Vanpool Project and Transit Study

NO kW

This position is clearly playing an increasing important role in the STA’s expanded role of transit
coordination.

OFFICE ADMINISTRATOR/CLERK OF THE BOARD

The position of Office Administrator/Clerk of the Board has expanded consistent with the
continued evolution and added responsibilities of the STA. In 1996, the position of Executive
Secretary was transferred from the County of Solano’s Transportation Department as part of the
STA’s desire to have its own independent staff. In FY 1999/2000, this position also assumed the
title and responsibilities of Clerk of the Board. In 2001, the title was modified from Executive
Secretary/Clerk of the Board to Office Administrator/Clerk of the Board to better reflect the
actual duties and tasks of the position. Since September of 2001, Kim Cassidy has served in this
capacity and she has continued to respond to meet the growing needs of the STA’s
administrative needs and her lists of roles and responsibilities have continued to expand
significantly (see attachment B). The position now supervises two staff and with the proposed
modification of the STA’s organizational chart will increase to supervising three administrative
staff (see attachment C).

Currently, the STA has three administrative support positions — Office Administrator/Clerk of
the Board, Administrative Assistant and Accounting Assistant. Collectively, these three
positions support the STA Board, the four management positions, legal counsel and seven
additional staff members. Since June of 2002, the SNCI Program has had a vacant Outreach
Coordinator position. During the interim, a temporary Administrative Assistant has been
supported the SNCI Program and the STA’s Administrative section. This assistance has been
invaluable and it appears to be a better fit for the organizational needs of the STA.

Discussion:

The STA has continued to build upon its reputation for initiating, funding and managing priority
transportation projects. Both Elizabeth Richards and Kim Cassidy have assumed leadership
roles as department heads with the STA and taken on additional responsibilities and work tasks
over the past two years in support of the STA’s growing work plan. Currently, the salary ranges
for both positions reflect their previous responsibilities and not their expanded roles. Currently,
the salary range for the SNCI Program Director position is $ 4,345-%$5,281 per month ($52,140 -
$63,372 per year). The Office Administrator/Clerk of the Board position has a salary range of
$3,681-34,475 per month ($44,172-53,700 per year). Both salary ranges for these positions are
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significantly below the ranges of the other department positions and the one position is being
compensated less than the salary ranges of the Program Manager/Analyst and Associate Planner
positions. For both job classifications, I am recommending the salary ranges be adjusted upward
to better reflect their expanded roles and responsibilities with the STA (see attachment D).

Based upon the STA’s current roles and tasks, I am recommending that this job classification be
replaced with a second Administration Assistant position. This staffing change will result in the
dual benefit of providing salary savings to compensate for the salary adjustment of the SNCI
Program Director position and will increase the level of administrative support for the SNCI
Program and the entire STA.

Fiscal Impact

The fiscal impact for modifying the salary ranges for both positions will be $9,705 for the STA
operations budget and a reduction of $3,432 for the SNCI Program budget of the STA. The net
cost for both combined will be § 6,273 per year. This fiscal impact will be covered by the STA’s
operating budget for the adjustment to the Office Administrator/Clerk of the Board job
classification. This additional cost is assumed in the revised ST ¥Y 2002/03 budget listed under
agenda item VIIL.C.

Recommendation
Approve the following;

1. Approve adjustment to the compensation range for SNCI Program Director job
classification

2. Approve adjustment to the compensation range for the Office Administrator/Clerk of
the Board job classification and authorize modification of the position to
Administrative Services Director/Clerk of the Board

3. Authorize replacing Outreach Coordinator position with an Administrative Assistant
position
Attachments:
1. Attachment A — SNCI Program Director
2. Attachment B — Office Administrator
3. Attachment C — STA Organizational Chart
4, Attachment D — Salary Ranges

35




ATTACHMENT A

Solano Transportation Authority

Program Director

This position is responsible for the oversight of the Solano Commuter Information
program and staff. With staff support, the Program Director will plan, develop, and
administer a wide variety of transportation demand management services and programs
focusged on improving commute alternative services (carpool, vanpool, transit
-information, biking, walking, alternative fuel vehicle) for Solano and Napa County
commuters.

This inchrdes:

¢ Identifying and securing funding to maintain and develop the SCI program.

e . Negotiating and administering contracts and grants.

» Administer SCI budget.

o Hiring, training and supervising staff and handling personnel issues.

» Develops and implements SCI program policies.

» Analyzing and evaluating the program and modifying operations to maximize
services. |

» Being the lead on maintaining and enhancing relationships, and working on a variety
of projects, with outside agencies including the Metropolitan Transportation -
Commission, RIDES, Caltrans, Napa County Transportation Planning Agency, Bay
Area Air Quality Management District, Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management
District, Sacramento Rideshare, multiple fransit agencies, and others.

» Overseeing commuter services and programs such as client services, vanpool
outreach, trangit trip planning, employer services, Welfare-to-Work efforts,
information technology services, and others. .

» Overseemng the planning and implementation of multi-media marketing campaigns in
Solano and Napa and fostering relationships with the media.

» Outreaching to and developing cooperative relationships with major business
organizations.

s Actively participating in ioca! and regional planning efforts and marketing campaigns

that impact Napa/Solano commuter services and making policy recomimendations.
e Actively promoting SCI's services and programs through presentatlons networking,
and other means. :
¢ Developing new commute alternative services.

The Program Director reports directly to the STA Executive Director and oversees a staff

of at least four positions. This is an at-will, exempt position.

(7/00)
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ATTACHMENT B
Wm?wlrmﬂé Solano Transportation Authority
Clerk of the Board/Office Administrator Job Description

DEFINITION:

Under general direction from the Executive Director, plans, organizes and manages the
accounting, clerical and administrative support within the office; provides primary
administrative support to the Executive Director.

DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS:

This position is characterized by the responsibility to plan, organize and perform a
professional level of staff work in supporting office operations, programs, and
productivity improvement in the following areas:

a.) Office operations

b.)  Fiscal operations

c.) Technical support
Responsible for identifying and analyzing complex office problems that cover the full
scope of organizing office activities as well as recommending and implementing
solutions,

EXAMPLE OF DUTIES:

Depending on assignment, duties may include but are not limited to the following:

a. Plans and conducts operational activities, including fiscal operations, budget
control, audit preparation and assistance, payroll, accounts receivables and
payables, develops budget reports and recommendations for appropriate action
based on analysis of data.

b. Helps develop the operational budget, along with the Deputy Director for
Planning, including analyzing its impact on operations and/or develops concept
into a separate bullet point, assists in development of fiscal procedures; controls
(subject to approval by the Executive Director or STA guidelines); specific
operational purchases and expenditures; reviews financial data on an ongoing
basis to assure conformance with established guidelines.

c. Compiles or composes, proofreads and edits routine reports, correspondence,
forms, informal minutes, agendas and newsletters. Prepares spreadsheets,
matrixes and other documents, using MS Word, MS Excel, MS Access or other
applications. Selects appropriate document formats; gathers information
necessary for document composition.

d. Screens telephone and office calls for Executive Director and Deputy Director in
their absence.
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Initiates and/or maintains files and record-keeping systems; maintains manuals;
conducts file searches to locate information useful in document preparation;
reviews information contained in files for completeness and accuracy.

Processes payroll/personnel actions, inventory control, purchasing of supplies,
first level of support for office equipment maintenance and repair, receiving
revenue, monitoring segments of expenditure reports.

Supervises Accounting Assistant.

Receives and processes department’s accounts payable and receivables; reviews
invoices to be paid, statements and other documents to verify receipt of
goods/services, Audits claims and warrants issued; maintains inventory and
prepares requisitions for supplies; balances accounts payable and receivables,
petty cash fund and financial reports; posts and deposits funds received; and

corrects posting errors.

Provides technical support for office computing systems and computing
equipment.

Compiles, edits and distributes the STA Board, TAC and Consortium packets.

Primary administrative support for the STA Board, STA TAC and Consortium
committees.

Maintains STA records and database.
Responsible for posting agendas/Board Acts.

Maintains personnel files on behalf of the Executive Director.
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Soanes  vamsprtation Aototity Solano Transportation Authority

Clerk of the Board/Office Administrator Job Description

Addendum to Job Description (10-17-02)

DEFINITION:

Provide clarification of previous job description.

ADDITIONAL DUTIES AS DEFINED:

Depending on assignment, duties may include but are not limited to:

a.

b.

Maintains agency calendar.

Maintains calendars and schedules meetings/events for: STA Board Chair, STA
Board Vice Chair, Executive Director and Assistant Executive Director.

Manages and provides contract (numbering, centralized filing, transmittal)
management for Executive Director, STA Legal Counsel and Directors.

Provides all confidential services and additional HR Support not provided by
outsourcing agent including: Workers Compensation benefits maintenance and
provisions; maintains staff leave accruals; provides conflict identification and
resolution; provides new employee orientation, provides exit interviews.

In conjunction with the Executive Director manages STA Policies and Procedures
{Accounting and Personnel). Institutes and reviews current policies/benefits and
makes suggestions to the Management Team.

Responsible for office procedure training,

Positive image projection and liaison between the STA and - the City of Vacaville
(Finance, Human Resources, Payroll, I'T Departments), the Wiseman Company
and all vendors and consultants.

Second line of support for incoming/outgoing calls and visitors to the office.

Maintains timesheets and expense reports for Executive Director and Department
Directors.

According to technology and current industry standards provides all agency IT

support including but not limited to: trouble shooting all computing hardware,
software and applications issues; identifies user hardware needs/issues and
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maintains I'T swap replacement schedule; identifies user software needs/issues
and maintains all software needs and upgrades. Created, implemented and
maintain peer-to-peer network. Provides system backup to peer-to-peer network
and hard drive backups for Executive Director and Department Directors.
Provides agency appropriate virus notification and firewall protection to protect
the integrity of all computing systems. Provide all hardware, software and
application installations. Remote technical advisor and system manager for email
system and DSL.

Remote technical advisor and VPN system manager for the EDEN application
with the City of Vacaville.

Remote technical advisor and system manager for voicemail system.
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Solano Transportation Authority

Organizational Chart
Effective June 12, 2002

Solano

Transportation
Authority Board

Director of Project

Projects Assistant

Revised 7-8-02
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Solano Transportation Authority

Organizational Chart
Effective November 1, 2002
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ATTACHMENT D

STA SALARY RANGE

Current Range for FY 01-02

JOB
TITLE CLASSIFICATION STEP1 STEP2 STEP3 STEP4 STEPS
Executive Director Exempt $9,430
Asst. Exec. Dir / Director
for Planning Exempt $6,164 $6.472 $6,796 $7,136 $7.492
Director for Projects Exempt 36,164

Associate Planner Non-exempt $4,180 54,389 $4,606

$4,180

$4,606

Program Manager/Analyst Exempt

Accounting Assistant Non-exempt $3,224 $3,385 $3,554 $3,732 $3,819
Qutreach Coordinator Non-exempt $3,050 $3,224 $3,385 $3,554 §3,732
Projects (Planning)

Assistant Non-exempt $2,880 $3,024 $3.175 $3,334 $3,501
Commute Consultant Non-exempt $2,791 $2,930 $3,077 $3,230 $3,392
Administrative Assistant  Non-exempt $2.559 $2,686 $2.820 $2,961 $3,110
Pianning Intern Non-exempt $10-12 per hour - Maximum 20 hours per week
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STA SALARY RANGE

With Updates on October 21, 2002

With COLA at 3%

JOB

TITLE CLASSIFICATION STEP1 STEP2 STEP3 STEP4 STEPS
Accounting Assistant Non-exempt $3,321 $3,487 $3,661 $3,844 $4,037
Administrative Assistant Non-exempt $2,636 $2,767 $2,905 $3,050 $3,203
Asst. Exec. Dir / Director for
Planning Exempt $6,349 $6,666 $7.000 $7,350 $7,717
Associate Planner Non-exempt $3,004  $4,100 $4,305 $4,521 $4,744
Commute Consultant Non-exempt $2,875 $3,018 $3,169 $3,327 $3,494
Director for Projects Exempt $6,349 $6,666 $7,000 $7,350 $7.717
Executive Director Exempt $9,713
Administrative Services
Director! Clerk of the Board Exempt $4,609 $4,934 $5,180 $5,439 $5,883
Qutreach Coordinator Non-exempt $3,142 $3,321 $3,487 $3,661 $3,844
Planning Intern Non-exempt $10-12 per hour - Maximum 20 hours per week
Projects Assistant Non-exempt $2,966 $3,115 $3,270 $3,434 $3,606
Program Director Exempt $5,439 $5,711 $5,997 $6,296 $6,612
Program Manager/Analyst Exempt $3,804 $4 100 $4,305 54,521 54,744




Agenda Item VILH
December 11, 2002

STa

Solano Transportotion #rdhotiiy

DATE: December 4, 2002
TO: STA Board
FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director

SUBJECT: Cost of Living Adjustment for STA Employees

Discussion:

The STA has a small, full time staff of 14 that supports and implements the policy direction of
the STA Board and provides support to its eight member agencies. Due to several budget
uncertainties, consideration of a COLA for staff was deliberately not included with the ¥Y
2002/03 & FY2003/04 budget when it was adopted by the STA Board in June 2002. Based on
recent discussions with STA’s Executive Committee, staff has agendized Board consideration of
a 3% cost of living increase for STA staff as part of the recommended revisions to the STA FY
2002/03.

Fiscal Impact:
The fiscal impact for providing a 3% cost of living adjustment is $23,471. This additional

operational cost has been incorporated into the operational section of the STA budget. The STA
operations expenditures are covered by a combination of gas tax, TDA, CMP planning (STP),
STIP PPM funds, and STP/STIP swap funds. The additional operational cost for SNCI program
staff (83,027 of the $23,471 total) will be covered by regional rideshare and TFCA funds.

Recommendation

Approve a 3% cost of living increase for STA staff as part of the STA’s FY 2002/03

Attachments
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9%

STA SALARY RANGE

With Proposed Reclassifications and
3% COLA - December 11, 2002

TITLE CLASS‘fl?[?:ATiON STEP1 STEP2 STEP3 STEP4 STEPS

Executive Director Exempt $9,713

Asst. Exec. Dir / Director for Planning Exempt $6,349 $6,666 $7.000 $7.350 $7.717
Director for Projects Exempt $6,349 $6,666 $7,000 $7.350 $7,717
Program Director Exempt $5,439 $5,711 $5,997 $6,296 $6,612
Administrative Services Director/ Clerk of the Board  Exempt $4,699 $4,934 $5,180 $5,43¢ $5,883
Associate Planner Non-exempt $3,904 $4,100 $4,305 $4,521 $4.744
Program Manager/Analyst Exempt $3,904 $4,100 $4,306 $4,521 $4,744
Accounting Assistant Non-exempt $3,321 .$3,487 $3,661 $3,844 $4,037
Outreach Coordinator Non-exempt $3,142 33,321 $3,487 $3.,661 $3.844
Projects Assistant Non-exempt $2,966 $3,115 $3,270 $3,434 $3,606
Commute Consultant Non-exempt $2,875 $3,018 $3,169 $3,327 $3,494
Administrative Assistant Non-exempt $2.636 $2,767 $2,905 $3,050 $3,203
Planning Intern Non-exempt $10-12 per hour - Maximum 20 hours per week




Agenda Item VIII.A
December 11, 2002

S51Ta

Solanc Cransporiation Authotity

DATE.: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM: Charles Lamoree, STA Legal Counsel

RE: Participation in Amicus Curiae Brief in Bayview Hunter’s Point, et al. v.

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Background:
For the past year, the STA has been following an important lawsuit which is working its way

through the court system. In Bayview Hunter’s Point et al. v. MTC, the federal District Court
held that MTC is subject to a 15% increase in regional transit ridership under the Clean Air Act.
If upheld by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeal, there could be a substantial diversion of funds
from local transportation projects even though, for example, Solano County’s agencies are not
defendants in the lawsuit.

Discussion:

The Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) is coordinating & “friend of the court” brief
to file in support of MTC and seeking a reversal of the District Court ruling. Attached is a letter
from CCTA which asks for STA’s participation and, in addition, for financial assistance in
paying for the attorney’s fees for preparation of the brief. Smaller agencies, such as STA, are
being asked for a $1,000 contribution. Given the potential magnitude of the adverse impact on
local transportation funding if this decision is upheld, it is the recommendation of STA staff and
legal counsel that STA add its name to the list of amicus curiae and contribute $1,000 to the
costs for the legal services needed to prepare and file the brief.

Fiscal Issues:

The fiscal impact will be $1,000 and be a charge toward the Services and Supplies portion of
STA’s operating budget. Sufficient funds are available for this purpose.

Recommendation:

Authorize STA’s participation as amicus curiae in the above referenced brief and further

authorize the contribution of $1,000 by STA toward the legal costs for this matter.

Attachment
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COMMISSIONERS:
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CONTRA COSTA
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

November 19, 2002

Hon. John Silva, Chair
Solano County CMA
One Harbor Center
Suisun, CA 94585

RE: Filing of an Amicus Curiae brief with the Federal Ninth Circuit Coutt of Appeals in Support
of MTC relative to Bayview Hunters Point et al. v. Metropolitan Transportation
Commission

Dear Chairman Siltva:

The filing of final judgment in the case of Bayview Hunters Point et al. v. Metropolitan
Transportation Commission by Judge Thelton Henderson of the Federal District Court is
imminent. Our Authority appreciates the past participation of eight of the nine Bay Area
Congestion Management Agencies/Countywide Transportation Planning Agencies in filing a
friend of the court Amicus Curiae brief in the subject case. This letter requests your participation
in the filing of a second Amicus Curiae brief in support of MTC’ s arguments before the Ninth
Circuit Court of Appeals. We are also requesting a contribution of $1,000 to $2,000 from your
agency towards preparation of the brief, which our legal firm has agreed to cap at a cost not to
exceed $15,000.

In the original filing, our Authority contributed in excess of $40,000 in legal fees, Alameda CMA
contributed approximately $17,000, and the remaining agencies contributed their staff and legal
counsel time reviewing declarations in preparation of the filings and the Amicus Curiae brief.
Consequently, we are asking for your help with this second filing.

Judge Henderson’s ruling, while less onerous than it might have been, holds MTC responsible
under provisions of the Clean Air Act for attainment of a 15 percent increase in regional transit
ridership, compared to the 1982 base year, based on the court’s interpretation of transportation
control measure (TCM) 2 adopted by the region. There are at Ieast four areas of concern regarding
the ruling: (1) MTC cannot realistically be held responsible for transit ridership levels, which
depend on the individual mobility decisions of millions of prospective riders every day; (2) the
region already invests 77 percent of the funding identified in MTC’s regional transportation plan
in public transit — further increasing the funding percentage could have negative consequences for
other social objectives; (3) the economic downturn has resulted in decreased transit ridership since
2000, as the job base has declined, demonstrating the limitations of linking MTC decisions directly
to transit ridership levels; and (4) neither MTC, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) or the
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) agreed with the court’s interpretation of the original
TCM as mandating the increase — it was merely a “target” expected to be achieved as a result of
identified capital investments. Consequently, MTC has decided to appeal, and would appreciate
the filing of a second Amicus Curiae brief by the CMAs on its behalf with the Ninth Circuit Court
of Appeals.
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Hon. Chairman Silva
November 19, 2002
Page 2 of 12

If your board wishes to support the filing of an Amicus Curiae brief in the Ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals, please have your staff contact Bob McCleary so that we can decide whether or not to
authorize our legal counsel to prepare the appropriate documents. We would appreciate hearing
from you by the end of November, if possible, as time is of the essence. Thank you in advance for
your consideration of this request.

Sincegely,

ald P. Freitas
Chairperson

ce. Hon. Sharen Brown, Chair, MTC
Steve Heminger, MTC
Authority members
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Amicus Letter to BA CMA Chairpersons
Mailing list 11-02

Last First (Agency Address City St 1ZIP

Pico Tom  Alameda County CMA 1333 Broadway, Ste. 22( Oakland CA 94612
Kinsey Steve Marin County CMA P.O. Box 4186 San Rafael CA 94913
Potter Joe Napa County CMA 1804 Soscol Ave. Napa CA 84558
Tang Mike San Mateo County CMA 555 Country Center Redwood City CA 940863
Gonzales Ron  Santa Clara County CMA 3331 N. First St. San Jose CA 95134
Siiva John  Solano County CMA One Harbor Center Suisun CA 094585
MacKenzie Jake Sonoma County CMA 520 Mendocino Ave. Santa Rosa CA 95401
Ammianc Tom  San Francisco CMA 100 Van Ness Ave. San Francisco CA 94102

aetwpfiles\MTCIBA CMAs 2002.xls Sheet




Agenda ltem VIII.B
December 11, 2002

STa

Solano € ransportation idhority

DATE: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director

RE:; Approval of Revised Budget FY 02-03/03-04

Background:
Each fiscal year, the STA Boad adopts its annual budget for the operations and programs of the

STA. Historically, the budget has been structured by revenues and expenditures allocated in four
categories: STA operations, project development, programs and the SNCI Program. In addition,
the budget identified programs for which the STA serves as a “pass through™ agency and/or
manages the fund source, such as the Abandoned Vehicle Program (AVA) and Transportation
for Clean Air Fund (TFCA) and for projects for which the STA is the project lead and incurs
expenditures directly, such as the 1-80/680/780 Corridor Study.

On June 10, 2002, the STA adopted its FY 2002/03 and 2003/04 budgets. The adoption of the
two year budget reinforces the need for multi-year planning and multi-year projects with periodic
updates. This two year budget was adopted within the following guidelines and constraints:

Operations:

- TDA and gas tax revenues provided by member agencies remained constant from FY
2001/02 through the duration of the two timeframe of the STA’s FY 2002/02 & 2003/04
budget.

- TCRP revenues from projects such as the 1-80/680/SR 12 and the North Connector will
be used to support STA administration of these projects

- Operational costs have risen to support increased salary, benefits, building lease and legal
services costs

- The STA’s reserve account will continue to increase by a minimum of $30,000 per year
with a target reserve amount of $140,000 by the close of FY 2002/03

Project Development:
- An increase in marketing/public information costs due to enhanced public outreach
activities
- The initiation of the 1-80/680/780 Corridor Studies segments 2 through 7

STA Programs:
- Solano Paratransit operational costs will increase due to increased service hours and
higher hourly contractor provider costs
- TCRP funds for the [-80/680/ SR 12 project and the North Connector increased
significantly in the two year budget

51



SNCI Program:
- Most SNCI Programs continue at current funding levels. Increased outreach and
incentive expenditures will go into effect.

The two year budget adopted by the Board included a $11.235 million budget in FY 2002/03 and
$8.887 million for FY 2003/04 (attachment A). Currently, STA’s independent auditors
Caporicci & Larson are concluding the annual audit of STA’s FY 2001/02 budget, The draft
audit has been completed and is currently being reviewed by Vacaville Accounting and STA
management staff. The final audit will not be completed until later this month and will be
presented to the STA Board at the meeting of January 8, 2003,

Concurrently, STA management staff has completed a detailed review and analysis of the STA’s
revenues and projected expenditures. This included a review of the structure of the STA
budgeting format and various operational and priority projects needs.

Discussion:

Staff is planning to conduct a brief budget workshop at the beginning of the December 11™
Board meeting on the FY 2002/03 & FY 2003/04 budget. Staff is recommending the budget
format for the STA budget be modified to better reflect the STA’s tasks and responsibilities. The
revised format consists of expanding the program categories from four to eight (see attachment
B), including the following:

Transit programs (new)
Local agency programs/projects (new}

1. Operations

2. Strategic planning (new)
3. Project development

4. Capital projects (new)

5. STA programs

6. SNCI programs

7.

8.

Budget Constraints and Guidelines for FY 2002/03
Subsequent to the adoption of the two year budget in June of 2002, staff has identified an
additional series of constraints and guidelines to be addressed in the FY 2002/03 year of the two
year budget. This include:
- Addressing 2001/02 budget commitments for completion of the Comprehensive
Transportation Plan and Transportation Expenditure Plan in support of Measure E
- Budget for the 35 item work program of priority projects adopted by the STA Board
- Cover the STA’s core operational costs beyond the traditional funds sources of gas
tax, TDA and CMP planning funds
- Utilize”non-traditional” funds sources such as STIP/STP swap, STAF and STAF
Regional Paratransit swap

Based on these constraints, staff is proposing revisions to FY 2002/03 of the adopted two year
budget. Staff is recommending the Board adopt the proposed budget revision for FY 2002/03 as
specified in attachment C. As submitted, this would reduce the STA budget for FY 2002/03
from $11.236 million to $9.813 million. This decrease in revenues and expenditures is based

52



primarily on the $3 million reduction in 2002/03 of TCRP funds listed for Capital Projects.
These funds have been spread over several years to cover the cost of the project.

This recommended budget adjustment will cover the following:

1. STA’s core operational costs

2. The reclassification of two STA management positions (agenda item #VILH)

3. A proposed cost of living adjustment for STA employees of 3%

4. Budgets for an additional 15 work plan items of the STA Board’s adopted list of 35
priority projects

5. Addresses the remaining 2001/02 budget commitments for the CTP and Measure E
Expenditure Plan

6. Allocates $50,000 toward the STA reserve account ($20,000 over the STA Board’s

annual target)

With the adoption of this budget revision, 27 of the 35 priority projects will be budgeted for in
FY 2002/03. In addition, staff has submitted state planning grant applications for the HWY 113
MIS and Rio Vista Bridge Studies and is projecting the Transit Consolidation and Regional
Impact Fee Studies can be funded in FY 2003/04 increasing the total number of priority projects
funded to 31, if STA is successful in receiving the state planning funds.

The submittal of this budget revision includes the adoption of expenditure plans for the use of
FY 02/03 STAF funds (attachment D), FY 02/03 STAF Regional Paratransit Funds (attachment
E), and a revision to the expenditure of the $1.165 million in 2002/03 STIP/STP swap funds
(attachment F).

Remaining/Follow Up Issues
Six primary budget tasks remain for the staff to pursue and/or address over the course of this
fiscal year. This includes the following:

1. The need to identify stable operational funds to fully fund a budget analyst position

2, The development of long term operating and capital needs for STAF funds need to be
assessed

3. Development of a five year budget forecast for revenues and expenditures beyond the
current two year budget timeframe

4. Conduct an assessment of the STA/Vacaville accounting system

5. Develop a cost overhead rate for project management support

6. Work with the Executive Committee to develop a management incentive program and

conduct a salary/benefits comparison survey
In January 2003, staff is planning to bring to the Board the results of the 2001/02 Audit and the
first quarter staff report for FY 2002/03. In February 2003, staff is planning to agendize
additional recommended adjustments to FY 2003/04 of the STA’s two year budget.

Recommendation:

L. Approve the revised STA budget format as specified in attachment B

2. Approve the revisions to the STA’s FY 2002/03 budget as specified in attachment C

3. Approve the expenditure plan for FY 2002/03 STAF funds as specified in attachment
D
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4. Approve the expenditure plan for FY 2002/03 Regional STAF Paratransit funds as
specified in attachment E

5. Approve the expenditure plan for FY 2002/03 STIP/STP swap funds as specified in
attachment F

Attachments: 1.

Attachment A - Adopted STA Budget for FY 2002/03 & FY 2003/04

(June 2002)
2, Attachment B - Revised STA Budget format

: Attachment C — Revised STA Budget for FY 2002/03
4 Attachment D — FY 2002/03 STAF Funds

3
5.
6

Attachment E — FY 2002/03 Regional STAF Paratransit Funds
Attachment I — FY 2002/03 STIP/STP Swap Funds
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SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
PROPOSED FY 2002-03 AND FY 2003-04 BUDGET
June 10, 2002

ATTACHMENT A

Operafions (Raventie} FY 0203 FY 03.04 0; (Expardinires) FY 0203 FY D3-04
ETA YDA Planning & Admin. (Op] 285617 286,817 STA Salerles & Bennhls $700.477] 5742,505
STA Gas Tax Conirbutian (On)] 286,817 s28B.817 BTA Per Time/Comp Time/Gvedlime: &i6,583 S17.080]
Ges Tay inleres! Ed 114 STA Services and Eupplias 5453212 T425,274
STA BTIP PPM] §75.000 $T4,000 Boord txpensey 38,140, §40,442
Congaslion Marsgerment Planning and Admin SHD.000 §240,n00 SHCI Salatles & Benaflls;
BAROMDIAR 424 $20,235 $20,238 SNCI Port ymelomp TimeiCvertime]
Project Managsment Finda-te. Conneclor| 300,000 $100,000 SNCH Berdees & Suppllas)
Prajecl Management Funds-L30/8E0ER12 £200,000 $300,000 BTA Conlingency] 50} £39,971,
R STIP TAP] 550,000 $50,000 Contribitlons to STA Resena Accoun) 130,000] $20,000;
STIP/STP Swop (firsl phass) SB0,000 $C
i Subiota! I 3238472 51357472
Subloial $1.238,472 11,357,472]
Profect Developmen (Expandiiures)
Frojact Developmant malmnu!! Eolsnotinks Broghims; £75.000] $25,0001
Solanokinks Planning end MarkelnpSTAF $142,000 $142,000 Dixen-Auburm: Comsmuder Rl Sludy $55,000) $0)
Stale Trans!l Assislence for Planning enid Marketing) 584,000 Corire Cozsla Commuter Rall Sludy $50,04p) 0
ST $400,000 ] Froject Markeling Fronram) $95,000) $56,850
STIPFSTP Swap (Nrsl phosze] $80,000 §20,000; . Medet Davelopment] $400,000) 50}
STIF/STR Swap fsecond phese-Expendivr Plan) $145,000 50 STA Model Malntetonce] - $50,000 560,000}
Pianning and / 100,000 . Expendilurz Plan 5245000/ 50}
STIFSTP Swap {third phase-Comidor Study) £700,000 50 Conidor Study [Seg. 2-7) £350,000 50|
BTIP TAP] $50,000 530,000 Conldor Sludy- Unprogramme] 5350,000} 50|
.STA STIFPPM $20,000 570,000 STIP Technicat Assiatnnee {Coflson,FDM] 550,000 §50,600)
Projoc] Delivory Assistance] $70,000) $70,000)
Snuhkolal ST 771,000 42000 ETAF Fund Bulanee| 34 $60,150]
Programs (Revenus) (STA) w I 11, 773, 000] :342,@
Botana Pshalransit Op (TDA] $450,230 B479,200 . Programs (Expendiivres) (STA)
Sofane: Paralranslt Fags Reventic] 30,847 £30,817 Bolano Paralreasl Opsallonsy 5401.147| $510,045]
BAACMD $51,730 531,736 TFCA Alr Guallly Grarks (BAAQMD] 2427 651,728
TFCA Fimd Balonce| 516,691 50 Abendoned Vehicla Abelement Program] $400,060} $409,310)
DMV (AVA Progrim) $400 080 409,310 Teansit Rotle M) $141,66H] £141,556]
Rotte 30 (YSAQMD) $40,000 520,000 FalrfiediSulsun Rall Slatien) S58H,000; ol
Roula 30 {BAAOKD] 28,000 $20,000 Jepaon Perkway Projec!] $200,900] 52500004
Roula 50 {TRA} 585.000 &75,000 HapnfSolano Rtk Study §125,000; i
Roule 30 {fams) §18 GBH 510,666 Conlywdde Traliz Plap] 540,000; 520,000
fell Statton (TCh Grar! $501 000 g TCRP-L-ID/EAGER 12 53,600,000 3,000,000
Jepson Projact {STIP Funds] $200,000 $250,000 TR - Morth Conheclor 51,250,000} £1,250,000)
Maga/Solnne Rull Stedy [TDA ond ETAF ) Canryover! £115,000 50 1-80/680 Contdor Sludy| $100,000] £0]
Hapa/ Solahe Rall Study (STAF] $10,000 50
Tralls (SAQND, $30,000 50 Subisial 87,150,300 Jgﬁ%?i’i}
Tralls (TOA AR 3] $20.000 £20,000
|-B0/6B0/SR 12 (TERP) 3,600,000 $3,800,000
Norh Comecior (FORP) 1,250,000 stzsoome] [ Programs Expendipres) (SNCY
HBO/MBD Corridor Bl ﬂ (TCRP] $100,000 &0 Bpaclstzed City Sorvcos] §1o,000) 510,000
Naw Reslder! Curaach #10,000} $10.000]
Sihlolal 47,350,300 18, 41%?29 Techatcal Servica Ertiancoments] §7.500] $1.500]
Genernl Markeling Proptam| F40,000) $20,000]
Incenllves] $80,000, £20,000)
Frograms {Rovenoe) (SNCD Employer Sulraach Prepremy %15,000; §15,000)
SCI MIC §364,140 5371200 Vanpool Progrem) 55,000, 55,0001
SC1 BAADM $270,000 $270,000. CRSW 2000 £20,000) 520,008
YSAQMD Fand Belance 526,760 L) Gusrentard Rida Home Progrem| £40,260; §20.000
SC1 BAAQMO Fund Balanos| $215.000 113,884 Blkelinks Maps si0,000; $10.000)
Bike lo Work Program| 510,000 . 310,000)
Subiolal :.57%900 3735484 Overpll Program Admkisiretion 534,255 5566,311
Frogram Coniingersy / Raserve] $112,884] $41,353]
l FoTAL, AL REVENUE HERE TR
Seblolal 3875, 600) £755, 164
i TD!Q 1y ALL EKP&NDITUREB $11,235872 53,887,365

Page 3ol 3
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SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY ATTACHMENT B
FY 02-03 AND FY 03-.04 ADOPTED BUDGET
NEW FORMAT, ADOPTED AMOUNTS
REVENUES N EXPENDITURES
Operalions FY 92403 FYD3-04 [a] FY 02-03 FY 0304
GasTax s286,617] $285,617) ETA Ealaties & Banelts $700,477 §742,605|
TOA £286,617] $208,517) STA Fart TimefComp Time/Cveitime $16,503 £47,080
STP Plannlng 140,000] $240,000] 5TA Seqvices and Suppliaai $453,272 © 5488,274
STRISTIP Svap| 580,000 0] Board Expenses $38,140 340,442
STIP PPM 575,000 574,000 SNCI Salarles & Beneflia
THCA BAAQMD 320,230 $20,23g] SN Part BmeiComp Time/Ovartime
TFCA BNCI . SNCI Bervices & Suppllss
TOA Artlcle 3 Conirlbuliong lo STA Reserve Account, 30,000 50
ToRP LB0/6BD/12| $200,000 F300,000)|
TGRP North Connector, 100,000 §1400,000) Sublolal 34,238,472 $1,208.302
PCRP
MTC Rideshare Slrategic Planning
DMY AVA - Fianning ManagemenAdminlstmtion
STiP TAP 50,000 $50,000/ Comprehansive Transpetiztion Pian
Model Development/Malnlenance 480,000 380,000
Sublolal 31,238,472 81,357,472 Expendhure Plan| 245,000 30|
Countywlds PedestrianfTralls Plan AD,DCD| 520,000
Slrategic Plaraing Countywide Blcycle Plan
TOA Planning 29,boD| Tralfic Salsty Plan Update
STAF 14Z,000 $442,000 Unlen SiMaln 5t Feasibliily Study
STAF Planning 17,000 30 Napa/Solano Rall Study| 125.000,
ETAF Regional Parairansit Blonfiubuim Rell Study 56,000
STP Planning 100,000 50 Conira G Rall Skidy 50,000
STRISTIP Swap, 225,000 §80,000
5TIP PPM © 70,000 370,000 ) Subiotal J906,000 3100000
87IF 400,000/ $0
YEADMD, 20,000/ 50 Projest Davelopnrent
TDA Astice 3 20,000/ $20,000 Projest Monlieting 50,000 50,0001
Stale TEA Preject ManagemenbAdministration 70,000 70,000
Donati . 80 Gorrldor Bludy {Seyments 6-7) 360,000
FBD/6BD/TRO Gorr Study (Seg 2-7) 350,000
Subtotal 41,185,060 3312000 |-B0/EB0/780 Gor Transit Sludy 100,000,
Senior and Disabied Transk Study|
Project Cavefopnent STAF Fund Eslance 30 360,150
BTAF
BTAF Reglonat Paralransit Subiolal 4920,000 3180150
STPYSTIP Bwap 700,000
&TIP PPM Capifel Projscts
STPTAP #H 50,00D; $50,000 Japson Parkway £250,000
STIP TAP #2 1-8D¥6R0/12 Interchange PATED)| £3,800,000
TCRP Corrder Study| 100,000 30 Rorih Conneclar PAED $1,260,000]
PCRP|
BP&R Subleial 35,300,650
Sublotal 50,000 850,000 STA Progrants
Marketing Program 85,000 £56,850
SolanoLlnka Maskeling 26,000 $26,000
Cnplial Profects . Eventa|
5TIP 200,000 $250,000) TFCA Alr Quality Progam 1427 $51,736
TORP 1BOMGACH 2] 3,800,000 $3,800,000 - Fakfiald CNG Bus Piogam,
TCRP Motth Connaglor, 1,250,000 51,230,000 - Benlcla Bug Blop Frogram
- Fauldield Electrls Chargers|
- Falrfleld Bua Trakle Signat Pricsittzation
Sublolal $5.250,000 45,300,600 « Bolano Collegs Efeclrlc Charpars.
- Ainatiocated
STA Programs Abandonad Vehicle Abateiment Program 400,050 $40%,310
Gas Tay
STAF Plahning Sublolel 741,487 35424808 ‘
TFCA BAADMD 221,427 $51,138 i
TFCA BNCI SNCI Progimnte ‘
DMV AvA Program| 490,050 $402,310 Spaclalized Clty Setvices 10,000 _10,000 }
Porations Hew Resident Oulreach 10,000| - 10,000
Genetal Marketing Program 40,000 20,000 }
Subilolsl 821,487 461,045 Incentives 60,000 520,060 |
Employer/#npeol Outreach Program 20,000 320,000
SNOT Progrems: Orline Gampsign 27,6040 27,600
- TFCA GNCI 405,000 343,04 Guarantead Rils Home Program. 40,280 520,000/
YSAGMD ENCI 26,760 o aikelktha Maps 10,000 310,000
HMTC Rideshars 364,140 an,2e0) - Rlke o Work Campakink 40,060 510,000
Daomatlons Overal! Program Adminisiration 534,258 $668,311
Frogram Contingency/Raserva 113,884 341,353
Sublofal 3875 600 3755,184 Sublofit! 4875,000 3755164
Yrortsit Programs. Tronslt Programs
BTAF Reglonal Paralransit . Selano Paratransil Oparations | 481,147 $510,016
TFCA BAAGME 24,000 $28,000 Tienslt Routs 30 Cporatiena 111,668, $141,656
YEAQMD| 40,600 £20,000 Translt Rovta 30 Crplal
Dilher| 554,813 603,682 Solana Pantrenalkt Copllal
Subloial 4622,815 3651,852
Sublotal §822,813 - 3851603
Lozsal Apency Propirofecta
Lecal Aganoy ProgiPrafects Solnno County TLC Program
BTAF Sulsun Cily Amtrak Lot improvemenls £01,600
ETIP ADPE| Capitol Conldor Prelim Station Desigh:
TCI fE,po0 0 Vallajo Tranelt Gapilal
Loaat Tranell Sludies (FF, RY, Valle|o)
Bubiotal $501,000 30 Sublofal 507,000 3
H TOTAL, ALL REVENUES 311,235,072 50,887,086 | TOTAL, ALL EXPENDITURES $11,235,872 $0,810, 184
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S.OLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY ATTACHMENT C

FY 02-03 BUDGET
NEW FORMAT, REVISED AMOUNTS -
REVENUES EXPENDITURES
Operaticns FY 02-03 aperetions FY 0203
GasTax S27T.419) STA Salaries & Bevnelity $788,330
TDA| $386,617 5TA Past Time/Comp Time/Overtime §20,000
STP Plahning $120,000 STA Servicas and Supplies $487,970
STPISTIP Swap| 5331, 715] Board Expenses 341,440
STIP PPM 834,193 SNCI Salardes & Benefits 248,211
TFGA BAAGMD 520,238 SNCI Part time/Comp Time/Overtime 4,000
TFCA SNCI 181,020 SNEI Servicas & Supplins| 124,882
TDA Antkcle 3 8,000 Contributicns to STA Reserve Account| 50,000
TCRP FBOMGR0M2 550,000
TCRP Nasth Connector 360,000 Svbiofal 1,844,633
PCRE 25,000
MTC Rideshare 335,640 Strafegic Plenning
DV AVA| 5,000 Planning Management/Adminiztralion 10,000
Comprehensive Trnsportation Plan 75,000
Medel b i 480,000
Subiotal §1,815833 Expendlture Pian 215,000
Counlywida Pedeastrian/Trails Plan Hooa1
Sirategle Planning Gountywide Bicycle Plan 5,000
TOA Planning 30,000 TFraffls Safety Flan Update 10,000
STAF 400,000 Union Stimaln St Feaslbliity Study 20,000
BTAF Planning 40,000 NapaiSolano Rafl Study 125,000
STF Pianning 10,000 Dion/Auburn Rall Study 60,000
STP/STIF Bwap 80,000 Contra CostarSolznoe Rall Study| 85,000
S8 FPM 101,000
sTIP 360,000
YSAQMD 20,0001 Sublofal 1,178,081
TDA Ardlcle 3 27,000/
State TEA £8,081 Praject Develop
Donations $40,000. Profect Menltoring, 49,100
Project i 10,000
Sublofel 31, 175_.:{“311 +80 Corflder Study {Segments 6-7) 26,050
|-80/689/730 Corr Study (Seg 2-7) 7H,700
Froject Development 1-80/680/780 Carr Transgit Study 250,000
STAF 20,800 Senior and Bisabled Transit Study 100,060:
STAF Reglenal P: 80,000
STPISTIP Swap 350,000
STIP PPM 78,807 Subfotal 31,145,850
STiIP TAR #1 19,100
STIP TAP #2 30,000 Capitai Projecls
TCRP Corvidor Study)| 517942 Jepson Patkveay 260,332
PCRP §250,000 -BO/GBOS 12 lerchange PAVED 1,327,000
SPar 300,000 Morth Connactor PAED, 655, 000
Sublotal 51, 145850
Sublotel §2.247.332
Capital Projecis
TP 260,332 STA Programs
TCRP 180/680/12 1,327,000 Markeling Program 56,000
TCRP North Connector| 635,000 SolanoLiiks Marketing| 35,000/
Evants| 32,0001
TFCA AIr Quality Program
Sublotal 32,242,332 - Fairfleld CNG Bus Profiram 75,000
- Benicla Bus Stop Program 75,000
STA Programs ~ Fairfield Elecirle Chargers 27,000
Gas Tax| 10,100 ~ Faifield Bus Traffic Sigral Pricritization 100,000
BYAF Planning 102,000 - Solano Collega Electde Chargars 30,000
TFCA BAAGQMD a72,827 - Unallocated 65,627
TFCA BNC), 6,000 Abandongd Vehicle Abatement Program 395 D60
DMV AVA Program 395,060
Donations 4,800
Sublolal 3889, 657
Sublotal 3849, 657
SNCI Prograins
SNCI Programs Specialized City Services 10,000
TFCA 8NCY 161,000 New Resfdent Outreach 10,000
YSAQMED SNCI 27,260 Ganefal Maikating Program 40,060
MTG Rideshare 27,500 Incenbves 60,000
Donatlons: 3575 Employervanpoo! Culreach Progtam 20,000
On-ine Camprign 15,000
Guaranteed Ride Home Program 40,280,
Sublofal §219,335 BlkeLlnks Maps 14,075
Elke to Work C: 10,060
Transit Programs
BTAF Reglonal Paratransit 100,000
TFCA BAAGQMD:, 26,800/ Sublotal 3219335
YEACMD| 40,000/
Other| 1,232,082 Yransit Progrems
Solane Parabansit Operations 481,347
Transit Route 30 Oparatlons 141,800/
Sobiotal 31,308,867 Transit Reute 30 Capltal, 429,419
Solane Peratransit Capilal 346,796
Loaal Agengy Prog/Projects
ETAF 244,313
STIP ADPE 113,364 Swblolal §1,398,852
T £91,000:
Local Agency Prog/Profeols
Sulsun Clly Amtrak Lot Improvements| 691,000/
Subtotal 348,677 Capitel Corridor Prefim Staflon Design, 112,364
Vallejo Transtt Capltal 82,932
TOTAL, ALL REVENUES §9,B26,867 Local Transit Stuties (FF, RY, Va!leju) 161,281
, Sublotal F948,677
TOTAL, ALL EXPENDITURES 39,835,657
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ATTACHMENT D

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS (STAF)
SOLANO COUNTY SHARE
FY 2002-03 FUND ESTIMATE AND COMMITMENTS

FY 2002-03 FUND ESTIMATE

Carryover’ $957,342
FY 2002-03 Funds' $400,589
Total Available $1,357,941
ICOMMITMENTS
Vallejo Transit
Shortfall of match for refurbishment $61,991 Approved by STA May 2001
of 5 coaches {to be claimed by STA)
Shortfall of match for purchase of 3 20,941 Approved by STA May 2001
coaches {to be claimed by STA)
Fairfieid/Suisun Transit _
Match for 5 replacement coaches 158,000 Approved by STA May 2001
(to be claimed by Fairfield)
Shortfall for CNG conversions of 2 2711189 Approved by STA April 2002
coaches and fueling facility (o be claimed by Fairfield)
Solano Transportation Authority
Dixon-Auburn Commuter Rail Study 60,000
Contra Costa-Solano Comm. Rail Study 65,000
FY 01-02 Planning Shortfall 261,529 Approved by STA July 2002
FY 02-03 Solanolinks Ping & Mkig 87,980 Approved by STA June 2002
Planning Studies 200,000 Approved by STA Sept, 2002
Member Agency Planning Studies
Fairfield 60,000 -
Rio Vista 41,381
Vallejo 60,000
TOTAL COMMITMENTS $1,357,941
BALANCE AVAILABLE 30

1: Estimate based on MTC Resolution No. 3436 Revised, May 22, 2002, Carryover balances are based on data from MTC's Finance
. Gection with adjustments to reflect Gommission actions in December 2001 and January 2002.
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ATTACHMENT E

STATE TRANSIT ASSISTANCE FUNDS (STAF)
REGIONAL PARATRANSIT
SOLANO COUNTY SHARE
FY 2002-03 FUND ESTIMATE AND COMMITMENTS

FY 2002-03 FUND ESTIMATE

Carryover' $481,205
FY 2002-03 Funds! $169,062
Tota] Available $651,167

|PROPOSED COMMITMENTS

Fairfield/Suisun Transit :
5 Replacement Paratransit Vans ' 346,796

Vallejo Transit
Paratransit Operations 84,981
Solano Transportation Authority
Elderly and Disabled Transit Study 80,000
STA Planning and Administration 100,000
{Swap for TDA §)
Total Proposed Commitmenis $611,777
BALANCE AVAILABLE $39,390

1: Estimate based on MTC Resolution No. 3436 Revised, May 22, 2002. Carryover balances are based on data from MTG's Finance
Section with adjustments to reflect Commission actions in December 2001 and January 2002.
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ATTACHMENT F

STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP)
SWAP FOR SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUNDS
SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
FY 2002-03 FUNDS AVAILABLE AND COMMITMENTS
UPDATED BOARD ACTION

FY 2002-03 FUNDS AVAILABLE

FY 2002-03 Funds $1,165,000

Total Available $1,165,000

PROPOSED COMMITMENTS

STA Operations

Salaries and Services/Supplies 331,715
STA Strategic Planning

Model Development & Maintenance 80,000
STA Project Development

[-80/680/780 Corridor Study (Seq. 2-7) 350,000
Total Proposed Commitments $761,715

BALANCE AVAILABLE (Contingency) $403,285
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ATTACHMENT G

STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP)
SWAP FOR SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUNDS
SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
FY 2002-03 FUNDS AVAILABLE AND COMMITMENTS
PREVIOUS BOARD ACTION

FY 2002-03 FUNDS AVAILABLE

FY 2002-03 Funds $1,165,000
Total Available $1,165,000
PREVIOUS COMMITMENTS
Planning and Administration 465,000
o Countywide Traffic Modeling $400,000 in STIP for modeling
o Staff support for project fund admin,
monitoring, and planning
o Expenditure Plan Not eligible
STA Project Development
o {-80/680/780 Corridor Study (Seq. 2-7) 500,000 Partial funding from SP&R grant
o Truck Scales Relocation Study 200,000 Funded with TCRP
Total Previous Commitments $1,165,000
BALANCE AVAILABLE (Contingency) $0
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Agenda ltem I1X 4
December 11, 2002

STa

Solaro Cransportation Audhatity

DATE: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board |
FROM: Janice Sells, Program Manager/Analyst
RE: Drafi Legislative Platform for 2003
Discussion:

In preparation for the 2003 legislative session, STA staff has prepared a draft legislative
platform for review and comment by the STA TAC, Transit Consortium and Board of
Directors (see attached). The platform is designed to guide the STA’s legislative advocacy
efforts during the forthcoming legislative year. The platform has been divided into twelve
policy areas that collectively cover the range of STA’s transportation planning,
programming, and administrative responsibilities.

Please review and forward any comments to Janice Sells at jsells@STA-SNCI.com or fax to
707.424.6074.

Recommendations:
Authorize STA Staff to distribute the Draft 2003 Legislative Priorities and Platform to
member agencies and interested parties for a 30-day review and comment period.
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Solano Transportation Authority
Draft 2003 Legislative Priorities and Platform

LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES

1.

Monitor and support, as appropriate, legislative proposals to increase
funding for transportation infrastructure

Oppose efforts to reduce or divert funding from transportation
projects.

Pursue project funding:

1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange.

Jepson Parkway Project

Vallejo Intermodal Station

Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service
Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal Station
Capitol Corridor Rail Service
Inter-city transit

O

Support the extension of the 55% vote threshold to county
transportation infrastructure measures.

Monitor legislative efforts to merge MTC and ABAG governing
boards and their respective responsibilities.

Monitor the development of the 33 toll bridge legislation and support
the inclusion of Solano County s priority transportation projects that
have a nexus to the relevant State Owned Bay Area Toll Bridges in
Solano County (Benicia and Carquinez).
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LEGISLATIVE PLATFORM

L

Air Quality

I.

10.

Sponsor use of Petroleum Violation Escrow Account (PVEA) funds
for clean fuel projects.

Monitor and review approval of the 2004 Ozone Attainment Plan by
EPA.

Support legislation, which ensures that any fees imposed to reduce
vehicle miles traveled, or to control mobile source emissions are used
to support transportation programs that provide congestion relief or
benefit air quality.

Monitor legislation providing infrastructure for low and zero emission
vehicles.

Monitor and comment on regulations regarding diesel fuel exhaust
particulates and alternative fuels.

Support policies that improve the environmental review process to
minimize conflicts between transportation and air quality
requirements.

Monitor energy policies and alternative fuel legislation or regulation
that may affect fleet vehicle requirements for mandated use of
alternative fuels.

Support legislation to provide funding for innovative,
mtelligent/advanced transportation and air quality programs, which
relieve congestion, improve air quality and enhance economic
development.

Support legislation to finance cost effective conversion of public
transit fleets to alternative fuels.

Support income tax benefits or incentives that encourage use of

alternative fuel vehicles, van pools and public transit without reducing
existing transportation or air quality funding levels.
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11 Americans with Disabilities Act

1.  Request the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) to retain the
present mobility-related definition of handicapped for transit fare
reductions and not change to the Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) definition.

2. Encourage new or revised guidelines to provide more flexible ADA
access to trails, bike routes and transit

1Il.  Alternative Modes (Bicycles, HOV, Livable Communities, Ridesharing)

1. Support legislation promoting bicycling and bicycle facilities as a
commute option.

2. Support consistent and standardized monitoring of High Occupancy
Vehicle (HOV) lane performance by Caltrans.

3. Oppose expanded use of HOV lanes for purposes not related to
congestion relief and air quality improvement.

4. Monitor legislation providing land use incentives in connection with
rail and multimodal transit stations — transit oriented development.

V.  Congestion Management

1. Support administrative or legislative action to ensure consistency
among the Federal congestion management and the State’s
Congestion Management Program requirements.

V. Employee Relations

1.  Monitor legislation and regulations affecting labor relations, employee
rights, benefits, and working conditions. Preserve a balance between
the needs of the employees and the resources of public employers that
have a legal fiduciary responsibility to taxpayers.

2. Monitor any legislation affecting workers compensation that impacts

employee benefits, control of costs, and, in particular, changes that
affect self-insured employers.
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Funding

l.

10.

11.

Protect Solano County’s statutory portions of the state highway and
transit funding programs.

Seek a fair share for Solano County of any state discretionary funding
made available for transportation grants or programs.

Protect State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) from use
for purposes other than those covered in SB 140 of 1997 reforming
transportation planning and programming,

Support state budget and California Transportation Commission
allocation to fully fund projects for Solano County included in the
State Transportation Improvement Program and the Comprehensive
Transportation Plans of the county.

Support transportation initiatives that increase the overall funding
levels for transportation priorities in Solano County.

Advocate for primacy of general transportation infrastructure funding
over high-speed rail project and Bay Area Ferry Authority.

Support measures to restore local government’s property tax revenues
used for general fund purposes, including road rehabilitation and
maintenance.

Seek a fair share for Solano County of any federal funding made
available for transportation programs and projects.

Support legislation to secure adequate budget appropriations for
highway, bus, rail, air quality and mobility programs in Solano
County.

Monitor and react as necessary to any proposed TEA-21 mid-term
corrections bill.

Support state policies that assure timely allocation of transportation

revenue, including allocations of new funds available to the STIP
process as soon as they are available.
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12.

13.

14.

15.

Support legislation or the development of administrative policies to
allow a program credit for local funds spent on accelerating STIP
projects through right-of-way purchases, or environmental and
engineering consultant efforts.

Support or seek legislation to assure a dedicated source of funding,
other than the State Highway Account for local street and road
maintenance and repairs.

Monitor the distribution of state transportation demand management

- funding.

Oppose any proposal that could reduce Solano County’s opportunity
to receive transportation funds, including diversion of state
transportation revenues for other purposes. Fund sources include, but
are not limited to, the Petroleum Violation Escrow Account (PVEA),
State Highway Account (SHA), Public Transit Account (PTA), and
Transportation Development Act (TDA) and any ballot initiative.

VI Liability

1.

Monttor legislation affecting the liability of public entities,
particularly in personal injury or other civil wrong legal actions.

VIII. Paratransit

L.

In partnership with other affected agencies and local governments
seck additional funding for paratransit operations, including service
for persons with disabilities and senior citizens.

IX.  Project Delivery

1.

Support legislation to encourage the Federal Highway Administration,
Federal Transit Administration, and the Environmental Protection
Agency to reform administrative procedures to expedite federal
review and reduce delays in payments to local agencies and their
contractors for transportation project development, right-of-way and
construction activities.

Support legislation and/or administrative reforms to enhance Caltrans
project delivery, such as simultaneous Environmental Impact Report

68




X1

XII

(EIR) and engineering studies, and a reasonable level of contracting
out of appropriate activities to the private sector.

3. Support legislation and/or administrative reforms that result in cost
savings to environmental clearance processes for transportation
construction projects.

4, Continue to streamline federal application/reporting/monitoring
requirements to ensure efficiency and usefulness of data collected and
eliminate unnecessary and/or duplicative requirements.

Rail/Ferry

1. In partnership with other affected agencies, sponsor making Capitol
Corridor Joint Powers Authority an eligible operator for state transit
assistance with funds to be apportioned to member agencics.

2. In partnership with other counties located along Capitol Corridor, seek
expanded state commitment for funding passenger rail service
whether state or locally administered.

3. Support legislation and/or budgetary actions to assure a fair share of
State revenues of intercity rail (provided by Capitol Corridor) funding
for Northern California and Solano County.

4, Seek legislation to assure that dedicated state intercity rail funding 1s
allocated to the regions administering each portion of the system and
assure that funding 1s distributed on an equitable basis.

Safety

1. Support legislation or administrative procedures to streamline the
process for local agencies to receive funds for road repair from the
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).

Transit

1.  Protect funding levels for transit by opposing state funding source
reduction without substitution of comparable revenue.

2. Support an income tax credit to employers for subsidizing employee

transit passes.
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Support tax benefits and/or incentives for transportation demand
management programs and alternative fuel programs to promote the
use of public transit.

In partnership with other transit agencies seek strategies to assure
public transit receives a fair share of funding for welfare-to-work
social services care, and other community-based programs.

Due to the elimination/reduction of Federal transit operating
subsidies, support legislation to also eliminate or ease Federal
requirements and regulations regarding transit operations.
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Agenda Item X A
December 11, 2002

STa

Sofano Cransportation Authaortty

DATE: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM: Mike Duncan, Director of Projects
RE: TIP Conformity Update

Background:
A lawsuit that challenges EPA’s finding that the Motor Vehicle Emissions Budget (MVEB) is

adequate to “conform” to federal air quality standards was heard by the Ninth Circuit Court on
October 7, 2002. Because of this lawsuit, the 2001 TIP lapsed on October 5™ and MTC could
not approve a 2003 TIP with projects that had an impact on air quality. MTC developed an
“Interim” TTP that includes projects that do not have an impact on air quality (exempt projects)
and projects necessary to meet Transportation Control Measures (TCMs).

Discussion: ‘

On November 12" the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) partially approved the Interim TIP. Over 1,000 air quality “exempt”
projects were approved, but the projects to support TCM 2 (e.g., park and ride lots) and HOV
lane expansion projects are still being reviewed. A final decision on these projects is expected
by March 1, 2003 from FHWA and FTA.

On November 13", the U.S. Ninth Circuit Court dismissed the lawsuit against EPA. The ruling
is likely to be appealed by the plaintiffs; however, MTC plans to move forward and prepare a
new Draft 2003 TIP that would supercede the Interim TIP once it is approved by Caltrans,
FHWA and FTA. If the lawsuit is not appealed, MTC anticipates the 2003 TIP could be in place
by late January or early February. In the meantime, projects that have been approved in the
Interim TIP can move forward or projects that have received certain Federal actions before
October 5, 2002 (the date of the lapse of the 2001 TIP), can also proceed and receive Federal
funds.

Recommendation:

Informational.

Attachment
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METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter

M T TRANSPORTATION 0L Highth Streer
Oskdand, CA 94607-4700
. COMMISSION Tel: $10.464.7700
TDD/TTY: 510.464,7769
Tax: $10.464. 7848
Memorandum
TO: Commission and Bay Area Partnership DATE: November 13, 2002

FR: Executive Director

RE: EPA Wins Conformity Lawsuit

The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals today dismissed the petition brought by several
environmental groups challenging EPA’s approval of the motor vehicle emissions budget
(MVEB) that MTC uses to make conformity determinations on our plans and programs.
This court action should clear the way for the Commission to consider a conformity
finding and approval action on the full 2003 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP),
which will probably occur in January following a new public hearing and comment period.

Ironically, the Federal Highway and Transit Administrations yesterday partially approved
the Interim TIP adopted by the Commission last month because the region lacked an
approved MVEB. The federal agencies approved over 1,000 “exempt” safety and
rehabilitation projects included in the Interim TIP, but they are still reviewing the TCM 2-
related transit and HOV lane expansion projects with action expected on those 27 projects
by March 1, 2003. The federal agencies also disapproved a few other minor projects for
various reasons, all of which is described in detail in the attached letter,

Additional detail on the Interim TIP action will be provided at a staff level to the Bay Area
Partnership. As noted above, however, subsequent approval of a full 2003 TIP essentially
would moot any remaining project issues with the Interim TIP. In the meantime, if you
have any questions or comments, please direct them to MTC General Counsel Francis
Chin or Deputy Director Therese McMillan,

Steve Heminger

Attachment
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BEa

(o, U.S. DPEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

&
5 4.‘_:5 FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
3 CALIFORNIA DIVISION
#ﬁé" 980 Ninth Street, Suite 400
fiaren oh Sacramento, CA. 95814-2724

November 12, 2002

IN REPLY REFER TD

HDA-CA
File #: 1040.2 MTC
Document #: 40583

Mr. Jeff Morales, Director

California Department of Transportation
1120 N Street

Sacramento, California 95814

Attention: Federal Resources Branch, Room 3500
Dear Mr. Morales:

SUBJECT: FSTIP Approval for MTC’s Interim FY 2003 Transportation Improvement
Program

On October 30, 2002, the California Department of Transportation submitted to the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC) Interim FY 2003 Transportation
Improvement Program (TIP) for inclusion into the California FY 2002/03-2004/05 Federal
Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (FSTIP). The MTC Board adopted the Interim
TIP on October 23, 2002 (Resolution No. 3510) and found that the projects contained in the
Interim TIP did not require a conformity determination.

Exempt Projects that may Proceed: The FHWA and the FTA have completed our review of
MTC’s interim TIP. In order to re-establish Federal transportation funding in the San Francisco
Bay Area, the FHWA and the FTA are expediting our approval of over 1000 projects valued at
approximately $6.3 billion contained in the interim TIP and identified as “exempt.” These
“exempt” projects consist of all those submitted, except those listed below and identified in
Enclosures A, B, C, and D.

Previously Authorized Projects that may Proceed (Enclosure A): Projects that were

authorized prior to the Qctober 4, 2002, conformity lapse may proceed. They are not “exempt,”
but based on FHWA/FTA’s January 2, 2002, guidance, Revised Guidance for Implementing the
March 1999 Circuit Court Decision Affecting Transportation Conformity, any project phase
authorized prior to the conformity lapse may be completed during the conformity lapse. MTC
has identified 46 of the “TCM-related” projects as being authorized for construction prior to the
October 4, 2002, transportation conformity lapse date. If that is confirmed, then these 46
projects (listed in Enclosure A) may proceed.

Disapproved Projects (Enclosure B): The four projects shown in Enclosure B are not exempt
from conformity requirements, or have other issues that preclude their approval, and are not

approved for inclusion in the FSTIP.
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Projects for Which Federal Decision is being Deferred (Enclosure C): The remaining 27
“TCM-related projects,” identified in Enclosure C, are still under review by our offices. They
are not approved for inclusion in the FSTIP while we consider the proposed category of “TCM
related projects” in the context of the provisions of the conformity rule and the public comments
that we have received. We anticipate making a final decision on the “TCM-related projects” by
March 1, 2003. Based on supplemental information provided by the MTC, only 3 of the 27
projects reflected in Enclosure C would require a Federal action prior to March 1, 2003.

Projects Included for Information Purposes Only The interim TIP contains projects that
were included by MTC for informational purposes only. As you know, such projects may not

proceed at this time, nor are they approved, but they may be included in a future TIP at the
appropriate time. These projects include the “Housing Incentive Program projects” that are
listed in Enclosure D and projects that are outside the timeframe of the triennial element of the
interim TIP.

With the preceding stipulations, the FHWA and the FTA find that the interim TIP was developed
in accordance with 23 CFR 450 and was based on a continuing, cooperative and comprehensive
planning process in accordance with 23 USC 134, 23 CFR 450, and section 49 USC 53 of the
Federal Transit Act. The projects being approved into the FSTIP were found to be exempt from
the requirement that a conformity determination be made consistent with 40 CFR 93.126 and/or
93.127. This finding has been coordinated with the Environmental Protection Agency.

This letter constitutes joint FHWA and FTA approval for inclusion of the exempt projects
contained in the MTC’s Interim FY 2003 TIP into the FSTIP, not including the projects listed in
Enclosures A, B, C, and D. This approval is made with the understanding that the FTA funding
approval on individual projects contained in the FSTIP are subject to the grantees meeting all
necessary FTA administrative requirements,

If you have questions regarding this approval please contact Ms, Sue Kiser, FHWA at 916-498-
5009 or Mr. Ray Suyks, FTA at 415-744-3116,

Sincerely,
/s/ Leslie Rogers /s/ K, Sue Kiser (for)
Leslie Rogers Gary N. Hamby
Regional Administrator Division Administrator
Federal Transit Administration Federal Highway Administration

4 Enclosures
(S-40681/40682/40683/40684)
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ce:

MTC

EPA, Region IX

Caltrans:
Federal Resources Branch, Dick Petrie
Office of Local Programs, Terry Abbott
Transportation Programming, Kris Balaji
Transportation Planning, Sharon Scherzinger

FHWA:

New 2002/03-2004/05 FSTIP Binder
MTC TIP Binder

IMazur/bsg
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“Transit/
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Hury!
Local

PROJ
ECT PUR-

SPONSOR TIPID# Tounly Rdwy PROJNAME TYPE ‘POSE

Actlon/Date
to Awd

Total Committed Grant No. & Contract for

‘Funding

¥r

-Constructn .

PROJECTS WITH POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL FEDERAL ACTION - DRAFT SUBJECT TO CHANGE -
No - Plan to
Livermore FTA Grant |bid next 2
Valley Center CAD30680B  |weeks;
ALA PnR Parking {Mass approved design & PE | NO; Now on
1|LAVTA 010082 |Atameda |Transit [Structure.  [Trans |Other 8,518,664{9/26/02 done TCM-2 List
NO;TIP
Ame
FTA Grant m gdg-ﬁ
Sonoma Landfill Gas CAQ0YDS5, needea,
County SON - Conversion approved Propose as
2| Transit 010023 1Sonoma iTransit |Project Other |Other 519,015]9/17/02 No Exempt Proj
SR 28 Rio |Mass
Del Mar Trans Noj; using
American  [NAP Intermodal  |Bldgs |Expan only logal NO; Now on
3jCanyon 991030 |Napa Transit [Station & Oth Jsion 125,000 funds Not yet TCM-2 List
YES -
FTA Grant |Constructn
Rapid Rall  [Mass CAD30598- |contract
JPB San Related Trans |Expan 02 approved |installation of
4lCaltrain 930011 [Maieo [Transit |Projects Rail Ision 564,780{9/17/02 fencing, etc, YES
Caltrain FTA Grant |YES,Cntret
Track Mass CA90Y123, |awarded
JPB San Crossover - (Trans |Transit approved 4/4{02, NTP
5iCaltrain 99008¢ {Mateo [Transit [San Mateo JOth (Ops 78,903,851|7/9/02 &M/02 YES
11/12/2002
Page 1 of 5

76




Transit/
State

Action/Date

qtoAwd -

“Total Committed Grant No. & Contract for
Funding Yr ‘Constructn

Huy! PROJ
Local ECT PUR-
Rdwy ‘PROJ NAME TYPE POSE

SPONSOR TIPID# Counly

PROJECTS WITH POSSIBLE ADDITIONAL FEDERAL ACTION - DRAFT SUBJECT TO CHANGE -

Vasona YES -
Corridor FTA Grant |Contract for
Extension Mass - CABDYD67 {constructn
sSCL Santa Woz Way fo [Trans approved awarded
22IVTA 951083 |Clara  |Transit |Campbell Rail [Jan 212,000,000 8/28/01 9/22/01 YES
o NC;TIP
XOT
Multimodal  |Mass Amendmt
Transp. Trans needed;
sOL Center: Bldgs |Transit Propose as
23|Dixon 010029 [Solano |Transit |Phase2  }& Oth |Ops 440,000{No No Exempt Proj

YES,
Mass Censtructn
Trans . Calfrans E78|Coniract
Mountain SCE Santa Downtown  |Bldgs {Expan approved awarded
25 [ View 991054 |Clara Transit [Transit Plaza {& Oth |sion 1,075,000|9/27/01 12/141/01 YES
Sunnyvale {Mass
Multimodal  |Trans Caltrans E78{YES,
SCL Santa Transit Bldgs |Expan approved Contract
26{Sunnyvale |99LCD2 {Clara  {Translt |Sigfion & Oth |slon §73,158)9/27/01 awarded YES
All funding
Mass awarded,
ALA WestEnd  |Trans {Expan project Project
28| Alameda 950055 |Atameda {Transit {Ferry Vessel [Ferty {sion 5,500,000|complete  |completed. YES
YES,
San FTA Grant |Constructn
San Francisco Mass CA0303940 {Contract
BRT Francisc Airport Trans |Expan 9approved jawarded
30|BART 975004 |o Translt |Extension  [Rall |sion 1,476.764,165{5/117/02 2/12/98 YES
YES,
Consfrucin
S~ San Downtown  {Mass [Expan Caltrans E76]{contract
31|San Mateo 850008 |Mateo |Transit {transit center {Trans |sion 6,851,000{Completed  112/17/98 YES
FTA Grant
San Advanced |Mass CAD3N3E3  [YES, grant
SF- Francisc Train Control {Trans |Expan approved nearty ready
32 MUNI 950002 o Transit |System Rail tsion 66,563,175]1/24/91 to clese-out YES
1112/2002
Page 3 of 5
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~‘State

L

“Local

DDITIONAL FEDERAL ACTION - DRAFT SUBJECT TO CHANGE -

PROJ
ECT ‘BUR-

SPONSOR TIPID# Counly . “Rdwy PROJNAME TYPE ‘POSE

“Funding

Nr

-Action/Dale
o Awd

“Total Commilted -Grant No..& Contract for

-Constructn

PROJECTS WITH POSSIBLE A

Treasure FTA Grant
San tsland Mass CAQ0Y124 |Yes: terminal
San SF- Francisc Permanent |Trans awarded platform
44\Francisco 010036 o Transit {Ferry Term  |Ferry 1,502 997{7/30/02 rehab YES
Benicia iMass No, plan
Intermodal  {Trans canstructn in
50L Transporia- |Bidgs 18-24 NO; Now on
45|Benicia 010031 {Solano  |Transht {tion Station |& Oth 2,500,000{No mehths TCM-2 List
: Fairfield/Va- |Mass
soL caville Rail  |Trans Notina NO; Now on
461 Fairfield 030002 |Salane |Transit [Station Rail 4,575,000|grant yet No TCM-2 List
11/12/2002
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PROJECTS IN THE INTERIM TIP IDENTIFIED AS "TCM RELATED"
Projects with prior approval
Projects may proceed u

non confirmation of

nrior approval

Enclosure A

Transit/State
Hwy/l.oeal
TIPID# SPONSOR County Roacdway PROJECT NAME PROJECT TYPE
1|ALA990016 [ACCMA Alameda State Hwy 1-680 SB aux lane, HOV {Sunol Grade) Highway - HOV
21CC-990004 |Caltrans Contra Costa {State Hwy 1-680 HOV Lanes - Marina Vista to N. Main St. Highway - HOV
3|SCL990041  |Caltrans Santa Clara |State Hwy Route 87 Guadalupe Freeway Corridor Highway - HOV
4|ALAQD0010 {Caltrans Alameda State Hwy |-80 Easthound HOV Lane Extension Highway - HOV
5/CC-950011 JCCTA Contra Costa |State Hwy SR4 East: Bailey to Railroad Avenue Highway - HOV
6|MRN970046 {Novato Mariry State Hwy .S, 101 HOV Lane ramp meteting Highway - HOV
7IMRNS70051 {San Rafael {Marin State Hwy SB onjoff ramp, HOV, metering at Lucas Valley Highway - HOV
8|SCLO10007 {VTA Santa Clara | State Hwy SR-237/1-880 Interchange Improvements Highway - HOV
o|SCLO10018  {VTA Santa Clara |State Hwy Rt 85/US101 NB I/C Modification (Mt. View) Highway - HOV
10§5CL990027  |VTA Santa Clara |State Hwy US 101 Widening in San Jose. Highway - HOV
11]CC-895A09 |AC Transit |Alameda Transit San Pablo Corridor Transit System {Mass Transit - Other
12]ALASS0055 |Alameda Alameda Transit West End Ferry Vessel Mass Fransit - Ferry
American Mass Transit -
13|NAPS91030 (Canyon Napa Transit SR 29 Rio Del Mar Intermodal Station Buildings & Other
Mass Transit -
14|ALAS90008 |BART Alameda Transit Fruitvale Transit Village Project Buildings & Other
San
151BRT975004 |BART Francisco Transit San Francisco Airport Extension Mass Transit - Rail
Mass Transit -
16|S0L010031 |Benicia Solano Transit |Benicia Intermodal Transportation Station Buildings & Other
17|JPBYS0O11  [Caltrain San Mateo | Transit Rapid Rail Related Projects Mass Transit - Rail
18{JPB990099  |Caltrain SanMateo  |Transit Caltrain Track Crossover - San Mateo Mass Transit - Other
19|8M-991034  |Caltrain San Mateo  |Transit Caltrain Parking Lot Improvements - 100 New parking fMass Transit - Rall
20|CC-930001 |Caltrans Contra Costa |Transit Martinez to Port Chicago Speed Upgrade Mass Transit - Other]
Mass Transit -
21|S0L010029  {Dixon Sclano Transit Dixon Mulimodat Transp, Center: Phase 2 Buildings & Other
22|80L030002 [Fairfield Solano Transit Faireld/vacaville Rail Siation Mass Transit - Rail
Mass Transit -
23|ALAQ77048 |Fremont Alameda Transit Capital Corridor Centerville Station Buildings & Other
241ALA010082  [LAVTA Alameda Transit Livermore Valley Center PnR Parking Structure, Mass Transit
25|MRNS90035 |Marin CountylMarin Transit Marin Parklands Visitor Access Improvements Highway - Other
Martinez Amtrak Sta - New Station, Parking, Mass Transit -
26|CC-990003  |Martinez Contra Costa |Transit landscaping Buildings & Other
27|CC-991084 [Martinez Contra Costa |Transit Capitol Corridor/San Joaquin/Amtrak/UPRR Mass Transit - Rail
Mountain Mass Transit -
28|SCL991054 |View Santa Clara  |Transit Downtown Transit Plaza Buildings & Other
San
29|8F-950002  {MUNI Francisco Transit Advanced Train Control System Mass Transit - Rail
San
30{SF-991019  [MUNI Francisco Transit F-Embarcadero Extension Qperations Mass Transit - Raif
San
31|SF-970105 [MUNI Francisco Transit SF Muni Third Street LRT Extension Phase | - 108 Mass Transit - Rail
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PROJECTS IN THE INTERIM TIP IDENTIFIED AS "TCM RELATED"
Projects with prior approval

Projects may proceed uy

on confirmation of

Transit/State

nrior approval

Enclosure A

Hwy/Local
TIPID# SPONSOR County Roadway PROJECT NAME PROJECT TYPE
Mass Transit -
32|NAPYI70005 |Napa Napa Transit Trancas/29 multi-modal facility Buildings & Other
Mass Transit -
33|NAPI20011T  |NapaVine |Napa Transit Relocate existing Downtown Terminal lBuiidings & Other
34]ALAS90082 [Pleasanton |Alameda Transit 1-5680/1-680 Park n Ride Lot & other Enhancements |Mass Transit - Other
San San
35{5F-010036 |Francisco  |Francisco Transit Treasure Island Permanent Ferry Terminal Mass Transit - Ferry
36{SM-950006 [San Mateo |San Mateo |{Transit Downtown transit center Mass Transit
Son Co
37{SON0G10023 | Transit Sonoma Transit Landfill Gas Conversion Project Other
Son Co Mass Transit -
38|SONITAMES |Transit Sonoma Transit Petaluma Intermodal Transp. Center Bulidings & Other
Mass Transit -
39|8CLA9LCO2 [Sunnyvale |Santa Clara |Transit Sunnyvale Multimodal Transit Station Buildings & Other
Local Roads -
40]80L980048 |Vacaville Solano Transit |Leisure Town Road Park & Ride Lot Pavement
41|80L891062 |Vacaville Solano Transit Baila Vista Park & Ride Lot Local Roads - Other
Mass Transit -
42(30L991073 {Vacaville Solano Transit City of Vacaville, Expand Central Garage Buildings & Other
Mass Transit -
43;501.991032 }Vallejo Solano Transit Vallejo Ferry Maintenance Facility Buildings & Other
44|30L9891092 |Vallejo Solano Transit Vallejo Baylink Ferry Mass Transit - Ferry
45|8CL979022 |VTA Santa Clara  |Transit Tasman West LRT project Mass Transit
46|SCLO91083 [VTA Sania Clara | Transit Vasona Corridor Extension Woz Way fo Campbell Mass Transit - Rail
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Enclosure B

MTC Interim FY 2003 TIP Projects Listings NOT approved by FHWA/FTA For
Inclusion in the FY 2002/03-2004/05 FSTIP

MTCTIPID

ALAZ9SA19

SF-010028

SCL0O10011

SCN010008

Project Description

tnion City Blvd Park and Ride Lot

Caltrain Electrification

Outreach Shuttle for Children in SCL

Sonoma County children's Shuttle (LIFT)
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TIP listing issue

Not Exempt per 40 CFR 93.126 or
83.127

Environmental may proceed.
Construction not approved.
Services not available to the general
public are not eligible Tor Federal
participation

Services not available to the general
public are not eligible for Federal
participation



Enclosure C

PROJECTS IN THE INTERIM TIP IDENTIFIED AS "TCM RELATED"

Projects needing approval
Decision Deferred - May Not Proceed at this Time

Transit/State
Hwy/Local

[i=]

16

11

12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20

21
22
23
24
25
26

27

TIPID#

SPONSOR

County

Roadway

PROQJECT NAME
Coliseum intercity rail station - Track

PROJECT TYPE

ALADB0012 |Oakland Alameda Transit expansion and signal improvements Mass Transit - Rail
NAP950013 {Napa Vine Napa Transit Bus Yard Expansion Mass Transit - Buildings & Other
SM-010058 {Caltrain San Mateo Transit Baby Bullet (a.k.a. Caltrain Express} Mass Transit - Rail
CC-990007 {Caltrans Contra Costa [State Hwy Rt 4 Widening-RR Ave. to Loveridge Rd.|Highway - HOV
ALADT7B02Y Callrans Alameda State Hwy |Route 880/SR 262 /C and HOV lanes Highway - HOV
GCC-010030 {BART Contra Costa {Transit Parking Mass Transit - Rail
. Pittsburg/Bay Point Parking Expand &
CC-091088 |BART Contra Costa {Transit Lighting Imps Mass Transit - Buildings & Other
MRNS90001 |Caltrans Marin State Hwy {101 HOV Lanes Gap Closure. Highway - HOV
SOL950016 |Fairfield Solano Transit North Texas - Local Transfer Facility Mass Transit - Buildings & Other
S0OL891068  |Fairfield Solano Transit Fairfield Transportation Center-Phase Il  |Mass Transit - Buildings & Other
S0L981096 |Fairfield Solano Transit Red Top Park and Ride Lot: Phase 2. Mass Transit - Buildings & Other
Alameda
ALABY1057 (County Alameda Transit Dublin/Pleasanton Parking Expansion Mass Transit - Other
CC-010003 |Caltrans Contra Costa |State Hwy }1-80 WB HOV Gap Closure Highway - HOV
SCLIS0030  |VTA Santa Clara  |State Hwy [Route 87 HOV lane - Julian St. to I-280  {Highway - HOV
SCLB90031  |VTA Santa Clara  |State Hwy |SR 87 HOV Lane - 1-280 to SR-85 Highway - HOV
ALA9S1084 |Caltrans Alameda State Hwy |Route 680 Sunol Grade - Alameda Final |Highway - HOV
SCL891077 {Caltrans Santa Clara  |State Hwy |Route 680 Sunol Grade - Santa Clara ColHighway - HOV
SCL881080 {Caltrain Santa Clara  |Transit Caltrain/ACE Santa Clara Train Station |[Mass Transit - Rail
ALA010014  |Calirans Alameda State Hwy |Route 680 Sunol Grade NB HOV Lane  |Highway - HOV
CC-010029  {Hercules Contra Costa | Transit Hercules Train Station Project Mass Transit - Rail
S0L950035 {Vallejo Solano Transit Vallejo Ferry Terminal Intermodat Facility {Mass Transit - Buildings & Other
SON0O10001  |Caltrans Sonoma State Hwy |Son 101 HOV - Stesle Lane Interchange |Highway - HOV
SON980001 |Caltrans Sonoma State Hwy {Son 101 HOV - Route 12 to Steele Lane [Highway - HOV
SR 84 WB HOV Lane Extension -
ALAD10006 |Caltrans Alameda State Hwy [Newark Ave Highway - HOV
Emeryville Intermodal Transfer Station:
ALAD10051 |Emeryville Alameda Transit Phase 1 Mass Transit - Buildings & Other
SR 84 Westbound HOV On-Ramp at
ALAD10005 jCalirans Alameda State Hwy |Newark Av Highway - HOV
Us 101 HOV lanes & Y/C in Rohnert
SONS50005 |Caltrans Sonoma State Hwy |Park/Wilfred Highway - HOV

J:/projectftip/2003 tipfintetim tip/TCM 2 P2.xIs/Attahcment C
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Agenda ltem X.B
December 11, 2002

S5Ta

Solarno Cransportation Avudhotity

DATE: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM: Mike Duncan, Director of Projects

RE: Projects for Federal (STP/CMAQ) and
State (STIP) Funding

Background:
As was reported last month, MTC has started planning for a number of funding and

programming activities that will impact Solano County agencies, as well all agencies in the
Bay Area. The following preliminary schedule shows an aggressive list of activities that wiil
occur over the next few years:

TEA-3 First Cycle Programming (FY 03/04 & 04/05) Oct 2002 — Sep 2003

Federal Transit Programming (FY 03/04 & 04/05) Oct 2002 - Sep 2003

2004 RTP Development Oct 2002 — Mar 2004

2004 STIP Jan 2003 — Mar 2004

2005 TIP Mar 2004 — Sep 2005
Discussion:

As we move forward in these Federal and State funding cycles, the STA will need to develop
priority projects consistent with the Comprehensive Transportation Plan for the Federal funds
(TEA-3 and Transit) and State funds (2004 STIP) that will be available to Solano County.

MTC Staff has proposed to the Partnership Board that the first cycle for TEA-3 funds cover
one fiscal year (FY 03/04), two years for the second cycle and three years for the third cycle.
The first cycle would primarily fund the over commitment of obligation authority from TEA-
21 (approximately $128 million) and funds to maintain regional commitments and CMA
planning. No “discretionary” funds would be available for the first year. The other project
categories (local streets and roads, transit capital and discretionary funding) would start with
cycle 2, although some cycle 2 funds would also be needed to cover the obligation authority
over commitment. Because of AB 1012 deadlines, a small amount of “new” money would
be available for TLC-type projects (approximately $263,000 for Solano County) during the
first cycle.

In addition to delays for Federal funds coming to the region, State transportation funds
through the 2004 STIP will also be delayed until FY 2008-2009 due to State budget
pressures. The delays and uncertainty regarding the availability and timing for Federal and
State funds will be important factors as the STA develops priorities for Solano County for the
upcoming funding cycles.
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Recommendation:

Informational.

Attachment
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METROPOLITAN }oseph' P. Bort MetroCenter

M T TRANSPORTATION 101 Eighth Sueet
Oakland, CA 94607-4700
COMMISSION Tek §10.46%.7700

TDD/TTY: 510.464. 7769
Fax: 510.464.7848

Memorandum
TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee - DATE: November 18, 2002

FR: Ross McKeown

RE: TEA 3: First Cycle Programming Activities for STP/CMAQ/TEA — Update

At its October 28" meeting, the Partnership Board made the following recommendations with
respect to programming the Surface Transportation Program (STP), Congestion Mitigation and
Alr Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ), and Transportation Enhancement Activities (TEA)
funds anticipated from TEA 3 legislation:

Partnership Board Recommendations
1. First Cycle programming will cover one fiscal year, FY 03/04. Second Cycle w111 cover
two years (FY 04/05 and 05/06) and Third Cycle will cover three years (FY 06/07, 07/08,
and 08/09).

2. First Cycle programming will program projects with continuous funding needs.
Specifically, these categories are CMA planning (~ $3 million) and regional operating
and procurement commitments (~ $25 million). Total programming of these projects
equals approximately $28 million. The Board agreed to further discuss the need to
program Trangportation for Livable Communities/ Housing Improvement Program
(TLC/HIP) as part of the First Cycle.

3. To avoid an escalation of the current OA situation we are facing under TEA 21, the Board
agreed to assign the TEA 21 carryover programming (projects programmed, but not
obligated, during TEA 21} to the programming capacity of FY 03/04. The carryover
programming is estimated to be up to $128 million as we enter TEA 3.

4. All other project categories will be programmed under Second Cycle. These programs are
the local streets and road shortfall, transit capital shortfall, and discretionary funding,
Postponing the programming of these programs will allow for a more thorough
exploration of the outstanding issues in the shortfall deliberations.

Outstanding Issues

The Partnership Board recommendations provide us with parameters on how to proceed with
programming activities, although there are some policy details regarding TEA funds that we need
input on from the PTAC.
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Due in part to the nature of the types of projects the TEA program funds, the TEA funds have
historically been difficult to deliver. Under First Cycle Programming, with the combination of
the carryover programming and the new programming, we do not anticipate AB 1012 delivery
problems with STP and CMAQ funds. However, the Partnership Board’s First Cycle
recommendation does not include the programming of TEA funds. To ensure that our region
meets the AB 1012 deadlines for TEA funds in September 2005, we need to program TEA funds
by Fall 2003 in order to allow project sponsors a two-year window to obligate their funds.

+ Half of the TEA funds coming to our region is reserved for the TLC/HIP program. Hence,
we would like to program one year of the TLC/HIP during First Cycle programming to meet
our AB 1012 deadlines. The Partnership Board discussed this issue, but postponed the
decision for further discussion. Currently, a committee composed of representatives from
the various CMAs is refining the TLC/HIP program policies. In addition, the committee
will discuss the County TLC/HIP program in coordination with the Regional TLC/HIP
program. It is expected that their discussion will be concluded in March for project
programming by Fall 2003.

+* The other portion of the TEA funds have been traditionally reserved for the County TEA
program. Attached is a table (Attachment A) showing approximate distributions to each
county, based on TEA 21 funding assumptions. At a minimum, to guarantee TEA fund
delivery under AB1012, staggered obligation due dates beginning as early as September 30,
2005 will be required for County TEA funds. In addition, one proposal is to add some
flexibility to this program for each county, considering that most of the TEA funds are used
for bicycle and pedestrian projects. If a county proves a meaningful dedication of funding
for bicycle and pedestrian projects in their county with funds other than TEA, the county
could opt to exchange the TEA. funds for future STP/CMAQ funds. This would apply to the
TEA 3 programming years. This idea is being presented to you for a conceptual discussion.

Funding Details and Schedule

For First Cycle Programming, we will base the funding revenues on the 2001 RTP estimated
revenues for FY 03/04, which is approximately $140 million. Additionally, we have prepared a
schedule (Attachment B) that outlines the First and Second Cycle, TLC/HIP (if it is decided to
program during First Cycle), 2004 RTP, and the 2005 TIP Activities,

Attachments: Attachment A —Potential County TEA Program Distribution
Attachment B — Draft TEA 3 Programming Schedule

M MC
JACOMMITTEPartiership\Partmership TACV2 Memos\November 18\TEA-3 updatel11802.doc
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L3

ATTACHMENT A

Potential County TEA Program Distribution - Estimates Based on Population

The County TEA program receives half of the TEA funding dedicated to our region. For demonstration purposes,

funding is estimated to be $4.5 million per year.

Various Possibilities of the Distribution of County TEA
Funds
2002 DOF
% of Region's Population
County Population Estimates Annual Two-Year Increment Six-Year Increment
4500000
Alameda 21.38% 1,486,600 |5 962,118 % 1,924,235 % 5,772,706
Conira Costa 14.12% 981,600 $ 635,285 % 1,270,570 5 3,811,710
Marin 3.59% 249,900 $ 161,734 % 323467 § 970,402
Napa 1.84% 128,000 $ 82,841 § 165,681 3 497,044
San Francisco 11.41% 783,600 $ 513,613 § 1,027,225 % 3,081,676
San Mateo 10.31% 717,000 $ 464,038 % 928,075 % 2,784,226
Santa Clara 24.73% 1,718,600 | § 1,112,914 § 2225827 % 8,677,482
Solano 5.84% 405,800 3 262,631 % 525262 § 1,575,786
Sonoma 6.77% 471,000 $ 304,828 % 609,656 § 1,828,968
Total 100.00% 6,953,100 $ 4,500,000 $ 9,000,000 $ '27,000,000

* Based on 2002 Department of Finance Population Estimates {Report E-1)
JAPROJECT\Funding\TEA-3\{county TEA.xIs]Sheet1



ATTACHMENT B

DRAFT - TEA 3 Programming and Other Related Activities Milestone Schedule

10 | T2sk Name 2urg | DlCleWlDeciJaﬂ Feb | Mar [ Apr [ M ziJuniJut]A_uEigloa]Nw DeclJan;Fe.b Mar | Apr z’Junl IAugiS_EIOGEQNov}DecIJ lFebIMariApr'MaleunlJulIAUQISQP}OdINwlpg:

1 |aB1012 Deadiine ‘ Fﬁ—w——-———lﬂgmmu ot TEA [TEA-2T FY200001 funes | : : ’i_——im 21 FY2001702 funds : : Q.

5 TEA3 FirstCycle Programming [FVOS!DJ“). T

: S : T i}'EAZ1FYZUDZIDBfun } ]

TEA 3 First Cycls Programiming - — 5 ; :

7 Policy Developmentf Parnership Review B =
o :
8 MTC Commission Adeption of Prograruming Policizs w_&““f““—*
2 Projact Soliciation .
10 MTC reviews applications and prepares First Cycle Progmm - -
ET] MTC Adopfon Fist Cydia Programy TIP Amargment — - i
12 FHWA and FTA approval of 2003 TIF Amendment

13 jTransportation for Livable Commonities (FY D3/04)

12 Policy Development/ Pamem{-up Reviews Adaption of Policy ‘l'LﬁHFF' Program
15 TLCHIP Call For Projects T S T
18 Applicaion Revizw zad Selection

17 Lraft List of Recommended Projects

18 WMTC Approval of TLSHIP programd TIP Amendmesnt

19 | 2004 KTP Development

20 | Policy and Planning Parmership Review

71 | Brar Ri® Public Inpit

220 Deveiopment of Final RTP

27| " WYC adoption of RTP

24 TEA 2 Secand Cyele Programming (FY B4H05 & 05/0F)

23 o "I;;J-m:y Development Parinership Revievd Adoption of Pot

2% | | Projact Soliciaton T

27 MTC adpption Second Cycle Program/ TIF Amendmant :!

w7 FFWA and FTA approval of TIP Amendment

23 |2905 TP .

30 Projert SclcmionSponsor Review o erajects. | T e ’

31 ’ I-\FF-FC Staif review of iistings ' o _“j" “1:'- o : R
3z MTC Adopbon of 2003 TIP (Pubfic Hearing, efc.)

33 FRWA and FTA Approval of FSTIP :

Data Printed: Mon 111802 1af1




Agenda Item X.C
December 11, 2002

ShT1ra

Sofana Cransportation Audhotiiy

DATE.: December 4, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director

RE: - Status of Bridge Toll Discussions and

Project Priorities

Background:
Regional Measure 1 (RM 1), approved by Bay Area voters in 1988, established a uniform $1

bridge toll on the Bay Area’s seven State Owned Toll bridges with proceeds pledged to
specific bridge corridor. An additional $1 surcharge funds specific seismic retrofits projects
on the Antioch, Bay Bridge, Benicia-Martinez, Carquinez, Dumbarton, Richmond-San
Rafael, and San Mateo-Hayward. In 1997, the State Legislature created the Bay Area Toll
Authority (BATA) to administer, program and allocate revenues from the $1 base toll (not
the $1 seismic retrofit surcharge). The seismic surcharge is administered by Caltrans, the
agency responsible for the Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program.

In 2001, AB 1171 (Dutra) was enacted into law extending the 2008 repeal date for the $1
seismic retrofit surcharge and extending the toll for a 30 year period beginning in 2008 until
the project escalation costs for the Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program are covered. The
legislation included a provision that if revenue exceeded the actual cost of the bridge retrofit
than MTC would have the authority to program the potential excess funds for projects
relieving congestion in the bridge corridors. MTC included provisions for the allocation of
these additional funds as part of the adoption of its Resolution 3434 — better known as the
Regional Transportation Expansion Plan (RTEP). Funding for the 1-80/680 Interchange was
included as an eligible project if these funds become available.

In August of this year, State Senator Don Perata (Alameda) initiated discussions about the
potential for adding an additional dollar to the seven State Owned Toll bridges located in the
Bay area. A Senate Select Committee was formed and staffed primarily by its consultant,
Ezra Rappaport, has held a series of weekly meetings during the months of September and
October. Under the framework of the Senate Select Committee, Rappaport established a
technical/advisory committee comprised of seven county CMAs (all but Napa and Sonoma),
the Bay Area’s major transit operators, and Caltrans to review and discuss the various
projects under consideration. MTC has been providing staff support to the committee, but
the deliberations of the Committee have been under the close direction and supervision of the
Committee’s consultant, The consultant proposed a set of criteria to guide the consideration
of projects to be considered for this funding. MTC subsequently adopted a set of guiding
principles for the new bridge toll funds. Concurrently, the Bay Area CMAs submitted a
more comprehensive list of criteria and issues to consider (see attached). An addition ofa $1
increase on the State Owned Bridges would regcglire approval by the State Legislature and




approval by Bay Area voters in 7 of the 9 specified Bay Area Counties, although the
Committee Consultant has intimated that a vote of the State Legislature may only be needed.

During the last six weeks, various project sponsors have provided presentations to the
subcommittee. Earlier this month, the consultant requested all potential projects be
submitted to MTC by mid-October. Numerous transit operators have submitted specific
projects for consideration. In addition, the STA staff and most of the other CMAs have
submitted a list of projects for consideration pursuant to their respective bridge corridors.

MTC has estimated that a new $1 bridge toll for the seven State Owned Bridges would
generate approximately $2.4 billion with an annual revenue stream of approximately $125
million. The Committee has not determined how and/or in what manner the funds will be
allocated. Currently, the projects are being divided into four separate bridge groupings
{Antioch-Benicia/Martinez-Carquinez, Bay Bridge, San Mateo/Hayward-Dumbarton, and
Richmond/San Rafael) and a fifth category labeled as system-wide. The Committee
consultant has established the criteria of allocating 50% of the funds for transit capital and
50% for transit operating. Several counties (including STA) have requested the appropriate
highway projects with a nexus to the specified bridge corridors also be included (such as I-
80/680).

STA staff has submitted four projects for consideration in this process:

1-80/680/SR 12 Interchange

1-80 HOV Lane between SR 12 and I-505

Express Bus Operating and Capitol along the 1-80 and 680 Corridors

Commuter Rail Operating and Capital between Solano and Contra Costa Counties

B

Vallejo Transit submitted separately the application for the Baylink Ferry Capital and
Operating. In addition, staft has been supporting the Capitol Corridor JPB’s request for
funds for capital improvements as a system-wide project.

Discussion:

On November 13", the STA Board unanimously supported the recommendation to request
and/or support funding for five priority projects to be considered for future Bridge Toll
funding: 1) I-80/680/SR 12 Interchange, 2) I-80 HOV Lane between SR 12 and 1-505, 3)
Regional Express Bus Operating and Infrastructure along the I-80 and 680 Corridors, 4)
Vallejo Baylink Ferry Operating and Infrastructure, and 5) Commuter Rail Service between
Solano and Contra Costa Counties.

On November 8", the Senate Select Committee consultant released his recommended list of
projects to be considered to receive the revenues from the proposed third dollar on the State’s
seven Bay Area Bridges. His list did include STA’s project priorities for Express Bus,
Vallejo Baylink Ferry and Commuter Rail, but did not include the project that addresses the
most significant traffic/transportation congestion problem with a direct nexus to the Benicia
and Carquinez Bridges, the 1-80/680/SR 12 Interchange, nor does it recommend funding for
the 1-80 HOV lane project that is critical to Express Bus and Ridesharing in Solano County.
In addition, he recommends funding for an I-680 Corridor Study that appears to be
duplicative of studies already underway and/or completed by the STA and Contra Costa
Transportation Authority. Earlier this month, STA staff met with staff from CCTA, NCTPA,
90




Caltrans Planning, MTC and Vallejo Transit to review and discuss the projects submitted
with a nexus to the Antioch, Benicia, and Carquinez Bridges Group. Based on this
preliminary meeting, it appears that consensus can be reached among our three respective
counties on the projects to be funded by the share of Bridge Toll revenues expected to be
generated by these three bridges. STA staff will be scheduling a meeting with Vallejo
Transit staff and representatives of the STA Board and the Vallejo City Council to discuss
the budget specifics of the priority projects recommended by the STA Board. Staff will
continue to work with MTC, Caltrans, the adjacent Bay Area CMAs in Contra Costa and
Napa, and our state legislative delegation to ensure these critical priority projects are
included as well.

Recommendation;
Informational

Attachments: 1. MTC’s Listing of Projects by Bridge Corridor
2. Bridge Toll Expenditure Plan Recommended by Ezra Rappaport
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Carquinez Bridge

Mrojects By Cormidor
October 11, 2002

Reguest (miiions 2002%)

Annual
Net - Appl
Project/Proposal ' ‘Capital Operating Needed
Ferry Sarvice: Valigjo, Albany (WTA) $30.0 ?-$_3.D
Ferry Service: Valigjo (STA) 50.0 SRED Y
Capitel Corridor Rail improvemenis 855.0 "§0.0
I-80 Transportation Alternatives Study (BART and Caltrans) 52.0 50.0
I-80 Carguingz Bridge Bus Infrastructure Improvements:
Expand PnRs at Curtola, Richmond Picwy, Hilltop, and West Texas;
new PnR at Red Top Road; extend HOV from 8R4 to Crocket I/C;
relocate & expand Hercules transit center; I-80/Richmond Plwy
inferchange improvemanis, $100.7 30.0
NCTPA Vine Valleio Express Bus Service 800 T0.4
Solano and Contra Costa County Express Bus Service (operators,
CMAS) - TBD TBD Y
Subintal Carguingz Bridge Corridor Request 3187.8 $23.4
Share of System-wide Reguest (18.7%) G112.0 533
Total $280.9 $36.7
Estimated Corridor Revenue {18.7%) F148.6 AL
Request as-Percent of Estimated Corridor Revanus 200% 327%

Projects by Corridor 101102 vers2 xds(All Projects)
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Richmond-San Rafasl Bridge

Projects By Corridor
Cretober 11, 2002

Reqguest (millions 2002§)

Annual
Net Appl,
Project/Proposal Capital Operating Needed
Golden Gate Transit Express Bus 35.8 4.3
SMART Rail Service TBD TRD
Richmond Bridge Bus Infrastructure Improvements: ‘
[-580 WE to US 101 3B connecior, PnR in San Rafasl, PnR in ‘
Richmond 72,0 $0.0
Port Sonoma/North Bay Ferry Service (Marin County) 512.0 32.1
_oop Bug Service for Central Marin County (2ssumes 30 yaars) 2.5 $2.3
Novato Namrrows HOV lanes (8CTA) -TBD 0.0 Y
Subiotal Richmond Bridge Corridor Request $82.3 8.7 ‘
Share of System-wide Reguest {10.1%) 580.5 1.8
Total - 5152.8 $10.5
Estimated Corridor Revenue (10.1%) ‘$R0.8 '$_6,'1
173%

" Reguest as Percent of Estimated Corridor Revenue

188%

Projects by Corrider 109902 versZoas{All Projacis)
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Projects By Cormidor
October 11, 2002

San Mateo-Hayward and Dumbarion Bridges

RequesL {mlilians 20025

Annual
Net Apnl,
Broject/Proposal Capital Operating Needed
Farry Service; Oyster Point/South SF, Redwaood City (WTA) 520.0 $53.0 '
AC Transit Transbay Bus $1.0 $7.8
Dumbarton Rail/Union City Intermodal Station . $157.0 §7.1
San Mateo Bridge Reversibie Lanes (Bay Crossings Study estimats). 540.0 30.7

Express Bus Infrastructure: (Caltrans)

HOV ramps and PnR at Rte 82 and industrial or Hesperian; ramp

improvement and PnR =t -580/Center $36.2 $0.0
Dumbarton Bridge Bus infrastructure Improverments: :

East Bay HOV extension, HOV on-ramp, I-880/SR 84 HOV connector; -

Wast Bay interchange improvemeant, PnR, and transtt hub 5215.0

Rie. 92 HOV Improvements 1o Suppori Express Bus (ACCMA) $2.0 0.0
Subtntal San Mateo-Hayward & Dumbarton Corridor Requests 5474.2 $1e.6
Share of System-wide Request (18.6%) 51174 $3.5

Total E - 558B.6 $22.1
Estimated Corridor Revenue (16.6%) ' $156.08 1118
Reguest as Percent of Estimated Corridor Revenue 37E% 188%

Frojacts by Corrider 101102 vers2.xls(All Projects)
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Projects By Corridor
October 11, 2002

Bay Bridge
Request {millions 20025)
Annual
: Net Appl,
ProjectiProposal Capital Operating .Needed
Ferry Service: Alameda, Oakland, Albany 540.0 3B.8
BART Capacity: '
PH Crossover, outer C-line pkg, Alg, CC, SF station improvemeants 505.0 $1.0
BART Access Improvements (Transit, Bicycle, Pedestrian) $35.0 57.8
Muni Rail/BRT Capacity Expansion:
3rd Street, Ph.1 108, Metro/Mission Bay, New Central Subway, Geary
BRT ' $315.0 $0.0 Y
Muni Historic Streetcar Capacity Expansion: ' o
E-Line vehicles and term, loop $10.0 53.0 Y
Muni Bus Capacity Expansion:
Treasure sland, Mission Bay expansion $115.0 §18.3 Y
AC Transit BRT and Enhanced Bus 5250.0 B11.0
AC Transit Enhanced Trangbay Service 317.7 . §5.9
AC Transt Treasure island Service 51.0 $2.0
AC Transit Capital Infrastructure - Operating Facility 540.0 %0.6
BART Oaidand Airport Connector (Port of Dakiand) $45.0 50.0
I-580 HOV Lane: Vasco to Tassajare (ACTMA) $45.0 50.0
BART Warm Springs Extension (AGCMA) - 545.0 0.0
[-580 Corridor Rall Transit Expansion (ACCMA) TBD 50.0
North 1-BBD Operational and Safety improvemeants (ACTMA) 540.0 0.0
Tranbay Terminal (includes Downiown Extansion) £300.0 50.0
“Transporation Improvemants 1o Support Transit Villagas (ACCMA) 432.0 0.0
Subtotal Bay Bridge Corridor Reguest 51,396.6 $67.5
Share of System-wide Reguest (34.8%) H208.4 $6.2
Total $1,605.0 5T3.5
Estimated Corridor Revenue (34.8% 52784 %20.9
Renuest as Percent of Bstimated Corridor Revenue 577% 3BR%%

Projects by Comdor 101102 vers2. xis(All Projects)
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F’rojécts By Coridor
October 11, 2002

System Wide

Reguest (milllons 20028%)

Annual
. ' _ ‘ Net Appl,
Project/Proposal - Capital Operating Needed
Spare Ferry Vessels (WTA) : 520.0 50.0
San Francisco Ferry Terminal (WTA) $20.0 500
WTA Planning, Administration, Environmental 30.0 $4.0
-BART Capadsity: '
AATC, vehicles, engineering studies, TransLink®/AFC ' $170.0 53.0
BART Transbay Tube saismic (escalaizd §) ‘ 5200.0 50.0
AC Transit BART Ow! Service $0.0 §2.0
TransLink® (includes WTC, BART, Muni requests) $68.0 . 32.0
City Car Share §3.0 50.0
Real-Tirne Transit Traveler Information (inciudes Muni, Caltrans Rie.
D2 requests) $19.0 51.8
RIDES Markeiing Flan; '
tax banefits, guarantsad ride home, vanpoo! subsidies, park and rides,
carpoot incentive pilot 30.0 55.0
Safe Roputes to Transit (East Bay Bicycle Coalition and Transporiation
Land Use Coalition) $08.8 TBD
Subtotal System Wide Reguest 5598.8 $17.8
Estimatet! Revenue $800.0 $60.0
Request as Percent of Estimated Revenus T5% 30%

* May be appropriate to assign to ridge cotndors; operating cost given az 30-year total - need to annuzlize

Projects by Carridor 101102 vers2.xs(All Projects)
g6 Page 2 of 8




Projects Listed by Bridge Corridor
October 11,2002

Estimate of New Toll Revenue Over 30 Years (millions 2002%)

Operating

) Revenue 30-Year
Bridge : Share (1) Capital Annual Total
Antioch 2.2% $17.6 $1.3 $39.6
Benicia-Martinez 14.6% $116:8 38.8 $262.8
Carguinez 18.7% $140.6 $11.2 $336.6
Rishmond-San Rafast 10.1% "$80.8 $6.1 . §181.8
Bay Bridge 34.8% $278.4 $20.9 $626.4
San Mateo-Hayward 14.4% 5012 56.8 §205.2
Dumbarton B.2% - §65.6 34.9 $147.8
Total All Bridoges 100.0% $800.0 $60.0 $1,800.0

{1) Based on FY 00/01 revenie generaiion

Projects by Corridor 101102 vers2ads(Revenus)
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Projects By Corridor
October 11, 2002

-~ Antioch, Benicia-Martinez Bridges

Request (miliions 26025)

Annual
Net Appl,
Project/Proposal ‘ - Capital Operating Needed

e-BART (CCTA) . $110.0 $0.0
Capitol Corridor Rail improvements $55.0 0.0
1-680 Corridor Studies (BART and Calirans) $2.0 50.0
-80/1-680 Interchange (STA) $100.0 50.0 Y
I-B0 HOV lanses: 1-50& to |-6B0 (8TA) $100.0 50.0. Y

I-680 Benicia Bridge Bus infrastructure improvements:

WB SR4 to |-880 HOV connector: Benicia intermodal station; reiocate

and expand [-680/SR 4 PnR; Martinez Intermodal, Phase 3 $86.0 30.0
I-680 Express Bus Service (CCCTA): :
Mariinez to Del Norte BART, Martinez to San Franmsco Mar’unez bio)

Dubiin BART . $5.6 0.7
Solano and Contra Costa County Express Bus Service (operators,
CMAS) TBD TBD Y
Subtotal Antioch and Benicia-Mariinez Corridor Requesis - $458.6 30.7
Share of System-wide Request (16.8%) $100.6 $3.0
Total 5559.2 $3.6
Egtimated Corridor Revenue (16.8%) _ $M34.4 $10.1
Request as Percent of Estimated Corridor Revenue - A416% 36%

Projects by Corridor 101102 vers2 xis{All Projects)
Fage ¥ of 8
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66

Projects by Corridor
October 11, 2002 -

Summary of Requests versus Estimate Revenues (millions 2002$)

Ratio:
| . Estimated Revenue (1) Total Regquest (2) Reguest fo Revenue

Revenue’ Annual Annual : 7 Annual
Bridge Gorridor , Share (1) Capital Operating Capital Operating . Capital  Operating
System-wide na n/a na _ $5098.8 3178 n/a r/a '
Anfioch/Benicia-Martinez 16.8% 1344 $10.1 $458.6 $0.7 341% 6%
Carguinez 187 % $149.6 $11.2 $187.9 $33.4. A 126% 298%
Richmond-San Rafagl 10.1% $£80.8 $6.1 , $92.3 $87 1149% 1439,
Bay Bridge 34.8% $2784°  §200 $1,306.6 $67.3 502% 3024
San Mateo-Hayward/Dumbarton _ 19.6% . 3156.8 $11.8 $471.2 $18.6 . 301% 158%
Total All Bridges 100.0% $800.0 $60.0 $3,205.4 $146.4 401% 244%,

{1) Based on FY BD/01 revenus generafion
{2} Includes cortidor share of systemwide requests

Projects by Corridor 101102 vers2. xis(Summary)
’ Page 8of8
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Agenda Item X.D
December 11, 2002

514

Solano Cransporiation uthotity

DATE: December 5, 2002

TO: STA Board

FROM: Dan Christians, Assistant Executive Director/Director of Planning
RE; Pedestrian Safety in California

Background:
The Surface Transportation Policy Project recently released a report entitled Pedestrian

Safety in California: Five Years of Frogress and Pitfalls (a summary of the rankings is
attached - copy of the full study is available from STA staff upon request). It highlighted the
issue of walking and the irends in pedestrian safety, Because of some unusual statistical
anomalies, Solano County was ranked as the most “dangerous” county in California for
pedestrian safety because of 6 fatalities and 139 injuries that occurred in 2000-01. Staff
believes this ranking was mainly a resuit of the study’s pedestrian safety index methodology
that may be somewhat misleading in any given year when there is a higher percentage
increase in fatalities/injuries relative to the percentage increase in population of the county.
However, the study does highlight the need for cities and counties to continue to identify
pedestrian safety problems and propose capital improvements programs to address the needs.

Discussion:

To address pedestrian needs in Solano County, STA has been actively developing a
Countywide Pedestrians/Trails Plan for the past year. Phase 1 compiled data on all existing
and planned pedestrian trails throughout the county. Phase 2 is a more focused feasibility
study to identify alternative alignments that would connect the Bay Trail located on the east
side of I-80 in the Vallejo with the most direct route to the new Carquinez bridge multi-use
trail that is included as part of the new Carquinez Bridge span.

Phase 3 of the Countywide Pedestrians/Trails Plan is now underway. It is focusing on central
city cores or transit hubs with an emphasis on Transportation for Livable Community areas
and projects identified in the Alternative Modes Element of the Comprehensive
Transportation Plan. The results of this study will first be reviewed by the Board’s
Alternative Modes Subcommittee and the Trails Advisory Committee before being submitted
to the full Board in June 2003.

An additional effort is now underway to develop a Transportation/Land use “Toolkit” that
will highlight good examples of Solano pedestrian/TLC projects in various stages of
development. It will also provide a broad range of information on how to incorporate best
design practices into downtown TLC plans. This toolkit will first be released at the
STA/YSAQMD Transportation Land Use Conference planned to be held on April 11, 2003, (
after review by the STA Board on April 10™) More information on this conference will be
made available at the Board’s January meeting.
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Recommendation:
Informational

Attachment
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PEUBSIKIAN SAFETY IN CALIFORNIA: Page 1 of 2

Pedestrian Safety in California:
Five Years of Progress & Pitfalls

August 2002

Surface Transporiation Policy Project
California Walks
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PHOBES TRIAN SATFETY IN CALIFORINIA: Page 3 of 2

synimary

In 1997, a group of civic activists in Los Angeles formed a group called “L.A. Walks” - an apparent oxymoron for those
more familiar with southern California's freeways than its dense networi of neighborhoods and bustling immigrant
strestlife. The group’s founding members launched their efforts with a high-profile battie, contesting a controversial pian i«
remove cresswalks throughout the chly and county of Los Angeles. Supporters of this policy, including local transportation
agencies and many city and county traffic engineers, apparently didn't believe that anyone walks in Los Angeles. But L.A,
Walks' members knew the opposite is true. These concerned citizens opposed the removal of crosswalks at public hearing
and demonstrations, and their efforis gained extensive jocal and national media coverage, including a prominent article in
The New York Times.

Although LA, Walks' opposition to the crosswalk removal policy was initially ighored by city and county transportation
officials, the group’s efforts helped spark pedestrian safety movements around the state. Soon after, Santa Monica, a city
filied with senior citizens and dependent on the wanderings of tourists, decided to suspend its crosswalk removal plans an-
to focus instead on slowing traffic and enhancing pedestrian safety. In the San Francisco Bay Area, a pedestrian advocacy
group calied BayPeds released a report in 1299 that listed every intersection in the region in which pedestrians had been
kilied by motor vehicles. Ariists in San Francisco also brought attention to the problem by stenciling the outlines of bodies
onh streets where pedestrians had been killed. And business owners around Lake Tahoe repamted crosswalks on & local
road after they had been removed by the transportation department.,

Pedestrian safety and advocacy groups now exist in most sizeable California communities, and elected officials have takel
notice of their growing numbers. State legislators passetd measures in 1299 and again in 2004 that set aside millions of

federal transportation dollars for projects that enhance pedestrian safety. Using these funds, many communities have bee
able to implement Safe Routes to School projects that have improved safety for chlidren walking and biking near schools.

In 2000, an arcane state law that prevents local governments from lowering speed limits on residential streets was made -
more flexible, and & measure (AB2522) that enhances the rights of pedestrians in California was signed into law. And in
2002, new lagislation (SBA555) that would establish an unprecedented statewide pedestrian safety and education fund is
working its way through the state capitol.

Just five vears ago, no one would have predicted such a flurry of both public and political activity over the issue of walking
and the safety of pedestrians. California has once again found itself at the forefront of a hatlonal movement, one that
rmoves beyond simply advocating for more crosswalks and falls squarely in the middie of the fight for better
neighborhoods, enhanced public safety, soctal justice, healthier and more active kids, and ultimately a stronger democrac
where citizens care about the places they live and are given a chance to make them better.

This report represents the latest analysis of pedestrian injuries and fatalities for California’s largest cities and counties. in
releasing this fourth annual analysis of pedestrian safety data for California, the Strface Transportation Policy Project
'STPP) is teaming up with one of the newest and most exciting efforts to improve conditions for pedestrians throughout th
state: Califomnia Wallks, We think it's also time to take stock of the many efforis that have helped build safer streets and
nore walkable communities. While there is still much work to be done in California, there is also reason to celebrate.

diere, then, is the news that deserves both “cheers" as well as "jeers” - the good news and the chalienges that remain in

niaking California’s cities, suburbs and rural communities some of the most walkable and pedestrian-friendly in the
sountry.

hears

he California Public: Gitizens Demand Safer Streets for Walling. In the past five years, the number of individual
rganizations dedicated to walking and the promotion of pedestrian safety and rights in California has boomeda from zero
2 14, This unprecedented growth in local civic groups represents nothing short of a mini rebellion - citizens tired of
ghting speeding traffic, vanishing crosswalks and a dearth of funding to improve conditions for pedestrians. As these
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PEDESTRIAN SAFETY IN CALIFORNIA: Page 11 0f2 |

TABLE 1: MOST DANGEROUS CALIFORNIA COUNTIES FOR PEDESTRIANS 2001 [
Countles with populations above 100,000

2001 County Pedestrian  Pedestrian  Population  Pedesirian Pedestrian Pedestrian
RANK Fatallties Injuries 2004 (2) Incident ~  Exposure Danger
2001 (1) 2004 (1) Rate Index (3) index
2001 2004

1  SOLANO 6 139 405,800 35,7 1.6 100

2 SACRAMENTO 30 551 1,279,900 454 2.4 96.8

3 LOS ANGELES 233 5,685 9,824,800 60.2 2.9 93.0

4  CONTRA COSTA 14 289 281,600 30¢.9 1.5 92.2
5 SANJOAQUIN 17 248 596,000 44.5 2.3 86.6

& SAN MATEQ . 6 280 717,000 39.9 2.1 85,1
7 SANTA CLARA 22 562 1,719,600 34.0 1.8 84.6
B STANISLAUS ) a4 184 469,500 ' 42.2 2.4 8.7
9 KERN 16 210 687,600 32.9 1.8 7758
10 ALAMEDA 24 775 1,486,600 53.7 3.2 75.2
11 ORANGE 54 892 2,939,500 32.2 2.0 724
12 VENTURA 13 240 780,100 32.4 2.4 69,2
13 MERCED 41 72 218,900 37.9 3.0 56.6
14 SAN FRANCISCO 20 o220 793,600 118.7 9.4 5.5
15 RIVERSIDE 35 358 1,644,300 23.9 1.2 56.3
16 SAN BERNARDINO 52 480 1,783,700 208 24 566
17 MARIN ) 4 86 - 249,900 368.0 3.0 538
18 MADERA 5 32 129,700 28.6 2.4 53.2
19 SAN DIEGD 66 1,106 2,918,300 402 34 529
20 SHASTA 2 40 169,200 24.8 2.2 50.6
21 FRESNO 18 204 826,800 8.9 24 501
22 TULARE g =1 379,200 28,0 25 504
23 PLACER 5 42 264,900 17.7 17 46.7
24 SONOMA 6 142 474,000 31.4 34 45.4
25 SANTA BARBARA 6 153 407,900 38.0 4.0 43.6
28 BUTTE 2 =N 207,000 30.4 34 40.1
27 SANTA CRUZ 3 =) 260,200 38.4 4.4 3s.1
28 YOLO el 56 478,300 32.3 3.8 as1
29 ELDORADO 2 28 163,600 18.3 2.2 37.3
a0 [IMPERIAL 1 45 150,800 30.5 a7 36.9
J1 NAPA 2 38 128,000 31.3 4.1 344
32  KINGS 3 30 133,100 24.8 - 3.3 33.6
33  HUMBOLDT 3 56 127,700 46.2 6.5 3LB
34 MONTEREY 3 105 409,600 26.4 3.8 atd
35 SAN LIS OBISPO 2 34 253 600 i4.2 3.7 i7.2
CALIFORNIA T2l 14,545 35,037,000 43.6 2.9 67.3

(1) 2001 Provisional numbers from the California Highway Patrol's Statewlde integrated Traffic Records System

{2} State of Califernia, Department of Finance, E-1 Clty/County Population Estimates. Sacramento, California, May 2002
(wivw.dof.ca.gov/HTMIL/DEMOGRAR/E-1table.xls)

(3) 2000 Census; Journey to Work Statistlcs

See Methodology for more information on how Pedsstrian Danger Index js calculated
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PEDESTRIAN SAFETY IN CALIFORNIA:

TABLE Z: MOST DANGEROUS CALIFORNIA CITIES FOR PEDESTRIANS - 2004
Alt Galifornia Cities Above 100,000 popuiation as of 1/1/2002

2001 Cliy (County) Pedestrian  Pedestrian Population Pedesirian Pedestrian  Pedestrian

Rank Faialities injuries 2004 (2) incident Exposure Danger

ek 2004 (1) 2001 (1) Rate Index (3) index

2001 2001*
1 Valiejo (Solano) 3 60 118 800 53.1 1.2 100
2 Inglewood (Los Angeles) 1 85 115,100 74,7 2.0 84.4
3 Oxnard (Ventura) 2 104 182,000 56.6 1.6 78.9
4 Oceanside {San Diego) 3 66 167,200 41.3 1.3 TL7
5 Viodesto (Stanislaus) 4 og 198,600 54.4 1.7 68.2
(3] San Jose (Santa Clara) 14 370 918,000 41.8 1.4 67.5
7 Richmond {Centra Costa) 3 54 104,100 56.4 1.9 67.0
2 Moreno Valley (Riverside) 5 25 146,400 20.5 0.7 66.1
9 Siockton {(San Joaguin} 5 -488 253,800 64.2 2.2 6E.9
1O Long Beach {Los Angeles) i az22 473,100 T0.4 2,5 §3.6
11 Fremont (Alameda) 3 60 208,600 30.2 L 62.0
12 Downey (Los Angeles) 4 35 110,400 35.3 1.3 614
1.3 Fontana (5an Bernardino) 5 40 139,100 32.4 1.2 60.8
1.4 Lancaster (Los Angeies) 2 54 123,100 43,1 1.6 60.8
15 Bakersfield (Kern) 5 80 257,900 33.0 1.3 57.3
16 Pomona (Los Angeles) 7 71 153,900 50.7 2.0 57.2
17 Norwalk (Los Angeles) -0 g2 106,700 58.1 2.3 571
18 Daly City (5an Mateo} 0 34 164,400 22,6 1.3 56.6
19 Sgnia Ana (Orange) 2 183 343,700 53.8 2.2 553
20  Chula Vista (San Diego) 3 67 190,900 3B6.7 1.5 - 5b.2
24, Torrance (Los Angeles) 0 45 142,200 3417 1.3 BE.0
22 Garden Grove {QOrange) 5 55 168,600 35.6 1.5 53.6
22 Sacramento (Sacramento) 12 289 426,000 66.0 2.8 53.2
24 West Covina {Los Angeles) i 27 109,100 25.7 1.4 52.7
25 Hayward (Alameda) i 69 144 300 48.5 2.4 B2
26 Fairfield (Solano) 0 39 100,200 38.9 1.7 54.7
27 Ontario (San Bernardino) 5 50 162,300 33.0 1.5 51.0
28 Los Angeles (Los Angeles) 116 2,935 3,807,400 80.1 3.6 503
29 Dakland (Alameda) 13 321 408,800 81.7 a7 452
30 Huntington Beach (Orange) 8 BE 194 600 32.4 1.5 ABB
34 Rancho Cusamonga {(San 4 25 137,100 212 1.0 47.8

Bernardino)
32 Palmdale (Los Angeles) 2 24 123,700 21.0 1.0 47.5
a2z Glendale (Los Angeles) 3 129 200,200 G5.9 3.2 48.5
34 Santa Clarita {Los Angeles) 2 38 158,300 28.3 1.3 43.9
35 Escondido (San Diego) 4 49 137,000 38.7 2.0 43.7
36 Burbank (Los Angeles) 2 50 102,800 50.6 2.7 42.3
3 Costa Mesa (Orange} 4 45 110,700 44,3 2.4 41.7
38 Saltnas (Monierey) i 56 148,400 384 2.1 44.3
39 Simi Valley (Ventura) 2 19 115,500 18.2 1.0 411
40 Fresno (Fresno) 10 158 441,800 38.0 2.0 40.9
44, Anahetm {Orange) 5 199 334,700 40.0 2.3 39.3
42 Sania Rosa (Sonoma) 3 54 152,900 37.3 2.2 ag.3
43 Ventura (Ventura) 2 42 102,300 43.0 2.8 374
44  Concerd (Contra Costa) 3 31 123900 27.4 L7 36.5
TABLE 22 MOST DANGEROUS CALIFORNIA CITIES FOR PEDESTRIANS - 2001
All California Cities Above 100,000 population as of 1,/1,/2002 {CONTINUED)
2002 City (County) Pedestrian  Pedestrian  Population Pedestrian  Pedestrian  Petiestrian
Rank Fatalities Injuries 2001 (2) incident Expasure Danger
124
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PEDESIKIAN SAFETY IN CALIFORNMIA:

e 2004 (1) 2001 (1) Rate index (3) Index
2001 200.1*
45 Sunnyvale {Santa Clara) 2 30 132,800 241 15 38.3
46 San Bernardino ) 70 189,800 41.6 2.6 36,2
47 El Monte (Los Angeles) 1 80 119,500 67.8 4.3 35,8
48 5an Diego (San Diego) 23 627 1,285,700 51.8 3.6 325
48 Corona (Riverside) 2 27 . 134,000 2.8 1.6 306
50 Fullerton (Drange) 4 50 129,300 41.8 3.2 29.5
51 San Francisco 20 g22 793,800 118.7 9.4 28.5
52 Riverside (Riverside) 3 ab 269,400 36.4 3.0 274
53  Pasadena (Los Angeles) 2 83 138,800 61,2 53 264
54 Orange (Orange) 4 37 132,900 30.9 2.9 24,0
55 Thousand Qaks (Ventura) 2 23 121,000 207 2.4 222
56 Santa Clara (Santa Clara) 1 25 104,300 24.9 2.2 17.6
57 Berkeley (Alameda) i 108 104,600 102.3 14.9 185
55 Irvine {Drange) 1 23 157,500 15.2 4.8 7.2

* The Califarnia Pedestrian Danger index is scafed based on the highest ranking clty. Thus, this index is not comparable to the county
pedestrian danger index in Table 4. .

+* Rankings based on 2000 Census Journey to Work

(1) 2001 Provistonal nurnbers from the Callfornia Highway Patral's Statewide Integrated Traffic Records System

(2) State of Calffornda, Department of Finance, £-2. Clty/County Popuiation Estimates. Sacramentto, California, May 2002
(www.dof.ca.gov,/HTMIL/DEMOGRAF/E-Ltable.xis)

(3} 2000 Census; Journay to Work Statistics

: 125
tp://www.transact.org/ca/ped _safety 2002 finalreporthim '
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Agenda Item X.E
December 11, 2002

smTa

Sofaro Cranspariations Authority

DATE;: December 4, 2002

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

Transportation Development Robert Guerrero, STA TDA project summary

Act (TDA) Article 3 (707) 424-6014 sheets due to STA on
January 27, 2003

Yolo Solano Air Quality Jim Antone, YSAQMD Applications due to

Management District Clean (530) 757-3653 STA/YSAQMD Screening

Air Program Committee on
February 6, 2003

2003-2004 Elderly and Kate Miller, MTC Final applications due to

Disabled Transit {Section (510) 464-7722 STA, Caltrans, and MTC on

5310) Program February 26, 2003

Solano Transportation Fund Robert Guerrero, STA March 3, 2003

for Clean Air (TFCA) (707) 424-6014

Program
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STa

Salarna Crarspottation Authority

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3

TDA Article 3 Project Summary Sheet due to STA on January 27, 2003

TO: STA Board of Directors
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner

This summary of the Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 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: Solano cities an county agencies

Program Description: 2% of TDA funds is dedicated to pedestrian and bicycle
projects in Solano County. TDA funding is generated
by a 1/4 cent tax on retail sales in each county.

Funding Available: Approximately $230,000 is available for TDA Article 3
funding each year for Solano County.

Eligible Projects: Eligible projects include bicycle and pedestrian planning
and construction projects.

Further Details: Applicants for TDA Article 3 funding must be included
onthe STA's 5-Year TDA Article 3 Bicycle/Pedestrian
Plan. The BAC annually reviews and recommends
revisions to the 5-Year Plan based on applications
received.

Program Contact Person: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner, (707) 424-6014
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Solans Cranspottation »dhokity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

YSAQMD Clean Air Funds Program FY 2003-04

Applications will be available from the YSAQMD in January 2003
Draft Applications Due to the STA/YSAQMD Screening Committee on Feb. 6, 2003
Final Applications due to YSAQMD on February 21, 2003

TO:; STA Board of Directors
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Planning Associate

This summary of the YSAQMD Clean Air Funds Program is intended to assist jurisdictions
plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer questions this
funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: Cities of Dixon, Rio Vista, Vacaville, and County of Solano.

Program Description: The YSAQMD Clean Air Funds Program provides grants to
local agencies to implement various clean air projects
including transit, bicycle routes and electric vehicles.

Funding Available: Last year approximately $270,000 was available.

Eligible Projects: Clean air vehicles, transit routes, bicycle routes, pedestrian
paths, clean air programs, and ridesharing. This discretionary
program funds various clean air projects that result in
reduction of air emissions. The District will require Emission
Reduction and Cost Effectiveness Calculations for projects
that receive more than $10,000 in District Clean Air Funds.

Further Details: Applications will be available in January 2003, Solano Clean
Air draft applications will be reviewed by a screening
committee consisting of STA Board members and Board
members from the YSAQMD before they are formally
submitted to the Air District for approval.

Program Contact Person: Jim Antone, YSAQMD (530) 757-3653

STA Contact Person: Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner, (707) 424-6014
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Solano Cranspottation Awdhotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

2003-2004 Elderly and Disabled Transit (Section 5310) Program

Applications Due February 26, 2003

TO: - STA Board of Directors
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner

This summary of the Caltrans' Eiderly and Disabled Transit 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: Private non-profit organizations and public agencies
under certain circumstances.

Program Description: This program is designed to provide funding for
purchasing accessible vans and buses or other
transportation related equipment to serve individuals
with special needs. Agencies are eligible to receive up
to 80 percent of the purchase price for vehicles and
equipment,

Funding Available: Approximately $8.5 million will be made available
statewide on a competitive basis. A local match is
required.

Eligible Projects: Eligible projects include bus or van
purchase/replacement and computer or radio equipment
purchase/replacement.

Further Details: The STA's PCC will score applications for this program
in February 2003 and forward their recommendations to
MTC. MTC will then review the PCC scores and
forward a recommendation to Caltrans in March 2003,

Program Contact Person: Kate Miller, MTC, (510) 464-7722

STA Contact Person: Jennifer Tongson, Projects Assistant, (707) 424-6013.

]'tongson@STA-SNCI.com
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Solana Cranspattation Authority

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program
(40% Program Manager Funds)

Applications Due: March 3, 2003

TO: - STA Board of Directors
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner

This summary of the Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air is intended to assist
jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer
questions this funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: Cities of Benicia, Fairfield, Suisun, and Vallejo, the
County of Solano, school districts and colleges in south
Solano County are eligible.

Program Description: This program provides grants to local agencies for clean
air projects.

Funding Available: Approximately $340,000 is available for FY 2003-04.

Eligible Equipment: Shuttle/feeder buses, arterial management, bicycle
facilities, clean air vehicles and infrastructure,
ridesharing, clean air vehicles, and “Smart Growth”
projects.

Further Details: Contact the Solano Transportation Authority for
application material, program guidelines, and any other
additional information about the Solano Transportation
Fund for Clean Air.

STA Contact Person: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner, 707.424.6014
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