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Rio Vista Delivering transportation projects to ensure mobility, travel safety, economic
Solano County vitality, and quality of life in Solano.
Suisun City
Vacaville
Vallejo
Martin Tuttle

Executve Director

6.1 Approve Minutes of Meeting of October 14, 1998, Page 15

6.2 Approve Draft minutes of October 28, 1998 TAC meeting, Page 21

6.3 Approve Funding for December 9 STA Awards Ceremony
(Martin Tuttle) Page 27

64 Authorize Letter of Support from STA Chairman to Expedite Solano
Bikeway Project (Dan Christians) Page 29

7.0

71 Approve Project Development Fund Requests (Dan Christians) Page 33

7.2 Approve Amendment to Contract with Grandy and Associates for 1-80
Reliever Route Management Services (Michelle Morris Brubaker) Page 35



7.3

7.4

8.0

8.1

8.2

83

8.4

85

Authorize the Executive Director to Enter into Contract with Jones and Stokes
Associates to Prepare EIR/S for I-80 Reliever Route Project (Dan Christians) Page 37

Authorize the Executive Director to Enter into a Contract with Mark Thomas and
Co. Inc. for Base Mapping and Plan Line Documents for I-80 Reliever Route Project
(Michelle Morris Brubaker) Page 39

Approve Executive Director Recruitment and Selection Process
(Martin Tuttle) Page 41

Approve TEA-21 25% Program Corridor Plans (Matt Todd) Page 43

Authorize Letter of Support for Caltrans Highway 12 Statewide Planning Grant
(Matt Todd) Page 81

Approve Support for Transfer of Solano Commuter Information (SCI) agency to
STA (Martin Tuttle) Page 85

Review Results of Reliever Route Corridor Plan Study (Phase 1) and Direct Staff to
Proceed With Phase 2 Proposal (Michelle Morris Brubaker) Page 91

9.1

9.2

9.3

9.4

Travel Safety Study (Matt Todd) Page 123
CMAQ/STP Applications — 75% Funds (Michelle Morris Brubaker) Page 125
Board Members Comments

Adjourn (Next Meeting: December 9, 1998)
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Area Code 707
4226491 * Fax 438-0656 Agenda Item 3.0
MEMORANDUM

Members:
N DATE: November 3, 1998

enia TO: STA Board

Rio Vista

Solano County ~ RE: EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR'S REPORT

Suisun City

x:;:.‘g"e 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 on this month’s Board agenda.

Martin Tuttle

Executive Director

* Staff: Michelle Morris Brubaker joined the STA as Deputy Director for Projects on October
29. The Board meets on November 6 in a special meeting to launch the recruitment and selection
process for my replacement. An oral report on the meeting will be provided as part of agenda
item 8.1.

*Budget: The Board accepted the annual independent audit at last month’s meeting, but
requested that the auditor prepare a management letter. The attached letter raises no issues and
confirms there are no problems with the STA’s internal control over our financial reporting and
operations. The Board also requested that the programming of new project development funds
be put over to the November meeting (agenda item 7.1).

Measure F: We have received a huge response to the questionnaire included in the
Transportation Awareness Week/Read Measure F mailer and newspaper ads. Staff will compile
the results of the survey and a breakdown of the actual voting results for review by the Board and
SEDCORP Transportation Action Team. We have received several positive comments on the
public education program, which included the mailer, newspaper articles, bus signs and messages
on the electronic signs at the Solano Mall, Saturn and Fairgrounds.

SolanoLinks: For the second consecutive year, the STA was successful in securing discretionary
Section 3 federal funding for intercity buses. The Solanolinks Consortium will consider the
distribution of the $1 million and local match source at its meeting later this month.

*Federal TEA 21 funds: Projects proposed for the discretionary 25% operations/safety program
are included in agenda item 8.2. These projects will compete for $41-43 million with projects
proposed from other Bay Area counties. As outlined in informational agenda item 9.2, projects
proposed for 75% rehabilitation/replacement program will be considered by the Board in January.
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Executive Director’s Report, page two

*Reliever Route: The first community meeting for the land-use/transportation study for the
Reliever Route project drew a good cross-section of project stakeholders. Comments expressed at
the meeting and through individual interviews are included in the Phase 1 report completed by our
consultants. The report and staff’s draft scope of work for Phase 2 are included in agenda item 8.5.
Also, several Board members attended the opening ceremony for the project’s Leisure Town Road
Extension segment on October 21.

Carquinez Replacement Bridge: Board member Steve Gizzi signed the attached correspondence
on behalf of the Contra Costa Transportation Authority/STA joint committee urging the Bay Area
Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) to expedite the permit process allowing
Caltrans to begin initial construction work in the river between December 1 and March 31 (brief
construction window is due to delta smelt-related requirements). BCDC is expected to vote on the
permit on November 19. Note that the next CCTA/STA joint committee meeting is set for
December 17 in Benicia.

Madere Bridge: Several Board members spoke at the October 26 ceremony renaming the Rio Vista
Bridge after the late STA Boardmember Helen Madere. 1 also attended the October 17 event at
which the portion of Highway 113 in Yolo County was renamed the Vic Fazio Highway in honor
of retiring Congressman Fazio .

Capitol Corridor: An additional 5th round trip began on October 25. Several Board members and
staff participated in the October 15 special train activities celebrating the 5th train and the new
Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Board/BART management of the service.

Clean Air Paratransit Vans: The first of two new Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) vans for Solano
Paratransit was unveiled as part of the October 21 Leisure Town Road Extension ceremony. The
STA’s Matt Todd shepherded the acquisition, which was funded by a grant from the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District.

Lighted Crosswalk: Boardmembers Erickson and Spering participated in the ribbon-cutting event
for Solano’s first lighted crosswalk, located on Merganser Street near the STA offices. Additional
crosswalks are proposed in the pending STA Safety Study to be located throughout the county.

Upcoming events

November 18 Metropolitan Transportation Commission meeting in Oakland
November 23 STA TAC in Suisun City

November 23 SolanoLinks Consortium in Suisun City

December 2-3 California Transportation Commission in Nevada County
December 9 STA Board meeting in Suisun City

Attachments

Priority project status report, key correspondence and newspapers clippings
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Revised 11/04/98

STA Project Development Fund
1998-99 Priority Projects - Status Report
(listed in alphabetical order
Allotted Claimed
Project PDF |[Matching PDF Status
Lead Agency Funds Funds Funds
Benicia-Martinez and Carquinez Bridge Projects . * * -Redesigned interchange proposed for Benicia Bridge
Benicia, Caitrans, STA, Vallejo -Carquinez permit to BCDC on November S and 19 Agendas
-Groundbreaking for grading at southern approach of
Benicia Bridge Project delayed
Capitol Corridor $5,000 * $920 -5th roundtrip began October 25
CCJPB, STA -Negotiations ongoing with landowner for parking
improvements at Fairfield/Suisun
Federal Lobbyist $15,000 * $4,500 |-Recieved a $1 million bus purchase appropriation
STA -Reliever Route earmark for $14.45 million and Wilson
Ave for $.75 million in TEA21 legisiation
Highway 12 Improvements * * * -Caltrans applying for corridor study funding
Caltrans, Rio Vista, STA, Suisun City -CTC approved $33.3 miltion for shoulder widening and
vertical curve corrections in the 1998 SHOPP
-Construction to extend 4 passing lanes scheduled to
start in the year 2000
Highway 37 Project * * * -$101 million programmed to fully fund the Highway 37
Caltrans, STA, Vallejo project including the 37/29 interchange in the 98 STIP
-FHWA signed the ROD 6/98
-Status briefing to STA on 12/9
1-80/680 Auxiliary Lanes * . - -CTC approved $6.9 million to fully fund the project
Caltrans, STA in the 98 STIP
1-80 Reliever Route - Land Use Study $15,000 * $5,610 |-EIS/R and basemapping contract to Board in November
STA -Land Use community mting held on 10/14, Phase 1 completq
1-80 Reliever Route - Implementation $12,000 * $3,080 |-Leisure Town Road extension opened
STA -Grandy and Associates selected to provide support
services to the project
Intercity Transit Plan - Inplementation . » hl -Marketing contract for FY 1998-99 awarded to MIG
STA -Updated brochure and route ads have been completed
Mare Island Access Study $10,000 * $0 -Vallejo is seeking local match for the federally
Vallejo financed study to improve access to Mare Island
Miscellaneous Project Development ™ $3,000 * $0 -For assistance in completing grant applications and
leveraging funds for project development
Red Top Slide * * * -Assist Caltrans and Fairfield with funding requests for
Fairfield, STA the necessary repairs to the area
Solano Bike Route Plan - Implemen&tion $15,000 $8,000 $2,400 |-Completing BikeLinks map with $8,000 YSAQMD funds
STA -Caltrans approved $144,000 BLA funds and YSAQMD
$50,000 for Old Davis Road bike fanes
Solano Transportation Plan - implementation $10,000 * $6,674 |-Advisory Measure F on November 3 ballot
STA -Design/printing of plan has been completed
Traffic Safety Project Study $25,000 i $6,500 |-Grandy and Associates selected to complete the study
STA -Safety Plan scheduled for December Board meeting
Vacaville CNG Facility * " * -Design process initiated
Vacaville -Funds transfered to FTA
TOTAL | $110,000 $8,000 $20,684
* No funds allotted at this time $118,000
b Initialty budgeted at $15,000. In July, Board approved $12,000 to | -80 Reliever Route Implementation
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Partners 3927 Lennane Drive
Suite 200

Sacramento, CA 95334

Kenneth A. Macias
Ernest J. Gini

. L. Kevin J. O’Connell 9169284600
A - r
Macias, Gini & Company ur 916+928+2753 ¢

Certifred Pubhic Accountants

www.maciasgini.com

10-29-98P02:2% RCYD

October 26, 1998

Mr. Martin Tuttle, Executive Director
Solano Transportation Authority

333 Sunset Avenue, Suite 200

Suisun City, CA 94585

Dear Mr. Tuttle:

Pursuant to our discussion last week, I am sending written correspondence to confirm we did not
issue a management letter in connection with the audit of the Solano Transportation Authority
(Authority) for the year ended June 30, 1998. As stated on page 24 of our report, we considered
the Authority’s internal control over financial reporting to determine our auditing procedures for
the purpose of expressing an opinion on the general-purpose financial statements and not to
provide assurance on the internal control over financial reporting. This report also states that we
noted no material weaknesses in the internal control over financial reporting and its operations.

[f you have any questions with regard to the above, please feel free to contact me at (916) 928-
4600 ext. 309.

Sincerely,

MACIAS, GINI & COMPANY LLP
Certified Public Accountants

By:

ol C- §rt

Andrew C. Sisk, CPA
Manager

-acs

CF=ICE LOCATIONS

Sacramento * Los Angeles ® San Francisco Bay Area
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Top transportation official takes new job

By John Scheibe
Staft Wiiter

One of Solano County's
leading transportation offi-
cials is planning to depart his
$88.000-a-year job and head to
Sacramento to iead the Sacra-
mento Area Council of Gov-
ernments, a fivecounty re-
gional planning and
transportation agency.

I am going to miss working
in Solano, but this is too good
of an opportunity to pass up,”
said Marty Tuttle, who has
served as the first full-time ex-
ecutive director of the Solano

Transportation Authority
since he took the job in Feb-
ruary 1996,

Tuttle said his departure
will become official once his
employment contract with SA-
COG has been negotiated,

something that could happen
this week

“It’s very disappointing that
he is moving on; he has done
more for transportation in So-
lano County than any other in-
dividual I can think of,” said
Suisun City Mayor Jim Sper-
ing, who heads the Metropol-
itan Transportation Commis-
sion and is a director of the
Solano Transportation Au-
thority.

“He has put a foundation in
a plan that addresses many
transportation problems in
Solano County,” said Spering.

Under Tuttle's stewardship,
the transportation authority
developed a blueprint for how
Solanoans could commute for
decades to come. To prepare
for the master transportation
plan, officials polled 500 resi-
dents throughout the county,

asking them an array of ques-
tions, including their wiil-
ingness to use public traxsit,
bicycles and other modes of
transportation.

‘Transportation officials aiso
met with area business and
government leaders to estab-
lish a consensus on the types
of transportation that should
be available locally.

The authority also managed
to add more stops for the Ca-
pitols Corridor train service
in Solano County. The com-
muter service connects com-

ening the rcadway’s shoulders
and adding such devices as
fog reflectors.

Tuttle was on hand at last
week’s dedication of the $1.8
million, 11/2-mile Leisure
Town Road extension.

The extension should offer
relief for the intersection of
Alamo Drive and Peabody
Road, one of the city's busiest,
since motorists on their way to
Travis Air Force Base,
Fairfield and Suisun City can
now take the Leisure Town ex-
tension to Vanden Road.

munities from Sacr

The represents

through San Jose.

Solano County voters will
be asked on Nov. 3 if they sup-
port using new revenues for
transportation improvement
projects across the couaty.
Those projects include mak-
ing Highway 12 safer by =d-

the newest link in the Inter-
state 80 reliever route. Five of
the route’s nine segments are
already funded. Total funding
now stands at about $30 mil-
lion, or roughly 40 percent of
the 101/2-mile route’s total
cost.

While Tuttle no longer will
be working with the Transpor-
tation Authority, Spering said
he still could be instrumental
in helping Solano County with
future projects,

“He is going to the Sacra-
mento region, which is one of
the metropolitan areas we
deal with a lot. And he is
someone who understands our
issues and problems here,”
Spering said.

Added Don Erickson, who
chairs the Transportation Au-
thority board and is mayor of
Dixon: “This is a great oppor-
tunity for Mr. Tuttle. I wish
him very well. I think he did a
great job in his efforts with
the STA. as evidenced by our
being rated one of the top
transportation management
agencies in the state.”

Before joining the author-

-

N
Marty Tuttie
... Sacramento-bound

ity, Tuttle served for 13 years
as a top aide to Assemblyman
Tom Hannigan.

The transportation board
will meet in early November °
to discuss a replacement for
Tuttle. !

PA




Locals debate plan

for Reliever Route '
oy ietes 10 16.)

All were among the three
dozen residents, county and city .

VACAVILLE — Dee Green
worried about having the equiva-
lent to a state highway in her
Vacaville back yard.

Bob Vick feared change in the
road next to his Save-On Storage
business would affect his liveli-
hood.

And county Supervisor Bar-
bara  Kondylis questioned
whether locals can control speed
limits on new roads.

officials and transportation spe-
cialists who turned out at Van-

den High School Wednesday to |

hash out concerns and share
ideas about the $74 million I-80
Reliever Route.

It was the first of a series of

community forums during which .

the Solano Transportation
Authority solicited advice about
the -10.5-mile project. With the

See Route, Page A6

’RO llte Froﬁ Page Qne

project, STA officials aim to pro-
vide a continuous inner-county
route between Interstate 80 in
Vacarville and Highway 12 in
Suisun City.

Issues brought up during the
two-hour meeting included
changing the project’s name to
something that would more
accurately reflect its relief of
congestion within the county,
not the interstate. Other ques-
tions centered around when cer-
tain portions of the .project
would be completed.

Five of the project’s nine seg-
ments are already funded with
state and federal dollars. The
remaining segments could be
funded within two to six years,
said Marty Tuttle, STA’s execu-
tive director.

“This is a project that we can
do within the next decade,” Tut-
tle said.

While Suisun City Mayor
Jim Spering said all of the com-
munities are “in it together,”
many residents attending the
forum were most concerned
with how the project will affect
areas nearest their homes.

More than one claimed their
nearest thoroughfare “the most
dangerous in Solano County.”

Friendly disagreement arose
between those who backed the

project and those who are vehe-
mently against it.

At the heart of the debate »

was growth and just how the
four continuous lanes on four
local roads would entice devel-
opers to build. Some claim, the
connector route would again
spur the battle with traffic con-
gestion by adding more drivers
to the area.

But, Spering said, even if the
1-80 Reliever Route project was
scrapped, pressure to develop
around Travis Air Force Base
would not cease.

Spering called the I1-80

Reliever Route an opportunity

to control that growth

Others held fast to their
beliefs that the project is unnec-
essary.

One man suggested Bay Area
Rapid Transit be extended to
Sacramento.

“We wouldn’t even need this
thing if we pursued BART,” he
said. “More concrete doesn’t
make less traffic.”

But those for and against the
project agreed that Solano
County needs a better trans-
portation system to unclog con-
gested roads.

“We're gonna have growth
whether anyone wants it or
not,” Vick said.
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New Leisure Town Road
smooths Travis commute

By John Schelbe

Staff Writer ((D 7. ,‘3,)

ists  heading to .
Falrﬁeld or Suisun can take .

One of Vacaville's busiest
intersections should get some
relief thanks to the extension
of Leisure Town Road south to
Vanden Road.

Transportation officials and
local politicians gathered for
a dedication ceremony Wed-
nesday for the newly built
112-mile Leisure Town Road
extension. The $1.8 million ex-
tension should take hundreds
of vehicles away from the in-
tersection of Alamo Drive and
_Peabody Road, since motor-

—Leisure Town Road south to °
Vanden Road. ,

“This will make it so people
won't have to use much of
Peabody Road,” said Vaca-:
ville Mayor Dave Fleming dur-
ing Wednesday's ceremony.

The extension represents :
the newest link in the con-
struction of the Interstate 80
reliever route. When fully

built, the 10 1/2-mile reliever
route will link Leisure Town
Road to Suisun City and pro-

# See Road, Back Page

Road ...

i Continued from Page 1A
vide a rural alternative to the
often congested 1-80 corridor.

Suisun City Mayor Jim Sper-
ing, who also chairs the pow-
erful Metropolitan Transpor-
tation Commission, predicted
the reliever route will provide
“a very vital link to the econ-
omy of Solano County.”

For more than a year now,
transportation officials across
the county have been studying
ways to improve the county’s
fragile transportation system.

Officials say the county
needs to have a more efficient
transportation network, or
risk having the kind of traffic
gridlock seen on Bay Area
highways. They say such grid-
lock will not only bring traffic
to a halt across Solano County
but economic growth as well.

But foes fear all the reliever
route will do is bring more
residential growth to the
county. They say the route
could soon become little more
than another [-80, filled with
trucks, cars and pickups com-
peting for limited road space
along the route.

However, Spering
agrees.

Spering said this can be
avoided by having a land use
plan linked to the reliever
route, one that'¢alls for sensi-
ble development, -

“It’s a challenge, but it’s a
challenge we can meet,” he
said Wednesday.

Five of the reliever route’s
nine segments are already
funded. Total funding now
stands at about $30 million, or
roughly 40 percent of the

dis-

route’s total expected cost.

Some residents who live
near the proposed route also
worry increased traffic will
make their neighborhoods
more dangerous, as well as
filling them with air pollution
and noise.

This comes as voters across

-wSolano County prepm ww.ﬁ!‘:?ﬂ‘

Nov. 3 on whether th
*Yising new revenues Tof trans.
portation improvement pro-
jects across the county. i
Voters will be asked if they
support using new transporta-
tion dollars to fix potholes on
streets and roads and make
Highway 12 — one of the coun-

Reporter graphic

ty’s most dangerous roadways
— safer.

Transportation officials em-
phasize the transportation
measure, known as Measure
F, is an advisory measure
only, and will not contain the
dreaded “T” word, as in
Mers support taxing._ ,
elves for these projects. .

= ®

e "The b;'fft;l comes mote than :

a year after a poll showed lo-
cal voters are unwilling to tax
themselves for transportation
projects, preferring instead to
be taxed to cut crime and im-
prove local education and li-

braries.
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Safe passage

SR
O KT

Mike McCoy/DAILY REPUBLIC

Suisun City and the Solano Transportation Authority unveiled the county's first  motorists that pedestrians are on the crosswalk. The lignts are encased in
lighted crosswalk Thursday at the Suisun City Senior Center, 318 Merganser  durable housing and embedded in the roadway. The authorty is seeking federal
St. The system uses a series of flashing, amber lights to alert approachinrg  funds to install similar systems in cities throughout the county.

PAGE 8




Benicia ferry service not likely to be funded

-

By Nathan Salant

ASSISTANT EDITOR (jp o)

" Femry service from Benicia is
not a pricrity for improving public
transportztion and’ probably wifl
not receive government funding in
the foresesable futre, the head of
the Solano Transit Authority said
yesterday.

STA Executive Director Martin
Tuttle made the comments Thurs-
day, one day after the STA board
voted to accept but not to endorse a
study indicating that ferry service
linking Bemjcia, Martinez and San
Francisco would be feasible.

The STA board met Wednesday

. night in Suisun City."
-« . In other actions, the STA board

_voted to support a new proposal to.

.- redesign the new eastern span of

. the'Benicia-Martinez Bridge and to

-.allocats $67,000 in state. funds-to
enable Benicia Transit to buy two.
new buses and rehabilitate three
others.

Tuale said the STA board,
which is made up of representa-
tives from the county’s seven cities
and Supervisor Barbara Kondylis
of Vallejo, declined to endorse the
study out of concern that a Benicia
boat service would take passengers
from the Vallejo Ferry.

“We don’t’ want any impact on

the Vallejo Ferry,” Tuttle said. “The
ferry is one of our golden eggs and,

.-whatever we do, we do not want to

take away from and harm the
Vallejo Ferry service given its per-
formance and potential.”

The Vallejo Ferry. proved
invaluable during last year's
BART strike, posting sabstantia]
increases ridership. Many new pas-
sengers stayed with the boat ser-
vice even after the strike.

*The Vallejo Ferry is part of our
multi-modal solution to alleviaze
congestion,” Tuttle said. *“We want
to nurture the service. We want to
focus on maintaining and enhanc-
ing that service befare we embark

on others.” .

City Councilmember Steve
Gizz, Benicias representative on
the STA board, said passenger farry
service to.and from Benicia was
unrealistic because of finances and
the proximity of the Vallejo Ferry.

“Tt is simply not in the realm of
possibility that, given the resource
constraints, Benicia is going to get
a ferry anytime soon,” Gizz said.
*This is not something that is going
to happen in the near fumre.”

Gizzi also said he was not pre-
sent last month when the City
Council endorsed the ferry smudy
but, had he been, would have
advised councilmembers that

Ferry

lion.

. coming off the ne
' Interstate 780 exi

Continued from page A1

The new design would realign the northbound lanes
w bridge so traffic heading towa'rds
ted to the left and traffic heading

north on I-680 exited right. The original design called
for westbound traffic to exit right and cross over the

| northbound lanes. - o

Construction of the new $300 million bridge is not

expected to begin before late next year and is not
expected to be completed before 2004.

In a proc
$67,000 in State Trans

edural vote, the STA voted to contribute
portation Assistance Funds to
federal grants to enable Beni-

more-than $500,000 in
cia Transit to purchase two new buses and overhaul
three buses currently on the road.

It will take up to two years to build both new buses
and absorb them into the city’s regular transportation
service, which links Benicia to Vallejo and the Pleas-
ant Hill BART station.

hapes. for a' ferry or a six-month
demonstration service were npot
going to be realized.

“Anybody who Tuly believes
thar tourists are going 0 jumpona
ferry to come and visit First Strest
in sufficient numbers that a ferry
can be supported are just kidding
themselves,” Gizzi said. “When
you reality test it, it doesn't work.
We have trouble geming our own
citizens down to Firg Street.”

Finance Director Alan Nadritch,
who doubles as the city’s trans-
portation director, sad he wasn’t
discouraged about the STA's reac-
tion to the ferry propesal because
members [(iked the proposal to

operate a walsr- taxi - service
berween the Benicia and Martinez

marinas. Sl =

“T don’t think [ was discouraged
funds are hard to come by~
Nadritch said. “Maybe we have o
think about sailing water wxi ser-
vice before we can think about sail-
ing 8 million boae” | -

Other actions taken by the STA
board included an endorsement of
a plan to redesign the new eastem
span of the Benicia-Martinez
Bridge, which is expected to add
six-to-eight months © construction
time but save as much as $12 mil-

Sae@ Ferry, page A10
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SPECIAL TO THE DAILY REPUBLIC

FAIRFIELD — Bay Area drivers
won't see the effects immediately, but
the mere sight of construction may pro-
vide some solace for drivers snarled in
traffic on the Benicia-Martinez bridge.

Work on the long-awaited second
 Benicia-Martinez bridge is set to begin

in April 1999, said Steve Cobb, a public
information officer with the state
Department of Transportation.

The $315 million, six-phase project
is expected to begin with grading for
the south approach of the new bridge
on the Contra Costa County side and
environmental mitigation work, he
said. The entire project is slated for
completion by mid-2003.

“That’s not as far away as you
think,” Cobb said of the more than
four-year time frame. “Building a
bridge is a pretty hefty job.”

The area needed another bridge
because of increased traffic flow and
population growth, Cobb said.

“It's all the growth, and obviously
with the type of building in Solano and

Contra Costa counties, movements

.have changed considerably over the

last 20 years,” Cobb said. “It just
makes for more commuters, and con-
gestion gets worse.”

The six phases of the project are:

H A project to mitigate the environ-
mental impact created by the new
bridge.

W A new toll plaza and administra-
tion building on the Contra Costa

County side of the new bridge.

W A new bridge east of the existing
railroad bridge, carrying five lanes of
northbound traffic.

W Modifications to the Interstate
680:780 interchange to accommodate
the increased traffic.

8 A modification to the Marina Vista
interchange.

8 Grading on the south approach to
the new bridge.

The bridge is still in the design
stages, but advertising for the contracts
for the environmental mitigation and
south approach grading will begin soon
and work. should begin on those two
phases in April 1999, Cobb said.

The current Benicia-Martinez bridge
will be modified to have a pedestrian
and bicycle lane and four traffic lanes.

It will be used for southbound traffic.

When work begins, drivers shouldn't
face many traffic delays until construc-
tion of the Interstate 680/780 inter-
change begins. Most delays will be at
night, Cobb added.

Construction would have started last
year, but a dispute with Union-Pacific
Railroad about the location of the
bridge delayed the start and increased
the cost.

A $90 million seismic upgrade of the
current Benicia-Martinez bridge has
already started and is expected to be
completed as early as 2002, Cobb
noted.

The upgrade will make the bridge
safer in the event of an earthquake by
strengthening the bridge’s anchors to
the mainland.

Bridge set to begin building in spring

oy otromars(103384)

The $315 million, six-phase
project is expected to begin
with grading for the south
approach of the new bridge
on the Contra Costa County
side and environmental
mitigation work, said Steve
Cobb, Department of
Transportation public
information officer. The
entire projectis siated for
completion hy mid-2003.
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Prepared By: Khaled M. Nour Phone: (510) 286-6047

Schedule Revision on 10/20/98

Senior Engineer: Mohsen Pazoaki ; (510) 286-5118
Project Manager: Liz Wiecha, (510) 286-5547

Pager. (510)-448-6269

NEW BENICIA-MARTINEZ BRIDGE PRCJECTS

LIST OF PROJECTS AND SCHEDULES

| |
! - -
L Enviromental s Ready to Begin End of
‘ Description Documant Structures PSZE | District PS&E Advertise | Construction | Construction
PROJECT
| NO.
" 006031 Benicia Martinez New 12/01/97 08/01/99 09/01/9% 01/15/99 06/01/00 06/01/03
Bridge
006041 |Toll Plaza & 12/01/87 05/01/00 Q7/01/00 11/01/01 03/01/01 08/01/02 |
Administration Bldg. |
006051 |Modification of liC & } 12/01/97 11/01/98 01/01/00 05/01/00 09/01/00 04/01/03
___|South Approach ,
006081 I- 680/780 interchange 12/01/97 11/01/99 | 01/01/00 05/01/00 09/01/00 04/01/03
] f
006091 |South Approach 12/01/97 NiA { 07/01/98 01/01/9% 04/01/99 10/01/00
Gradin
L g

fir BU_Sen_PYose

PAGE 11



Fax:7077464825 Oct 29 ’98 12:26 P.01

O STa

CONTRA COSTA TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY Solano Tromspettation futhority

October 22, 1998

Will Travis, Executive Director

San Francisco Bay Conservation & Development Commission
30 Van Ness Avenue, Suite 2011

San Francisco, CA 94102

RE:  Permit No. 18-98, Carquinez Bridge Replacement Project
Dear Mr. Travis:

On behalf of the joint committee of the Contra Costa and Solano Transportation
Aauthorities, thank you for your letter of October 7, responding to our request that the Bay
Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) expedite its proccssing for permit No.
18-98 for the Carquinez Bridge projecL. We greatly appreciate your willingness to consider
this permit at your November 5, 1998 meeting.

As you know, there is a very brief “time window”-- from December | to March 31-- for
construction of initial work in the river. Both the Contra Costa and Solano Transportation
Authorities are very supportive of the new bridge project, and wish to see it completed at the
earliest possible time; especially given its status as a seismic retrofit project. Therefore, we
appreciate BCDC's timely consideration, and encourage the Commission’s approval of the
requested permit at the earliest possible date.

\ZAAA / Cle A
Julie Pierce
Contra Costa Transportation Authority

Sincerely,

cc: Commissioner Rosemary Corbin
Commissioner Jerry Hayes
Commissioner Barbara Kondylis
Commissioner Gail Uilkema

CAWPFILES\SOLANQ\]998\Carquincz, Travis 11-05-98.wpd
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November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 6.0

S51Ta

Solano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Martin Tuttle

RE: CONSENT AGENDA (Any consent agenda item can be pulled for
discussion)

Recommendation:

That the STA Board approves the following attached consent items:
6.1 Approve Minutes of Meeting of October 14, 1998

6.2  Approve Draft minutes of October 28, 1998 TAC meeting
6.3  Approve Funding for December 9 STA Awards Ceremony

6.4  Authorize Letter of Support from STA Chairman to Expedite Solano
Bikeway Project
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1.0 Call to Order - Confirm Quorum

November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 6.1

S1Ta

Solano Tt tcation Audhotit

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

Minutes of Meeting of

October 14, 1998

Chairman Erickson called the meeting to order at 5:10 p.m. A quorum was confirmed.

MEMBERS
PRESENT:

MEMBERS
ABSENT:

ALSO
PRESENT:

Steve Gizzi

Don Erickson
Marci Coglianese
Barbara Kondylis
Jim Spering
Rischa Slade
Dan Donahue
Steve Lessler

None

John Ash

Alan Nadritch
Morrie Barr

Kevin S. Daughton
Jim Weddell

Otto Bertolero
Paul Hom

Gary Leach

Dana Carpio
Bernice Kaylin
David Murray
Yvette Pierre
Elizabeth Richards
Donna Harr
Martin Tuttle

Dan Christians

City of Benicia
City of Dixon

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

Benicia Industrial Park Assoc.
City of Benicia

City of Fairfield

City of Fairfield

CHP-Solano

City of Suisun City

City of Vacaville

City of Vallejo

Dixon

League of Women Voters
MTC

MTC

Solano Commuter Information
Solano County Citizens Land Alliance
STA

STA
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Matt Todd STA

Stacy Medley STA
Michael Segala Suisun City (Alternate)
Joyce Moody Vacaville Landowner

James Williams
2.0 Approval of Agenda

Member Gizzi requested agenda items 8.1 and 8.2 be placed after item 9.3. Member Slade made a
motion to approve the revised agenda that was seconded by Member Spering and “pproved
unanimously.

3.0 Executive Director's Report
Martin Tuttle updated the following items from the report contained in the agenda package:

Budget

Safety Projects

Measure F

Federal TEA-21 Funds

Bus Earmarks

Capitol Corridor

Pothole Repair

Madere Bridge/Fazio Highway
SolanoLinks

New Benicia-Martinez Bridge
Carquinez Bridge

Reliever Route

Martin Tuttle mentioned that the special comemorative event honoring the 5* daily Capitol Corridor
train would arrive in Suisun City the next day at 11:25 a.m. He also said that everyone was invited
to a ceremony on October 26 at 10:00 a.m. renaming the Rio Vista Bridge the Helen Madere
Memorial Bridge.

4.0 Comments/Update from Staff, Caltrans, and MTC

Dan Christians mentioned that in response to Member Kondylis' comments at the last Board
meeting, the STA's response to an MTC Year 2000 survey was contained in their folders. Matt Todd
said that the City of Vacaville obtained funding for two paratransit vehicles under the FTA Section
5310 program. David Murray from MTC introduced Yvette Pierre the new liaison for Solano. No
one from Caltrans was present.

5.0 Public Comment

Bernice Kaylin of the League of Women Voters said that their organization had advised the local
newspapers that they were in support of Measure F.
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6.0  Consent Agenda

The consent agenda was unanimously approved on a motion by Member Kondylis with a second by
Member Spering. The following items were approved as part of the consent agenda:

6.1 Minutes of Meeting of September 9, 1998

6.2  Draft minutes of September 30, 1998 TAC meeting

6.3 Bicycle Advisory Committee Appointment

6.4  Distribution of STAF Regional Paratransit Funds

6.5 STAF Claim of City of Benicia for Bus Purchase Match

6.6 Amendment to 1998-99 Contract with Moore Iacofano and Goltsman for SolanoLinks
Marketing and Promotions

6.7  1998-99 Contract with Nelson\Nygaard Consulting Associates for SolanoLinks Transit
Coordination Activities

6.8 Reappointment of Jim Spering to the MTC Commission

6.9 FY 1997-98 STA Audit

Martin Tuttle said that the STA's annual audit had been completed and that there there were some
fund balances in project development and general operations. Member Kondylis said that she
thought the audit could be accepted at this meeting but that any fund balances should be approved
as part of a revised budget at a separate meeting.

After discussion, the STA board unanimously accepted the FY 1997-98 STA Audit and deferred any
budget revisions to the next meeting on a motion by Member Kondylis with a second by Member
Spering.

8.3 Resolution Supporting "Transportation Awareness Week/Read Measure F"

Martin Tuttle said that Measure F, the Transportation Advisory Measure, will be on the November
3™ ballot and he recommended that the Board approve the proposed Resolution supporting October
25-31 as "Transportation Awareness Week/ Read Measure F." He described all of the various efforts
planned for the week. Dan Donahue asked if copies of the resolution would be distributed to each
city and Martin Tuttle said that copies would be sent to the city managers.

The STA Board unanimously approved the Resolution Supporting "Transportation Awareness
Week/Read Measure F" on a motion by Steve Lessler with a second by Rischa Slade.

6.3  Electric Vehicles Priority Project
Dan Christians presented this staff report and recommended the STA Board approve an Electric
Vehicles and Recharging Facilities program as a Priority Project. Then staff would work on pursuing

clean air funding to begin implementing the program.

The STA Board unanimously approved an Electric Vehicles Priority Project in concept on a motion
by Jim Spering with a second by Marci Coglianese.
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9.1 TEA-21 25% Program Draft Corridor Plans

Matt Todd updated the STA Board on the TEA-21 25% program. He said that the 25% Program is
a discretionary program emphasizing operations and safety along the three corridors that run through
Solano: 1-80, I-680, and the North Bay East-West corridors. Solano will be working with the other
adjoining counties that are also part of these corridors (i.e. Alameda, Contra Costa, Napa and
Sonoma) to reach a consensus on a list of projects for each one. A maximum of $12 million of
projects per corridor is allowed to be submitted to MTC. Matt said that he would bring back the 25%
projects in November for action by the Board.

9.2 Welfare to Work

Matt Todd said that the AB 2454, the CalWorks bill, was recently vetoed by the Governor. He said
that the first Solano WORKS Transportation Working Group would be held on October 21 and the
MTC Regional Working Group would meet on November 20. Rischa Slade requested she be added
to the Solano Transportation Working Group mailing list.

923 Travel Safety Study - Update

Matt Todd described this study and said that the Working Group had been meeting since July. He
said that a preliminary list of safety projects had been prepared by Bob Grandy, consultant, with
various funding sources identified such as the TEA-21 federal funds and various state safety funds.
Matt said that a draft plan will be submitted at the October TAC meeting and that a final plan will
be completed by December. Don Erickson asked if the new Suisun City lighted crosswalk was
funded from any of these sources. Jim Spering said that TDA funded that crosswalk. Dan Donahue
asked if the North Area Transit Center and the Transit Center North were different. Matt Todd
answered that they were the same project.

Matt Todd also described the methodology used for the statewide Surface Transportation Policy
Project (STPP) traffic study that revealed that Solano is rated 10™ for pedestian safety problems
because it has a low percentage of residents that walk to work.

8.2  Resolution Supporting Benicia/Martinez Ferry Study

Alan Nadritch described the results of this study that was recently completed by the cities of Benicia
and Martinez and endorsed by the Benicia City Council. This was a 1997-98 STA Priority Project
and the STA contributed $2,000 to the study. It examined potential ferry service from Benicia and
Martinez to San Francisco as considered in the 1992 MTC Regional Ferry Study. It also proposed
a water taxi demonstration project between Benicia and Martinez and an Action Plan to continue to
pursue the concept.

There was various discussion on the parking capacity, ridership, dock problems, and origination of
riders on the existing Vallejo Ferry service. There were also concerns on the costs, time to San
Francisco, and potential ridership of a new ferry service starting from Benicia and Martinez. Steve
Gizzi said that, while he wasn't at the Benicia City Council meeting when the study was approved,
he expressed concern over the demand for a Benicia/Martinez only service and over the level of use
of the Baylink service by Benicians. Jim Spering thought that the STA should support the study but
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submit the Board's concerns to the Benicia City Council. Steve Lessler thought that the physical
parking problems should be taken care of for the Vallejo Ferry first before starting a new ferry
service.

Marci Coglianese asked what would be the main use of the study. Alan Nadritch said that it would
help pursue funding and other measures listed in the Action Plan.

After further discussion, the STA Board unanimously voted to accept the study and express its
concerns to the Benicia City Council, on a motion by Steve Gizzi with a second by Steve Lessler.

8.1 Redesign of the New Benicia-Martinez Bridge Project

Martin Tuttle presented this proposal that would redesign the northbound 1-680 to 1-780 span of the
Benicia Bridge to provide a "Y" split instead of an elevated span. He said it would reduce the total
bridge cost by $10-12 million but delay the current schedule by 6-8 months. He said that at the last
STA/CCTA Subcommittee meeting, Mayor Hayes and Member Gizzi supported the redesign.
Barbara Kondylis asked about the close proximity of the supporting columns and Martin Tuttle said
that BCDC and the Coast Guard had already approved the main structure and this would not affect
it.

Steve Lessler asked about the need to add a structure to the rail station. Martin Tuttle said a $5
million structure would have to be provided for future rail service. In addition the new design
would have no impact on the proposed future rail station.

The STA Board unanimously approved the redesign of the Benicia-Martinez Bridge span on a
motion by Jim Spering with a second by Steve Gizzi.

8.8 Board Member Comments

Marci Coglianese invited everyone to attend the renaming of the Rio Vista Bridge to the Helen
Madere Memorial Bridge on October 26 at 10:00 a.m. Barbara Kondylis asked for a report on the
MTBE gasoline additive situation.

Additional Public Comments

James Williams said he was representing Joyce Moody and expressed his concerns about the
Peabody/Vanden Road rail station location. He said that he was concerned about the many buses
traveling to and fromVanden High School, the new homes planned for the area, impacts on Travis
Air Force Base, and additional commercial development that would also come to the area. He said
that Vacaville needs their own station at a location equally distant between Dixon and Fairfield. He
asked about the $900,000 grant that Fairfield has received as the lead agency and asked why the STA
was locked into the site and can't seem to change it now. He asked if the station site was being used
as a catalyst for development in the area.

8.9 Adjourn

Chairman Erickson adjourned the meeting at 6:45 p.m. (Next Meeting: November 11)
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Agenda Item 1.

November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 6.2

S1Ta

Solano Cranspotrtation Udhority

DRAFT

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Minutes of the Meeting of

October 28, 1998

Call to Order

The regular meeting of the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) was called to order at 1:39 p.m. by Martin Tuttle at the STA conference room.

PRESENT:

Agenda Item 2.

Michael Throne
Janet Koster
Morrie Barr
Michael Lee

Cecil Dillon

Otto Bertolero
Julie Pappa

Gian Aggarwal

Ed Huestis

Pam Belchamber
Gary Leach

Bob Grandy
Michelle Morris Brubaker
Paul Wiese
Elizabeth Richards
Martin Tuttle

Dan Christians
Matt Todd

Approval of Agenda

City Of Benicia

City of Dixon

City of Fairfield

City Rio Vista

City Rio Vista

City of Suisun City
City of Suisun City
City of Vacaville

City of Vacaville

City of Vallejo

City of Vallejo

Grandy and Associates
MTC

Solano County

Solano Commuter Information (SCI)
STA

STA

STA

Martin Tuttle said he would like to: 1.) Add a letter of support for the Caltrans Major Investment
Study (MIS) as Agenda Item No. 9 and change existing Item No. 9 to 11, and renumber the other
items accordingly; 2.) Change Agenda Item No. 10 on the Reliever Route to an Action Item; and
3.) Defer a report on the selection of consultants and the scope of work for the EIR/S and Base
Mapping for the I-80 Reliever Route to the I-80 Working Group meeting to be held the next day.
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The agenda, as modified, was unanimously approved on a motion by Pam Belchamber with a
second by Julie Pappa.

Agenda Item 3. Minutes of Meeting of September 30, 1998

The minutes were approved as written on a motion by Ed Huestis with a second by Gary Leach.
Agenda Item 4. Public Comment.

None

Agenda Item S. Comments from Staff, Caltrans, MTC

Martin Tuttle said that Michelle Morris Brubaker will start to work as Deputy Director for
Projects for the STA on October 29.

Agenda Item 6. Intercity Transit Consortium Update

Pam Belchamber said the Consortium heard reports on TEA-21 25% and 75% programs, the new
brochure for the SolanoLinks marketing program, deferred the 5-Year Intercity Transit Plan to ther
next meeting, reviewed the 1999 TIP amendments, and discussed a change of the 14 day reservation
period for Solano Paratransit to a shorter timeframe. Gian asked if there was any follow-up planned
for evaluating the SolanoLinks marketing program. Dan Christians said that an evaluation report
would be done in the next few months.

Pam Belchamber said that since SolanoLinks niche marketing was done for Route 92 Vallejo bus
service to the ferry, ridership had increased noticeably. Ed Huestis said that recent counts at the
Vacaville Regional Transportation Center revealed 234 vehicles were parked there plus two vans and
some bicycles. Morrie Barr said that since their 200 space North Texas park and ride lot closed,
some of those vehicles could now be parking in the Vacaville facility.

Agenda Item 7. Project Development Fund Requests

Dan Christians presented this staff report and said that requests had been made for five projects
totaling $87,917. Gian Aggarwal said that their request for $58,000 of matching funds for their
$445,000 CMAQ grant for a CNG fueling facility was only being requested because they were
informed that they would not obtain their TSM match. Gian said that it would be available to any
transit agency in the county. He said they would use TDA funds if this request was not approved.

Gary Leach asked if they have to spend all of the fund balance at this time. Martin Tuttle said that
they didn't have to spend it all but could keep some in reserve. Pam Belchamber said that she wasn't
aware of the Call for Projects and might have requested $25,000 to rehabilitate some of her 5 Golden
Gate Transit buses.

Morrie Barr said that he believed the purpose of this program is for seed money to leverage other
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funds and to be used for consultant services and studies, not for capital purchases. Martin said that
the purpose was for multi-modal projects that can be advanced within a year. Paul Wiese said that
he was also concerned about opening this program up for construction projects.

Gian Aggarwal said that this is a regional project and will be the only public CNG facility in the
county.

Martin Tuttle said that staff would check on the possibility of using State Transit Assistance funds
instead of Project Development funds for the Vacaville request.

The TAC unanimously approved the revised list of $29,971 of project development requests
(excluding the City of Vacaville request for $58,000 for the CNG facility) subject to STA Board
approval on a motion by Paul Wiese with a second by Janet Koster.

Agenda Item 8. TEA-21 25% Program

Matt Todd provided the TAC with an updated list of recommended TEA-21 projects. Matt said that
the changes from last months list include the Caltrans TOS project had been rescoped as two
projects, the Peabody Road projects had also been rescoped, and the SCI and Capitol Corridor
projects had been dropped off the list. Gian Aggawal asked what the difference was between the two
TOS projects. Matt Todd said that the first TOS project involved loop detectors at off-ramps near
Marine World and the second request would place cameras and changeable message signs on I-80.

Pam Belchamber asked about the matching fund requirement and Matt Todd said that the applicants
had to identify their local matches in the applications.

Michael Lee asked if their new intersection improvements at Main/Church Street/Highway 12 were
still on the list. Matt Todd responded that it was on the list and proposed that Caltrans pay for half
the costs, per the Caltrans correspondance.

Gary Leach said that they need a bus turn out on B.W. Williams. Matt said that it could be added to
the 2™ priority list. Michelle Morris Brubaker said that bus cut-outs would also be eligible under the
75% program. Elizabeth Richards requested the SCI project be reinstated in the 1* priority projects
on the I-80 corridor.

Matt said that applicants can for the first priority projects would be due to the STA on December 15.
Martin Tuttle said that the Draft Corridor Plans would also go to the STA Board in two weeks. The
TAC unanimously approved the Draft Corridor Plans, with the addition of the SCI project in the 1-80
corridor, on a motion by Gary Leach with a second by Otto Bertolero.

Agenda Item 9. Highway 12 MIS Proposal

Matt Todd said that a letter of support was recommended for the proposed Highway 12 Major
Investment Study grant that Caltrans was trying to obtain. This is a statewide planning grant for
Highway 12 between I-5 and [-80 and Rio Vista and Solano County were also requested to send
similar letters. Martin Truttle said that this study would help Highway 12 compete for the
Interregional Improvement Program. The TAC unanimously approved the letter of support on a
motion by by Morrie Barr with a second by Paul Wiese.

Agenda Item 10. Reliever Route Transportation/Land Use Corridor Plan
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Martin Tuttle updated the TAC on the Phase 1 study and the proposal to request additional
Transportation for Liveable Communities funds from MTC for Phase 2. Michelle Morris Brubaker
said that she was going to submit the draft scope of work for Phase 2 to MTC and request any
suggested changes. Phase 2 is intended to develop specific projects that could be funded later. Gary
Leach asked if a general "Call for Projects" had been made for the TLC program. Michelle said that
only a few studies had been approved so far by MTC and that a general "Call for Projects" would
come later. Martin Tuttle said that he would also bring the scope to the Working Group the next day
for their input. The TAC unanimously approved the draft scope of work on a motion by Paul Wiese
with a second by Morrie Barr.

Agenda Item 11. CMAQ/STP Fund Applications - 75% Funds

Michelle Morris Brubaker updated the TAC on the process and criteria for the program which will
provide approximately $5.6 million for Solano jurisidictions. She said that applications are due to
the STA on November 23. Martin Tuttle said that an additional $12.2 of STIP augmentation may
be received for Solano and Michelle said she would check on the status of that augmentation.
Michelle said that although MTC does not allow counties to suballocate these funds by population,
she recommended that a cap of $1.85 million be set for each jurisdiction. After further discussion,
it was agreed that the 20% transit portion would come off the top so that the remaining streets and
roads cap would be $1.48 million for each jurisdiction. The Consortium would deal with the transit
prioirties. It was also agreed that the 10% portion proposed for safety projects would be held until
the 25% program was approved. It was the consensus to only complete pages 1 and 3 (pages 47 and
50 in TAC packet) and to have a special meeting on December 7 at 1:30 p.m. to discuss the requests.

Agenda Item 12. Travel Safety Study Update

Matt Todd passed out copies of the Draft Travel Safety Plan and said that all comments should be
submitted by November 11.

Agenda Item 13. Advisory Measure F/Transportation Awareness Week- Update

Martin Tuttle updated the TAC on Transportation Awareness Week scheduled for October 25-31.
There will be changeable message signs, bus signs, jelly bean ads, editorials, newspaper ads, and
a mail flyer.

Agenda Item 14. Seminar on Lessons Learned on Multi-Agency Projects in Bay Area

Michelle Morris Brubaker said that this seminar will be held on November 3 at MTC from 9:00 a.m.
- 12 p.m..

Agenda Item 15. 1999 TIP Amendment
Dan Christians encouraged everyone to fully review the recent TIP amendments, make any

corrections and submit them to him as soon as possible. He will assemble a comprehensive list of
corrections and submit them to MTC by next week.
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Agenda Item 16. Year 2000 Issues

Dan Christians said that the STA Board recently requested any information on potential Y2K
problems that STA jurisdictions might be expecting. No major problems were noted. Paul Wiese said
that he had a recent news article that he would pass along on this subject.

Agenda Item 17. Eastern CMAQ (SACOG)

Matt Todd said that Yvette Pierre was still working on this matter.

Adjourn

The meeting was adjourned at about 3:45 p.m. The next meeting will be held on November 23, 1998
at 9:00 a.m.
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November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 6.3

S1Ta

Solarno Cranspottation Adhotity

DATE: November 2, 1998
TO: STA Board
FROM: Martin Tuttle

RE: Awards Event

The STA Executive Commiittee is planning a reception for the first annual transportation
awards ceremony in December. It is proposed to occur prior to our December 9 Board
meeting.

The new performing arts theatre in downtown Suisun City has been reserved for the event
and regular Board meeting. The Executive Committee is expected to meet soon to
confirm the award recipients and other event details.

Staff recommends that $1,500 be set aside from the operations contingency budget to
cover the events expenses (food, plaques, invitations). The current contingency budget is
$34,447.

Recommendation

Approve the transfer of $1,500 from operations contingency budget to services and
supplies budget for the awards reception expenses.
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Novemberll, 1998
Agenda Item 6.4

S1Ta

Solarno Cransportation Authotity

DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board
FROM: Dan Christians
RE: Letter of Support for Solano Bikeway

Caltrans was recently submitted supplemental environmental investigations, plans, and
specifications for the Solano Bikeway Project. The STA and City of Vallejo are facing a strict
timeline from the funding agency, the Bay Area Air Quailty Management District. If we don't

receive approval from Caltrans to build the project on their right-of-way in the next month or so, the
project may lose over $500.000 of clean air funds.

Recommendation

Authorize the Chairman to submit the attached letter of support for the Solano Bikeway.
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ShTa

333 Sunset Avenue, Suite 200
Suisun City, California 94585

Area Code 707

November 11, 1998

422-6491 * Fax 438-0656

Members:

Benicia

Dixon

Fairfield

Rio Vista
Solano County
Suisun City
Vacaville
Vallejo

Martin Tuttle

Executive Director

Mr, Harry Y. Yahata, District Director
Caltrans District 4

Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Re:  Solano Bikeway Project (Project No. 9954)
Dear Mr. Yahata:

The STA appreciates all the assistance that Caltrans staff has provided us on the Solano
Bikeway. We have now submitted all environmental information requested and request a

quick review of our plans and specifications and issuance of a permit so that City of Vallejo
can commence their bidding process and they can construct this project early next year.

The Solano Bikeway Project is the first new segment of a significant bike route that will
parallel the I-80 Corridor approximately 1.8 miles, from Columbus Parkway to
Hiddenbrooke Parkway in Vallejo.

Our staff has been working dilligently with the City of Vallejo staff and your staff to fully
respond to various requests for additional biological and archeological investigation that is
being required before a Longitudinal Encroachment Exception will be issued by Caltrans
headquarters. Our staffs now believe we have responded to every request of District 4.

However, a number of unrelated issues continue to surface, such as the status o McGary
Road, the adjoining frontage road along I-80 to the east of this project that has been closed
by City of Fairfield for corrective work during the Red Top Road/I-80 slide repair. The
safety of an existing bicycle/pedestrian crossing on Highway 12, located approximately two
miles from the project site, has also been raised as a concern. The STA staff through its’
Bicycle Advisory Committee has committed to fully addressing those longer term issues
even though neither is under our direct control.

Any further delay will seriously jeopardize our $392.000 BAAQMD Regional TFCA clean
air grant we received nearly two years ago and a $151,000 Program Manager grant we
received approval for this year. The Bay Area Air Quality Management District has advised
us that they will withdraw their grants if the project is not under a construction contract by
February 3, 1999. We sincerely hope that doesn't occur since this is the largest clean air grant
we have ever received and it is the very first intercity bicycle route segment that our Bicycle
Advisory Committee has been working very hard to implment during the past three years.
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The STA and City of Vallejo have also spent approximately $100,000 of local TDA funds for
architectural, engineering and environmental investigation. In addition it has taken more than nine
months, four project meetings with Caltrans staff, and various individual discussions.

The project has been redesigned at the request of Caltrans staff, and DKS Associates (the design firm
hired by City of Vallejo) believed in July that all major design hurdles had been addressed.
However, the City of Vallejo was recently advised by Caltrans 4 staff that the unrelated McGary
Road situation still may affect this bikeway project.

Our staff has agreed to do everything within reason, but some of the requests now seem to be
excessive and any further time delay will adversely affect the project. Although it is just a simple
bicycle route on a small portion of excess Caltrans right-of-way, it seems that it is being treated as
something much bigger.

Thank you for your direct involvement to help expedite this very important project as soon as
possible.

Please call Martin Tuttle at (707) 422-6491 or Dan Christians at (707) 438-0654 if you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

Don Erickson, Chairman
Solano Transportation Authority

cc: Diane Steinhauser, Caltrans District 4
Taner Aksu, City of Vallejo PWD
David Burch, BAAQMD

Attachment
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BAY :/.REA AIR QUALITY
MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

October 1, 1998

Daniel Christians

Sr. Project Manager

Solano County Transportation Agency
333 Sunset Ave. Suite 200

Suisun City, CA 94585

Re: Solano Bikeway — TFCA Project 96R34

Dear Dan:

I want to thank you, as well as Taner Aksu from the City of Vallejo, for taking the time to meet with
me today regarding the status of the Solano Bikeway project. I know that you have been working
diligently to secure the necessary matching funds for the project, as well as to gain the required
approvals from Caltrans. since the project entails use of the Caltrans I-80 right-of-way. I realize that
you have no direct control over the time that Caltrans takes to review and approve the project.

As I explained in our meeting, the Air District is supportive of the project, and we do appreciate the
challenges that you have faced in moving this project forward. However, we continue to be
concerned by the delays in project implementation. As you know, the project funding agreement
called for project construction to be complete by January 1, 1998 and for the final project report to
be submitted by today’s date, October 1, 1998.

In our meeting, I emphasized the need for the TFCA funds to be encumbered within two years of the
effective date of the funding agreement; in effect, this means that a construction contract should be
issued by February 3, 1999. Please keep me informed as to the status of the remaining steps toward
bidding the project. Once you can provide a solid schedule for the remaining steps, we will need to
revise the implementation schedule in the project funding agreement to reflect the new schedule.
Alternatively, if progress does not occur in the required time frame, as explained above, the District
will withdraw the TFCA Regional Funds that were awarded to the project, pursuant to the project
termination clause in the funding agreement.

I do hope that you can resolve the remaining issues, and that the project can move forward to
successful completion within the required time frame. If you have any questions, please call me at
(415) 749-4641.

Sincerely,

David Burch

SR. Environmental Planner

cc: Tanner Aksu
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Agenda Item 7.1

STa

Solano Cranspotrtation Authokity

DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Dan Christians

RE: Project Development Fund Requests

On October 28 the Technical Advisory Committee recommended the following additional 1998/99
project development activities to be funded from 1997/98 fund balance:

City Of Vallejo: Solano Bikeway Environmental Investigation $10.000

Pay for the additional, unexpected, biological and other environmental analysis Caltrans is requiring
for the Solano Bikeway. This will be a Class 1 bike route to be built next year along the south side
of I-80 between Columbus Parkway and Hiddenbrooke Parkway. Although the construction is fully
funded with air quality and TDA funds, this additional work could take away from funds earmarked
for construction. If the funds aren't needed they will be returned to the fund balance. This route is
part of the Countywide Bicycle Plan Implementation that has been a Priority Project for the past
three years.

STA: Eectric Vehicle Priority Project Consultant Services $5.000

Provide consultant services to assist the STA in funding and implementing the countywide electric
vehicle priority project approved at the last TAC and STA Board meetings. Specific tasks would
include identifying the type, quanity and location of recharging facilities and the need for electric
vehicles. Also the consultant would help prepare applications, and requests for various air quality
funds available. This was added as a Priority Project at the last STA Board Meeting.

1-80 Reliever Route Project Management Funds $10.000

Because of delays at the CTC, this amount is necessary to fund the [-80 project management services
being provided by Grandy and Associates through December 31 (see agenda item 7.2). This is
needed to keep the [-80 Reliever Route I-80 EIR/S and base map activities on schedule. Until the
CTC acts later this year or next, no other funding sources are available. This has been a priority
project for the past three years.
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STA Bicycle Advisory Committee: Bikelinks Maps $4.971

Print 3,000 sets of additional Bikeways maps the BAC recently completed. To date these maps have
been very successful. The BAC has spent approximately $12,100 for the design and initial printing
(1000 sets) of this five map set of bike maps (soon to be a set of six maps and a safety tips sheet).
There is only about $1,000 left in the budget for further refinements and printing. This program has
been part of the Countywide Bicycle Plan Implementation Priority Project for the past two years.
To date, the bike maps have been funded with project development funds ($2,000), project sponsors
($3,300) and Yolo-Solano Air Quality Management funds ($8,000). If additional project
development funding isn't provided we won't be able to have enough copies to last us into next year.

Recommended requests total $29971

There is sufficient 1997/98 fund balance available to cover these expenditures. After further review
by our accountants, we have $84,971 of project development balance from last year, minus $13,420
to cover two 1997/98 projects completed this year, leaving $71,551 that is available to use for these
projects. This is slightly less than was discussed at the TAC.

This fund balance is in addition to the $110,000 already programmed by the STA for 1998/99 project
development activities.

The City of Vacaville also requested $58,000 of local match for their CNG Bus Fueling Facility.
However, it was the consensus that this match should be funded from a capital source such as the
State Transit Assistance funds since Project Development funds have primarily been used for seed
money for studies and applications to leverage other sources of funding. The STA will work on
obtaining STAF funds to assist Vacaville's implementation of that project.

Recommendation

Approve $29,971 of additional 1998/99 project development requests from the 1997-98 project
development fund balance.
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DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Michelle Morris Brubaker

RE: Project Manager Consultant Contract for I-80 Reliever Route Project

As discussed previously, the STA has secured $28 million in state and federal funds for the I-80 Reliever
Route project and is in the process of implementing the first five stages of the project. In June of this year,
the STA recommended to the Reliever Route Working Group that consultant services be retained to
augment STA staff to manage the project. In July, the STA Board approved a contract with Bob Grandy
of Grandy & Associates to perform this work because he was a key consultant on the I-80 Reliever Route
Implementation Plan.

The initial agreement with Grandy & Associates was a three-month contract funded with project
development funds. The Reliever Route Working Group felt that project management services should be
initiated immediately, rather than waiting for state or federal funds to become available, to allow for timely
delivery of the Reliever Route project. The project development funds were provided as a bridge until the
state and federal funds could be accessed to fund ongoing project management activities.

The Reliever Route Working Group has accomplished much in the past three months with the assistance
of the project management consultant. This includes the development of a Draft Financial Plan to reflect
the availability of new state and federal funds, the development of an Overall Work Plan for the next year,
consultation with Caltrans staff on the Draft Financial Plan and Overall Work Plan, submittal of Funding
Allocation Request letters to Caltrans, and the completion of a consultant selection process for contracts
to prepare EIS/R and Base Mapping/Plan Line documents.

Caltrans has been unable to process our applications to utilize the new state and federal funding to date
because of delays by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) in approving the Federal
Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) for the MTC region. STA staff anticipates that the TIP will be
approved within the next 30 days, allowing the funding to become available within the next 90 days.

In the interim, STA staff and the Reliever Route Working Group recommends that $10,000 in project
development funds be provided to fund an extension of the project management contract with Grandy &
Associates for a three-month period until the state/federal funds are available.

Recommendation

The STA Board approve up to $10,000 in 1998-99 project development funding for project management

services for the I-80 Reliever Route project (up to three months) and approve Amendment No. 1 to the
contract for consultant services with Grandy & Associates based on the attached scope of work.
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Oct-21-98 04:39P Grandy & Associates 5307564132

EXHIBIT A

SCOPE OF SERVICES
1-80 RELIEVER ROUTE PROJECT MANAGEMENT SERVICES
GRANDY AND ASSOCIATES

OBJECTIVE: The consultant will assist in the timely delivery of funded project segments,
coordinate consistent design standards among the Reliever Route jurisdictions, and optimize the
use of available local, state and federal project funding.

TASK 1 - EXPEDITE THE DELIVERY OF PROGRAMMED PROJECTS. Examples of
work under this task include:

e Work with Caltrans and other regulatory agencies to assist STA and Reliever Route
jurisdiction staff to obtain necessary authorizations from the California Transportation
Commission, and any other authorizing agency, to construct the Peabody Road/Cement Hill
Road/Vanden Road intersection project by the summer of 1999.

o Assist STA staff with development of a financial plan for funded Reliever Route projects that
optimizes the use of local, state and federal funding, and recognizes the schedule for the
availability of funding. The financial plan must ensure that all segments of the project can
meet deadlines for the use of funds.

e Assist STA staff with the development of a Memorandum of Understanding that implements
the financial plan and ensures that each phase of construction is integrated into past and
future phases.

o Assist STA staff in managing consultant efforts for the EIS/R, the transportation/land use
concept plan and preliminary engineering studies.

TASK 2 - ASSIST STA STAFF TO ACCESS FUNDING FOR ADMINISTRATION AND
MANAGEMENT OF THE RELIEVER ROUTE PROJECT. Under this task, the consultant
will assist STA in preparing allocation request letters and facilitating the process to use already
programmed Reliever Route funding to pay for administration and management of the Reliever
Route project.

TASK 3 - MEETINGS WITH THE RELIEVER ROUTE WORKING GROUP. Under this
task, the consultant will attend meetings of the [-80 Reliever Route Working Group, provide
input on the agenda and follow up on appropriate issues.

TASK 4 - MONTHLY PROJECT STATUS REPORTS. Under this task, the consultant will
provide written monthly project status reports on the Reliever Route project to be included in the
1-80 Reliever Route Working Group agenda packets.

The length of the agreement for services is three months, and the cost of the services will not
exceed $10,000. Charges will be based on an hourly rate of $110 per hour.

.04
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DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Dan Christians

RE: EIS/R Consultant Contracts for I-80 Reliever Route Project

As discussed previously, the STA has secured $28 million in state and federal funds for the I-80
Reliever Route project and is in the process of implementing the first five stages of the project. In
August of this year, the STA recommended to the Reliever Route Working Group that consultant
services be retained to prepare an EIS/R document for the project. The STA Board approved the
retention of a consultant to provide these services at the September Board meeting. Because the
consultant services are to be funded through the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP),
the consultant selection process adhered to the qualifications-based selection procedures required
by Caltrans.

A Request for Proposals was released on September 18" of this year and distributed to six
environmental firms. Two firms submitted proposals for the EIS/R consultant services by the
proposal deadline of October 15®. Submitting proposals for the EIS/R were EIP Associates and
Jones & Stokes. Both firms were invited to participate in interviews scheduled on October 23",

The interview panel was comprised of senior staff from each of the four jurisdictions along the
Reliever Route. The panel included Eve Somjen from Fairfield, Harry Englebright from Solano
County, Barry Munowitch from Suisun City and Maureen Traut and Ozzie Hilton from Vacaville.
A composite score developed from the scoring sheets prepared by each of the panel members was
used as the basis for ranking the firms.

The selection panel for the EIS/R consultants recommended the selection of Jones & Stokes based
on their overall #1 ranking. The contract amount of $323,500 for the preparation of EIS/R
documents are support costs that will be funded by the allocation of $630,000 in STIP funds that is
currently pending at the California Transportation Commission. STA Staff expects these funds to
be allocated at the CTC Meeting on December 1/2™ or January 14™/15™.

Recommendation
Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a contract for $323,500 with Jones & Stokes for the

preparation of an EIS/R subject to the allocation of STIP funds for project support activities from
the California Transportation Commission.
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DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Michelle Morris Brubaker

RE: Base Mapping/Plan Line Consultant Contracts for I-80 Reliever Route Project

As discussed previously, the STA has secured $28 million in state and federal funds for the I-80
Reliever Route project and is in the process of implementing the first five stages of the project. In
August of this year, the STA recommended to the Reliever Route Working Group that consultant
services be retained to prepare Base Mapping/Plan Line documents for the project. The STA Board
approved the retention of consultants to provide these services at the September Board meeting.
Because the consultant services are to be funded through the State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP), the consultant selection process adhered to the qualifications-based selection
procedures required by Caltrans.

A Request for Proposals (RFP) was released on September 18" of this year and distributed to nine
engineering firms. Four firms submitted proposals for the Base Mapping and Plan Line consultant
services by the proposal deadline of October 15". Submitting proposals for the Base Mapping/Plan
Line were Chaudhary & Associates, Creegan & D'Angelo, Mark Thomas and Psomas. All of the
firms were invited to participate in interviews scheduled on October 27".

The interview panel was comprised of senior staff from each of the four jurisdictions along the
Reliever Route. The panel included Flo Verano from Fairfield, Gary Crawford from Solano County,
Julie Pappa from Suisun City and Gian Aggarwal and Bob LaShells from Vacaville. A composite
score developed from the scoring sheets prepared by each of the panel members was used as the
basis for ranking the firms.

The selection panel for the Base Mapping and Plan Line consultants recommended the selection of
Mark Thomas & Company based on their overall #1 ranking. The contract amount of $212,950 for
the preparation of Base Mapping/Plan Line documents are support costs that will be funded by the
allocation of $630,000 in STIP funds that is currently pending at the California Transportation
Commission. STA Staff expects these funds to be allocated at the CTC Meeting on December 1%/2™
or January 14"/15".

Recommendation
Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a contract for $212,950 with Mark Thomas &

Company for the preparation of Base Mapping and Plan Line documents subject to the allocation
of STIP funds for project support activities from the California Transportation Commission.
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Solano L ransportation Authotity

DATE: November 2, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Martin Tuttle

RE: Approve Executive Director Recruitment and Selection Process

The STA Board met at a special meeting on November 6, 1998 (after agenda mail-out).
An oral report of the outcome of the November meeting will be presented to the Board.

The recruitment and selection process is noticed as a “action” item in the event the Board
needs to take any timely action to advance the recruitment process.

Recommendation

Review executive director recruitment and selection process and (2), if appropriate, take
necessary action to advance the process.
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DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Matt Todd

RE: TEA-21 25% Program — Corridor Plans

The three corridors that are part of Solano for this program include the 1-80 Corridor, the 1-680
North Corridor, and the North Bay East-West Corridor. The latest estimate of funding available to
the corridor plans is $41-43 million (regionwide over 3 years). This is a very competitive program
in which many more projects than available funding will be submitted.

MTC has set a funding limit on these corridor plans at about $12 million for each corridor. Projects
that are not identified in the initial $12 million budget will not apply for funding at this time.

The STA has worked with our member agencies, including transit and public works staff, the Safety
Plan effort, and Caltrans to create lists of projects. Over the last months, STA staff has also worked
with staff from our partner counties to combine projects from different counties into coordinated
corridor plans.

The 1* (or high) priority projects identified in the corridor plans are eligible to apply for funding.
Applicants for 2* priority projects will not apply for funding at this time. Unfunded low cost safety
projects in the corridor plans (both 1% and 2™ priority) may be eligible to receive a portion of the 75%
TEA 21 funds which will be programmed after the 25% program projects are determined.

1* priority projects from Solano in these plans include: a countywide electronic transit kiosk program,
a countywide lighted crosswalk program, park and ride lots on the 80 and 680 corridor, traffic
operations systems on our highways (i.e. changeable message signs), bike projects, and other low cost
safety projects.

The plans will be forwarded to MTC once approved by the all the participating policy boards.
Projects identified in the first priority projects need to have applications submitted to the STA by
December 15.

Recommendation

Approve the three corridor plans (1-80, 1-680 North, and the North Bay East West) which will be
forwarded on to MTC and will provide the basis for project applications for the 25% TEA 21
Program.
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BACKGROUND

1-80 Corrnidor

This was the most impacted corridor in Solano. The initial call for projects produced a list
over 6 times the value of the final 1* priority project list. The corridor plan includes
projects from Solano, Alameda, and Contra Costa. This plan is scheduled to go before the
Contra Costa Transportation Authority Board on November 18 and the Alameda
Congestion Management Agency Board on November 19.

1-680 Corridor

This corridor was a joint effort with Contra Costa. The Contra Costa subareas of this
corridor each have a subcommittee and added to the difficulty of putting together a
combined corridor plan. This plan is scheduled to go before the Contra Costa
Transportation Authority Board on November 18.

North Bay East West Corridor

This corridor plan was able to accommodate all the project requests through the three
counties it travels through. This plan is scheduled to go before the Napa County
Transportation Planning Agency on November 18 and the Sonoma County Transportation
Authority on November 9.

The attachments to this item include:

1. Calendar of upcoming events for the 25% Program

2. Map of all the corridors in the MTC region for the 25% Program

3. [I-80 Corridor Plan, which includes the Management Objectives and Operational
Problems, the Project List, and the Solano projects broken out on a second
spreadsheet.

4. 1-680 North Corridor Plan, which includes the Management Objectives and
Operational Problems, the Project List, and the Solano projects broken out on a
second spreadsheet

5. North Bay East West Corridor Plan, which includes the Management Objectives and
Operational Problems, the Project list
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CALENDAR OF EVENTS

Oct 28 TAC Approved Final Corridor Plans (All corridor projects)

Nov 11 STA Board  Approve Final Corridor Plans (All corridor projects)

Nov 30 Corridor Plans due to MTC

Nov 12 - Dec 17 Project Sponsors complete applications for top priority corridor

projects (projects within the top $12 million level of the plans)
Dec 18 Project Applications due to the STA

Jan 8 STA will forward reviewed applications to MTC
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DRAFT

Attachment A
RTP Corridors

————

I-680 South Corridor

CLARA
Santa Clara Valley Subarea

LEGEND

=== Highway - Existing

e==——o Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART)
~—————— CalTrain/Amtrak

8. F. Municipal Railway (Muni Metro)
————— Santa Clara Light Rail Transit (SCLRT)
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Summary of Solano 1st Priority Projects

Corridor Management Plan
Impact/ (Total costs in thousands, federal fund request only)
Project Location Description Sponsoi(s) Effectiveness North Bay
Category -80 |-680 North  East-West | TOTALS
Transit Kiosks Joint Project with Contra Costa Consortium, Traveler Info 1500 $ 300 § 150 $ 195.0
Traks
North Texas Street Traffic Signal Interconnect Fairfield interconnect Signals 354.0 $ 354.0
Peabody Road Bus/Bike Railroad crossing Fairfield Railroad crossing protection 490.0 $ 490.0
Safety Improvement devices
Lighted Cross walks Multiple locations Muttiple pedestrian crossing protection 2120 § 354 § 7101 $ 3184
Solano Commuter multimodal outreach, info. and SCi Traveler info 750 § 450 $ 25019% 145.0
Information services
Regional bike route Identify existing regional Il and || STA Traveler Info. 443 $ 43 § 4319 1329
signage routes
Sereno Transit Center, P-n- Move off Street Vallejo Relocated enhanced transit stop 1,992.0 $ 664.0]| % 2,656.0
R facility
I-80 (37/80 interchange)  TOS improvements Caltrans TOS 354.0 $ 354.0
I-80 (37/80 interchange)  TOS improvements Caltrans TOS 266.0 $ 266.0
State Park Bike/Pedestrian Improve safety of Bay Trail Benicia Bike Lane safety $ 500.0 $ 500.0
Bridge Connection
Park n Ride, Green Valley Security Caltrans Parkn-Ride Security $ 35.0 $ 35.0
Park-n-Ride facility in 1-680/Industrial Way Fairfield/Benicia Park-n-Ride Lot $ 885.3 $ 885.3
Benicia
Park-n-Ride facility in I-680/Gold Hilt Fairfield Park-n-Ride Lot $ 15935 $ 15935
Cordelia

Summary of Sclane Corridors
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Summary of Solano 1st Priority Projects

Corridor Management Plan

Impact/ (Total costs in thousands, federal fund request only)
Project Location Description Sponsor(s) Effectiveness North Bay
Category 1-80 1-680 North  East-West | TOTALS
East Second Street Signal Install new traffic signal at Benicia New Warranted Signal $ 146.1 $ 146.1
intersection of East Second
Street and the I1-780 off ramp
Highway 37 TOS Improvments Caltrans TOS % 420018 420.0
Highway 12, eastbound = Amarada Rd, right turn lane, Rio Vista Geometric Corrections, Improved $ 3501% 35.0
flashing warning light sighage
Highway 12, westbound  Church Rd, right turn lane, Rio Vista Geometric Corrections, improved $ 350(9% 350
flashing warning light signage
Highway 12, eastbound  Drouin, right turn lane Rio Vista Geometric Corrections $ 3501 % 35.0
Highway 12/Hillside/Main  New Signal, meets safety Rio New Warranted Signal $ 1290 | $ 129.0
warrents Vista/Caltrans
Bike Lane Improvments ~ Sunset to Walters Rd along Suisun City Class | Bike Lane, gap closure $ 1770 | % 177.0
Highway 12
Bike Lane Improvements  Village Dr to Amtrak Station Suisun City Improvement to transit cent. $ 13301 % 133.0
along Highway 12
Highway 12 Median barrier, improvements Suisun City Median Barriers $ 26601 % 266.0
Walters Rd Bike Lane Improvements Suisun City Class !l bike lane on arterial $ 18018 18.0
SR 28/Meadows Advance Warning Signs Vallejo/Caltrans Improve Signage $ 13301 % 133.0
SR 29/Georgia Left Turn Imp. Vallejo/Caltrans Geometric Corrections 3 2201 8% 22.0
TOTAL $ 39373 $§ 33146 § 22223
Summary of Solano Corridors Page 2 11/4/98




PAGE 50



I-80 CORRIDOR PLAN

(Dixon to Emeryville)

TEA-21 25% Program
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Note: This includes work from Contra Costa and Solano counties

1-80 Corridor Management Plan

Key Management Objectives:'
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Reliance on the Capitol Corridor trains, express buses and carpools utilizing the HOV lanes 10
serve growth of long-distance commuting to the urban core (alt. Improve express bus, intercity
bus. ferry, train. and carpool/vanpool services along the corridor)

Improve multimodal connections between transit, bicycle, pedestrian and automobiles at transfer
centers. train stations and ferry terminal(s).

Bridge 10!l policies should encourage ridesharing and transit use Facility improvements should
ensure that 1-80 operates smoothly during midday hours to preserve freight mobility

Reliance on local transit and arterial improvements to serve growth in commuting between
communities within urban core

Develop the I-80 Reliever Route in Solano County for local trips

Ensure improvements to the 1-680/1-80 interchange do not adversely affect 1-80 operations
Ensure improvements to [-80 maximize efficiency of the operations between the 1-680 interchange
and the I-5035 interchange, projected to have an increased amount of congestion in the near future
Facility improvements should ensure that I-80 operates smoothly during midday hours to preserve
freight mobility

Corridor improvements should protect local streets from spillover freeway traffic

Interchange improvements for 1-80 should be designed to protect mainline operations

Develop an eguitable ramp metering plan

Improvements to expedite bus flow in the corridor

Improve traffic flow at key intersections

Corridor improvements should support local economic heaith and stability

Improvements should enhance the quality of life for residents and daytime occupants by improving
facilities for mansit and non-motorized travel

Improvements should manage the type and amount of through-moving traffic

Keep through traffic on [-80 and local traffic on local arterials

Complete the HOV Iane system from Cummings Skyway to the Carquinez Bridge and through
Fairfield and Vallejo

Implement programs to promote ridesharing and transit use in the HOV lanes

Increase use of bicycle and walking for commuting

Develop a seamless nerwork of safe pedestrian and bicycle facilities along the corridor

Improve system safety of all modes of travel along the corridor

Ensure improvements to the Carquinez and Benicia bridges do not adversely affect 1-80, 1-680 znd
1-780 operations

Ensure arterial routes along the corridor are mainwined and safe

Fiil in gaps of TOS system

Improve private sector partnerships to maximize corridor efficiencies

Maximize HOV use entering 1-80 corridor westbound at Carquinez Bridge

Encourage transit-oriented development

Coordinate capital investmenis and operational improvements

Implemenvexpand ferry service in the corridor

Ensure improvements facilitate travel between corridors

' Adapted from Track 2 document by MTC suff. Corridor parmers should develop and prioridze objectves.

PAGE 53



P
:

o Improve access to and within existing corridor BART stations

o Improve parallel corridors (e.g. Camino Pablo/San Pablo Dam Road from 1-80 to Highway 24).

« Add bicycle/pedestrian improvements to encourage the use of commute alternatives and 1o promote
recreational bicycling/walking

e Evaluate ramp metering and arterial/ramp improvements

Key Operational Problems:*

« Lack of operating funds to significantly expand corridor express bus service, intercity bus, ferry.
train and carpool/vanpool services

e Severe peak period congestion on [-80 and major parallel arterials

» Significant off-peak congestion on 1-80 and [-680/1-80 interchange due to recreational trips

e Various limitations related 10 implementing ramp metering:
- Not all corridor interchanges were upgraded, so ramp metering may not be possible at some

locations

e Motorists still learning proper use of HOV lanes and direct ramps

» Bus stop design and/or locations that impede traffic flow

« Existing geomertrics apd/or operation of key intersections impede traffic flow

e Existing ramps in the corridor may not be zble to accommodate HOV bypass

» Existing signal systems in corridor are not interconnected nor is there is a bus priority system

o Limited transit service is available during the off-peak

o Heavy truck traffic on 1-80

« Multiple local and regional transit providers serve the corridor

» San Pablo Avenue is the only major paralle! reliever route on 1-80 from the Carquinez Bridge to
Oakland

o Insufficient parking at park-n-ride lots/transit facilities

o Lack of a well marked, well connected safe bicycle and pedestrian system that connects to transit
and major activity centers "

* Lack of bicycle/pedestian crossing on Carquinez Bridge and well marked, safe access to the path

* Improve the marketing of express/intercity bus services in the corridor

* Developed by MTC smff for illuswatve purposes only. Corridor parmers should develop statement of key
probiems.

Revised 8-13-98
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0CT-29-98 THU 11:24 CITY OF SAN PABLO FAX NO. 51023570569 P, 02/02

1-80 CORRIDOR MANAGEMENT PLAN
PRELIMINARY PROJECT LIST - Updated 10.29.98

Overall 1-80 Corridor Management Plan Goal: Provide multi-modal projects in Solano,
Contra Costa, and Alameda Counties that emphasize alternative transportation,

1.

26.

27,

Arterial Management Projects
Goal: Improve local circulation, better access for commercial and transit vehicles, and

provide a reliever route for I-80 during traffic incidences.

v San Pablo Avenue Smart Corridor Project Phase II $3,000,000

(Alamcda and Contra Costa countics)
v 1-80/37 TOS improvements in Solano County $ 620,000
v North Texas Street signal interconnect $ 354.000
v Traffic signal installation and interconnect (Christic/

Shellmound/Powell - Emeryville) $ 400,000
Iransit Projects
Goal: Improve transit connections between Solano, Contra Costa and Alameda

Counties.
v San Pablo Avenue Key Route System (Alameda County

to Del Norte BART) $1,500,000
v San Pablo Avenue Key Route System (Contra Costa County

(Del Norte) to Richmond Parkway Transit Center) $1,500,000
v BART Automated Fare Collection rehab (Alameda

and Contra Costa Counties) $ 500,000
v Serenn Transit Centet/Park n Ride Facility (Solano County) $£1,992,000
v Hereules Transit Center (Contra Costa County) $ 250.000
vy Transit kiosks (Solano and Contra Costa Counties) $ 300,000
v Solano Commuter Information services - multimodal outreach

and information $  75.000

Low-Cost Safety Improvements
Goal: Provide improvements to ensure and enhance public safety along the I-80

Corridor.
v Lighted crosswalks (Phase I - 6 locations in Solano County;

Phase II - locations TBD in Alameda and Contra Costa) $ 212.000
v Bus/bike railroad crossing safety improvement @ Peabody

Road (Solano County) $ 490.000

Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements
Goal: Provide opportunities for bicycling and walking throughout the [-80 Corridor as

an alternative to single-occupant vehicle uge.
v San Pablo Corridor Bicycle Project Phase I (City of Berkeley- $ 450,000
Alameda County)
v Regional bike routc signage (Solano County) $ 44,000
v Bay Trail gap closure Pinole /Herculcs (Contra Costa County) $ 500,000

Current Total (all projects) $12,187,000

Breakdown by County: Alameda - $4,100,000; Contra Costa - $4,150,000; Solano - $3,937,000
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1-80 Corridor Management Plan Projects

Project Type Description Total Local 25% STP/ Apgregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
TOS TOS Improvments to I-80/37 Interchange SOL $ 4000 § 440 § 3540 $ 354.0
TOS TOS Improvments to I-80/37 Interchange SOL $ 3000 $ 340 § 266.0 | § 620.0
Signal Inteconnect Interconnect signals along North Texas SOL $ 4000 § 460 $ 3540 | $ 974.0
Transit Center/P-n-R facility Maove existing transfer facility off street SOL $§ 22500 $ 2580 § 19920]% 2,966.0
P
-‘E Transit Kiosks Transit information electronic kiosks SOL $ 1690 $ 190 § 150.0 | $ 3,116.0
O
= '
o Pedestrian Improvments Lighted crosswalks, program of locations along SOL $ 2400 $ 280 § 2120]% 3,328.0
b7 cormdor
-
'Ra_ilroad crossing safety Bus /bike railroad crossing safety improvement at SOL
mmprovement Peabody Road $ 5550 % 650 $ 4900 | § 3,818.0
Mutltimodal Qutreach and Info. Solano Commuter Information sevices SOL $ 840 § 920 § 7501 $ 3,893.0
Services
Regional bike 1oute signage Identify existing class II and III routes SOL $ 500 § 60 § 44019 3,937.0
TOTAL $ 4,448.0 $ 509.0 $ 3,937.0
Advance Waming Sigas Vatious locations, including: Air Base/Walters SOL
Bike Improvements Various locations, including; Red Top Road/SR 12, SOL
= Southside Bikeway, Alamo Creek Bikeway, along the I-
s 80 Reliever Route
&
w |Bike/Ped Improvements Countywide Bike /Ped Education Program SOL
&
Bike/Ped Improvements Countywide Neighbothood Traffic Safety Program SOL
Emergency Vehicle Preemption Various locatons, including: Travis Blvd. SOL
1-80 Corridor Pian 1 11/4/98
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I-80 Corridor Management Plan Projects

Project Type Description Total Local 25% STP/ Aggregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
Geometric Improvements Various locations, including: Two way left turn lane on SOL
Peabody Road, and I-80 auxiliary lane (Air Base to
Travis) N
Interchange Improvments Various locations, including: I-80/Davis Street, I- SOL
80/Redwood, I-80/Columbus, I-80/505, I-80/780
Intersection Improvements Various locations, including; Solano/Mariposa, SR SOL
29/Georgia, North Texas /Travis, Unincorporated
Solano (3 locations)
Low Cost Safety Various locations in including restripe left turn lanes, SOL
edgeline striping, guardrails,shoulder improvments, and
signal modification
Multimodal Outreach and Solano Commuter Information services SOL
z" Info.Services
™
2
E New Signal Various locations, incdluding: Columbus /Springs, SOL
— North Texas/1-80 Eastbound, Alameda/Curtola
&
Park and Ride Facility Various locations, incdluding: Liesure Town Road near SOL
1-80, Dixon Mulit-modal center
Park and Ride Security various locations SOL
Pedestrian Improvements Various locations, including; Curtola/Lemon, and SOL
Blossum Ave over UP tracks
Pedestrian Improvernents Phase II, lighted crosswalks SOL
Pedestrian Improvements Various locations in "Downtown" areas SOL
Road Realignment Various locations in unincorporated Solano SOL
Transit Cutouts /Pullouts Improve transit stops at various locations SOL
Transit Marketing SolanoLinks SOL
1-80 Corridor Plan 2 11/4/98
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1-680 NORTH CORRIDOR PLAN

(Southern Contra Costa County Line to
680/80 Interchange)

TEA-21 25% Program
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1-680 North Corridor Management Plan

The Interstate 680 North corridor runs from Solano County south into Alameda County.
The main transportation facility in the corridor—I-680 itself—runs from its intersection
with I-80 in Cordelia to its intersection with I-580 in Dublin. The corridor also includes
several other important freeways—State Route 24 between the Caldecott Tunnel and I-680,
State Route 242 which connects 1-680 and State Route 4 in Concord, and I-780 which
connects I-680 and I-80 in Solano County—as well as the Bay Point BART line which runs
from Oakland and San Francisco to East Contra Costa, paralleling SR 242, [-680 and SR 24.

The Corridor is served by County Connection, Benicia Transit and Solano BART Express
buses. Bus service at the Martinez Intermodal Facility also includes WestCAT, Tri Delta
Transit, Amtrak, Amtrak California and the Caltrans Benicia/Martinez bike bus. Bus
connections to Solano County are available at the Pleasant Hill BART station. Service to the
ACE train will be available in Central County and the [-680 South corridor within a year.

The following edits to the operational issues and management objectives reflect the combined
recommendations of staff from Solano and Contra Costa counties.

Key Operational Issues

1. Despite capacity improvements to the central portions of [-680, there will continue to be
significant capacity constraints and worsening traffic congestion on some segments of I-
680. In particular, the southern section of the I-680 corridor between Rudgear Road and
I-580, the Benicia-Martinez Bridge and the I-80/1-680 interchange will see increasing
traffic congestion and delay.

2. The lack of a comprehensive system for managing the freeway/arterial system may
prevent optimal efficiency and smooth system-wide operations and may prevent getting
the maximum benefit from recent investments.

3. The parallel arterial systems in the [-680 corridor are discontinuous and in many cases
are operating at capacity.

4. The Caldecott Tunnel is a significant bottleneck on State Route 24, especially in the two-
lane non-peak direction.

5. There is insufficient parking at many BART and other transit stations, and park-and-ride
lots, and a need to serve both peak riders and off-peak riders.

6. There is a lack of operating funds to support increased ridership through improved
frequency and reliability of transit service.

7. To reduce the number of single-occupant auto trips, there is a need to expand and
market programs for commute alternatives, including improving regional bicycle and
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I-680 North Corridor Management Plan
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pedestrian systems; to encourage transit ridership, particularly at the transit hubs in the
I-680 corridor; and to support carpooling.

8. A safe, well-marked bicycle and pedestrian system that connects to transit and major

activity centers is needed to support biking and walking as a commute alternative.
Completing major trails, such as connections to the new pedestrian-bicycle crossing on
the Benicia-Martinez Bridge and gaps on the Iron Horse and Bay Trails, are important
components of this system.

Key Management Objectives

The following objectives are intended to achieve the goals of minimizing overall system

delay, and improving system efficiency and reliability.

1.

w

Improve management systems with and among corridors; manage freeways, arterials
and transit as one coordinated system.

Improve system safety and reduce delay for all systems and modes.

Improve multimodal connections.

Improve—and expand the use of—alternative travel modes, including express bus
service; intercity bus and train; and carpools, vanpools and other HOVs, by improving
intercity transit and HOV facilities and services along the corridor.

Maintain and improve transportation system management programs, including
traveller assistance programs and information programs.

Develop a “seamless” network of safe pedestrian and bicycle facilities to increase the
use of bicycles and walking for commuting.

Maintain reliable freeway operation in the off-peak period to support freight
movement.

Potential Management and Operation Projects

The attached table lists potential projects to address identified problems and to meet the
objectives for the corridor. The table is organized by those that meet the following screening

criteria, those that may meet them, and those that do not meet them.

1.

® N O W

The project is consistent with and helps meet one or more objective of the corridor
plan

The project is on—or will significantly benefit—the MTS

Funds for the project can be obligated by September 30, 2001

The project is fully funded and sponsors can provide the required local matching funds
The project will provide a well-justified, “useable segment” when completed

The project will not require more than $3 million in 25% program funds

The project is eligible for federal STP or CMAQ funding

The project is consistent with the Regional Transportation Plan
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To indicate this consistency with the objectives of the plan, the table indicates which
objectives each project helps fulfill. In addition, the table is divided into three sections: high-
priority projects which will be submitted to MTC for 25% funding, other potential projects
and projects that are not eligible for 25% funding (although they may be eligible for other
funding).

High-Priority Projects

Partners within the 1-680 North corridor have identified the following high-priority projects.
These projects will be submitted to MTC for funding under the 25% Flexible Federal
program. This program was established through MTC’s Resolution 3053 to fund projects
that will help manage and improve the operation of the regional transportation system. All
of the high-priority listed below meet the screening criteria for the 25% program. Each
project:

f—

. supports at Jeast one of the management objectives established for the corridor,

2. TIs on or significantly benefits the Metropolitan Transportation System,

3. Is tully funded (including the required 11.47 percent local match) and can obligate funds
by September 30, 2001,

4. Requires no more than $3 million in 25% funds,

5. Is eligible for STP or CMAQ funding, and

6. Will result in a useable segment when completed.

As a guideline, MTC staff has set a “bid limit” of $12 million in 25% funds for each
corridor. While the Corridor Management Plan may include more than $12 million in
projects, the partners must, within that list of potential projects, identify a subset of highest
priority projects that does not exceed the $12 million cap on 25% fund requests.
Accordingly, the following project list shows our highest priority projects, totaling $12.3
million in 25% funds, at the top of the list. Within that subset, the project are not listed in
rank order. Each project is an equally high priority for the corridor management partners.

Projects below the $12,263,300 line will not be submitted for funding at this time. These
lower priority projects, however, will continue to be shown in the plan as potential projects
that could improve the management and operation of the transportation system within the
corridor. The corridor management partners may choose to submit these other projects for
funding in later cycles of the 25% program or pursue other funding sources for them.

NOTE  The following table will be filled out for each high-priority project listed in the list of potential
projects.
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Potential High-Priority Projects (ranked using test scoring with MTC criteria)
1-680 North Corridor Management Plan
TCM = Transportation Control Measure; H = highway; A = arterial, T/R = transit & ridesharing; B/P = bicycle & pedestrian; F = freight; Priorities: 1 = high; 2 = medium; 3 = low; ? =

not yet prioritized

Projects without a sponsor are listed as ineligible; projects without adequate description—or with other questions about eligibility—are listed as possibly eligible.

Total Other 25% Cumulative Type
Project Name Brief Description Area Sponsor(s) Costs Costs Costs Costs (S or R)
Potential High-Priority Projects
Expand TR@KS Traveler kiosk Expand, market and deploy additional Corridor ~ TRANSPAC, $307.0 $35.2 $271.8 $271.8 R
program transportation information kiosks local
throughout the corridor, with updated jurisdictions in
information from the TR@KS kiosksite both Contra
software. Includes costs for maintaining Costa and
the kiosks. Includes $30,000 for Solano Solano County
County project.
Corridor Total $271.8
Park n Ride, Benicia New park n ride lot at 1-680/ Industrial Solano Fairfield, $1,000.0 $114.70 $885.3 $1,157.1 R
Way I/C Benicia,
Caltrans
Park n Ride, Cordelia New park n ride lot at 1-680/ Gold Hill Solano Fairfield, $1,800.0 $206.46 $1,593.5 $2,750.6 R
I/C Caltrans
Solano Commuter Information Multimodal outreach, information and Solano SCI $50.8 $5.8 $45.0 $2,795.6 R
services
State Park Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Improve safety of Bay Trail Connection Solano Benicia, State $564.8 $64.8 $500.0 $3,441.7 S
E. Second Street signal Install new traffic signal at intersection of Solane Benicia $165.0 $18.93 $146.1 $2,941.7 S
E. Second Street and I-780 off-ramps:
safety project
Regional bike route signage Identify existing regional Class II and III Solano STA, local $50.0 $5.7 $44.3 $3,486.0 R
routes jurisdictions
Park n Ride, Green Valley Provide security services Solano Caltrans $39.5 $4.5 $35.0 $3,521.0 S
Lighted cross walks Military West in Benicia Solano Benicia $40.0 $4.6 $35.4 $3,556.4 S
Solano Total $3,284.6
Central Contra Costa Traffic This is multi-phase project that replaces Central Walnut Creek, $1,360.0 $863.0 $497.0 $4,053.4 R
Management Program: Walnut the existing Traffic Signal Central TRANSPAC

Creek Traffic Signal System
Upgrade

Computer with a NTCIP compatible
system, replaces 84 traffic signal
controllers with NTCIP compatible units,
installs fiber-optic interconnect, a traffic
surveillance system, and video detection
at selected intersections.




Potential High-Priority Projects (ranked using test scoring with MTC criteria)

1-680 North Corridor Management Plan

TCM = Transportation Control Measure; H = highway; A = arterial, T/R = transit & ridesharing; B/P = bicycle & pedestrian; F = freight; Priorities: 1 = high; 2 = medium; 3 = low; ? =
not yet prioritized

Projects without a sponsor are listed as ineligible; projects without adequate description—or with other guestions about eligibility—are listed as possibly eligible.

$9 HOVd

Total Other 25% Cumulative Type
Project Name Brief Description Area Sponsor(s) Costs Costs Costs Costs (SorR)
Expand park-and-ride lot atI- This project expands the existing, fully Central Walnut Creek, $480.0 $55.0 $425.0 $4,478.4 R
680/Rudgear Road utilized Rudgear Road Park and Ride lot Caltrans, Contra
by adding approximately 60 parking Costa County,
spaces under the freeway and adjacent to TRANSPAC
Iron Horse Trail just north of Rudgear
Road
Iron Horse Trail Gap Closures: Install signal and pedestrian safety Central EBRPD, $836.0 $529.0 $307.0 $4,785.4 S
complete Mayhew to Monument improvements at Hookston/Bancroft Pleasant Hill,
segment intersection and complete trail gaps Concord,
County,
TRANSPAC
Iron Horse Trail Gap Closures: Central Contra Costa $2,500.0 $1,250.0 $1,250.0 $6,035.4 R
overcrossing at Jones Road and County, EBRPD,
Treat Boulevard TRANSPAC
Central Contra Costa Traffic Arnold Drive to Second Avenue Central Martinez $350.0 $40.1 $309.9 $6,345.2 R
Management Program: Pacheco
Boulevard traffic control
system interconnect
Pleasant Hill Road signal Deer Hill Rd. to Rancho View Dr.: upgrade Central Lafayette $268.0 $30.7 $237.3 $6,582.5 R
improvements signal controllers and synchronize signals
Central Contra Costa Traffic Farm Bureau to Ayers Road Central Concord, $491.4 $56.5 $434.9 $7,017.4 R
Management Program: Concord TRANSPAC
Boulevard signal interconnect
Central Contra Costa Traffic Devon to Gregory Lane on Pleasant Hill Central Pleasant Hill, $350.0 $40.1 $309.9 $7,327.2 R
Management Program: Pleasant Road, then from Pleasant Hill Road to TRANSPAC
Hill Road and Gregory Lane Contra Costa Boulevard on Gregory Lane
signal interconnects
Iron Horse Trail: undercrossing Construct undercrossing for trail Central EBRFD, $165.0 $18.9 $146.1 $7,473.3 R
of SR 242 Concord,
TRANSPAC
Iron Horse Trail: undercrossing Construct undercrossing for trail Central EBRPD, $300.0 $34.4 $265.6 $7,738.9 S
of Willow Avenue Concord,
TRANSPAC
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Potential High-Priority Projects (ranked using test scoring with MTC criteria)
1-680 North Corridor Management Plan
TCM = Transportation Control Measure; H = highway; A = arterial;, T/R = transit & ridesharing; B/P = bicycle & pedestrian; F = freight; Priorities: 1 = high; 2 = medium; 3 = low; ? =

not yet prioritized
Projects without a sponsor are listed as ineligible; projects without adequate description—or with other questions about eligibility—are listed as possibly eligible.
Total Other 25% Cumulative Type
Project Name Brief Description Area Sponsor(s) Costs Costs Costs Costs (SorR)
Iron Horse Trail: undercrossing Construct undercrossing for trail Central EBRPD, $300.0 $34.4 $265.6 $8,004.5 S
of Diamond Boulevard Concord,
TRANSPAC o
Iron Horse Trail: undercrossing Construct undercrossing for trail Central EBRPD, $600.0 $68.8 $531.2 $8,535.7 S
and bridge over Concord Concord,
Avenue TRANSPAC
Central Total $4,979.3
Mt. Diablo Blvd. bike lane First St. to Mt, View Dr.: includes Lamorinda Lafayette $33.5 $3.8 $29.7 $8,565.3 S
improvements sidewalk bulbs, striping, and signs
Wheelchair ramp at rear Add ramp access to connect BART station Lamorinda Lafayette, BART, $469.0 $53.8 $415.2 $8,980.5 R
entrance of Lafayette BART to pedestrian system in Lafayette EBMUD
Mt. Diablo Blvd. safety Carol Lane to Pleasant Hill Rd. Lamorinda Lafayette $134.0 $15.4 $118.6 $9,099.2 S
improvements {circulation,
bicycle and pedestrian)
Lamorinda Total $563.5
Bicycle-pedestrian bridges on At Bollinger Canyon Road Tri-Valley  San Ramon $2,500.00 $750.0 $1,750.0 $10,849.2 S
Iron Horse Trail
Bicycle-pedestrian bridges on At Sycamore Avenue Tri-Valley  Danville $2,500.00 $750.0 $1,750.0 $12,599.2 S
Iron Horse Trail
Tri-Valley Total $3,500.0
Grand Total $12,599.2
Arthur Road bicycle and 1-680 to Pacheco: install sidewalk on one Central Contra Costa $322.0 $36.9 $285.1 $12,884.2 S
pedestrian improvements side of street and widen road to provide 4- County,
foot shoulders on both sides of street for TRANSPAC
bike route
Market new Reliez Valley bus  Market new service between Lafayette and Central, CCCTA, $85.0 $9.7 $75.3 $12,959.5 R
service Pleasant Hill Lamorinda TRANSPAC
1-680 Bikeway signage Install signage for bicyclists in lentral, Tri-Valle Contra Costa $20.1 $2.3 $17.8 $12,977.3 R
unincorporated portions of the I-680 County
Bikeway: Rudgear Road to Danville Town
Limits
Mt. Diablo Blvd. Pedestrian South side of Mt. Diablo Blvd. from Mt. Lamorinda Lafayette $186.3 $21.4 $164.9 $13,142.2 S

Path gap closure

View Dr. to Lafayette Reservoir
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Potential High-Priority Projects (ranked using test scoring with MTC criteria)

1-680 North Corridor Management Plan

TCM = Transportation Control Measure; H = highway; A = arterial; T/R = transit & ridesharing; B/P = bicycle & pedestrian; F = freight; Priorities: 1 = high; 2 = medium; 3 = low; ? =
not yet prioritized

Projects without a sponsor are listed as ineligible; projects without adequate description—or with other questions about eligibilitv—are listed as possibly eligible.

Total Other 25% Cumulative Type

Project Name Brief Description Area Sponsor(s) Costs Costs Costs Costs (S orR)
SR 24 Bikeway Unincorporated portions of bikeway from Lamorinda Contra Costa $144.0 $16.5 $127.5 $13,269.7 R

Fish Ranch Road (Alameda County line) to County

Walnut Creek: Install destination,

warning and traffic control signage;

intersection improvements at Camino

Pablo/Santa Maria; new bike lanes on

Olympic Blvd.; and restriping
Dovwmnitown Lafayette safety Add “chirping” signals to Mt. Diablo Blvd. Lamorinda Lafayetie $67.0 $7.7 $59.3 $13,329.0 S
improvements And Moraga Rd.
Safety improvements ; Hartz Diablo Road to Railroad: extend or Tri-Valley  Danville $550.0 $137.50 $412.5 $13,741.5 S
Avenue improve sidewalk from Downtown to High

School, replace perpendicular parking

with parallel or angle parking and

resurface street -
Bus shelter and bicycle rack Tri-Valley Danville $16.8 $1.9 $14.8 $13,756.3 R
project
TOTAL OTHER HIGH-PRIORITY PROJECTS $734.0 $719.0 $1,157.2 $13,756.3
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1-680 North Corridor Management Plan Projects

Project Type Description Total Local 25% STP/ Aggregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
State Park Bike/Pedestrian Bridge Improve safety of Bay Trail Connection Benicia 564.8 648 $ 5000 | $ 500.0
Park n Ride, Green Valley Security Caltrans 395 45 § 350[% 535.0
Transit Kiosks Joint Project with Contra Costa Consortium,
Traks 33.9 39 § 300 | § 565.0
> |Park-n-Ride facility in Benicia New park n ride lot at I-680 /Industrial Way I /C Fairfield/Benicia
o
'g 1,000.0 1147 § 8853 | % 1,450.3
‘=
Q. |Park-n-Ride facility in Cordelia New park n ride lot at I-680/Gold Hill I/C Fairfield 1,800.0 2065 $ 15935 (% 3,043.8
o
]
¥ |Lighted Cross walks Military West at Benicia High School Solano Program 40.0 46 $ 354 (% 3,079.2
Solano Commuter Information Multimodal outreach, info. and services SCI 50.8 58 §$ 450 | § 3,124.2
Regional bike route signage Identify existing regional class II and III routes STA 50.0 57 ¢ 431§ 3,168.5
East Second Street Signal Install new traffic signal at intersection of East Benicia
Second Street and the I-780 off ramp: safety
project 165.0 189 % 1461 | $ 3,314.6
TOTAL 3,744.0 4294 $ 3,314.6
- Bike Improvements Various locations, including: route between Red SOL
- Top P and R and Cordelia P and R, Red Top
g Road/SR 12, Lake Herman/1-780
E
o Bike/Ped Improvements Countywide Bike/Ped Education Program SOL
o
o~
Bike/Ped Improvements Countywide Neighbothood Traffic Safety Program SOL

I-680 North Corridor Plan

11/4/98
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1-680 North Corridor Management Plan Projects

Project Type Description Total Local 28% STP/ Aggregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
Geometric Improvements Lake Herman Rd at park entrance SOL
Low Cost Safety Various locations, including projects such as: SOL
restripe left turn lanes, edgeline striping,
guardrails,shoulder improvments, and signal
modification
- Pedestrain Improvments Various locations in "Downtown" areas SOL
ey
-
©  |Pedestrian Improvements Lighted crosswalks, Phase II locations SOL
S
o Pedestrian Safety Various locations including: School crosswalk SOL
o safety improvements in Benicia, I-780 overcrossing
N between high school and middle school
Railroad crossing safety Various locations, including: Benicia Industrial SOL
Park
Transit Cutouts/Pullouts Improve transit stops at various locations SOL
Transit marketing SolanoLinks Marketing Program SOL

1-680 North Corridor Plan

11/4/98
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NORTH BAY EAST WEST CORRIDOR PLAN

(Includes Highway 12, 37, 29, 116, and 121
between Solano and Sonoma)

TEA-21 25% Program
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November 4, 1998

NORTH BAY EAST-WEST CORRIDOR MANAGEMENT PLAN

The Sonoma County Transportation Authority (SCTA), Napa County Transportation Planning
Agency (NCTPA) and Solano Transportation Authority (STA) have met on several occasions this
summer on the topic of a corridor management plan for the “North Bay East-West Corridor.” In
many ways, these meetings were an extension of the work which was done on the North Bay
Corridor Study (completed by MTC in March 1998). This study focused on the links between
transportation, fish and wildlife habitats and trails along the Highway 37 corridor and other east-west
connectors such as Highways 12, 116, and 121. The study looked at a variety of transportation
options in the corridor, ranging from new transit services, new carpool lanes, shifting truck traffic to
rail, and various design options for Highway 37. Additionally, the study examined a wide range of
traffic safety and operational issues such as intersection signals and re-design, shoulder additions,
traveler information systems, park and ride lots, and traffic management plans for major events in the
corridor.

Based on these documents and the recent discussions between the three counties, we have developed
the following goals, corridor management objectives and key operational and safety problems to be
submitted to MTC as the 1998 North Bay East-West Corridor Management Plan. We have also
identified possible projects which fit under the system management component and may be considered
under this plan.

GOALS

° Maximize the safety and effectiveness of transportation improvements

® Maximize mobility for North Bay residents

° Improve the ability to move commercial goods in the North Bay

[ Build on existing transportation systems

° Plan for long range future of the North Bay

MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES:

1. Ensure safe and efficient operations for all modes of travel on Route 37, 12, 29, 116, and
121

2. Transportation improvements should protect and enhance wetland resources and provide

managed public access

3. Improve operations for commercial truck traffic and agricultural vehicles

4 Ensure improvements facilitate travel between corridors

5. Develop a traffic information system for Route 37 (i.e. TOS)

6. Maintain and improve transportation system management programs, including: traveler
assistance programs; car-pool/van-pool programs, and information programs

. Develop a seamless network of safe pedestrian and bicycle facilities along the corridor

8. Develop and coordinate a traffic management strategy for Route 37 and Routes 12, 116,
and 121.

9. Develop access improvements for reuse of Mare Island
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10.  Improve safety on Route 116 between Petaluma and Sonoma Valley, on Route 12 east of
1-80, and Route 121 between Route 12 and Route 29.

KEY OPERATIONAL PROBLEMS AND SAFETY PROJECTS:

1. Wineries, tourism, theme parks, and special events generate significant traffic on weekends
and holidays

2. Difficult left turns for trucks accessing Route 37 from Route 121

3. Heavy agricultural vehicles delay traffic and have difficulties turning on and off of portions
of Routes 12, 29, 116, and 121 from adjacent farmlands and vineyards

4, Traffic backup occurs at a number of intersections along Routes 12, 29, 116 and 121 due
to the design, which cannot accommodate the volume of vehicles

5. Sub-standard shoulders along sections of Routes 12, 29, 116, and 121

6. Lack of a well-marked, well-connected, safe bicycle and pedestrian system

7. Lack of park and ride facilities to serve the corridor

SYSTEM MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES
Identify possible projects which will qualify for the 25% STP/CMAQ funds based on the list of
eligible projects developed by MTC.

° Attached is a list of projects for consideration.

The 1998 North Bay East-West Corridor Management Plan is meant to be a six year document. It
is understood that MTC will be programming the 25% funds in two, three year increments. The
SCTA, NCTPA and STA anticipate updating the plan, as needed, when the second round of
programming is set to occur. It should be noted that some of the projects listed in the plan may not
take place in the first round of funding, but are anticipated to compete in the second round.

The contact people for the North Bay East-West Corridor Management Plan are:
Matt Todd, Solano Transportation Authority
Suzanne Wilford, Sonoma County Transportation Authority
John Ponte, Napa County Transportation Planning Agency
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North Bay East-West Corridor Management Plan Projects

Project Type Description Total Local  25% STP/ Aggregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
Advance Warning Sign Place advance warning signs for SR29/Meadows 1 SOL $ 1500 § 170 $ 1330/ § 133.0
intersection
Bay Trail Improvements Support Bay Trail alignments (including shoulders on 1,7 NAP
Duhig, Las Amigas and CuMhad Roads) $ 15200 $ 1800 $ 13400 % 1,473.0
Bike Lane Improvments Class I path along Highway 12 from Sunset to Walters 1,7,10 SOL
Rd $§ 2000 § 230 § 1770($ 1,650.0
Bike Lane Improvements Class I path along Highway 12 from Village Dr to 1,4,7,10 SOL
Amtrak Station $ 1500 § 170 § 1330($ 1,783.0
Bike Lane Improvements Class I bike path between Verano Avenue and Larson 1,7 SON
- Park $§ 2680 § 540 $ 2140 1,997.0
ko
=
_g Bike Lane Improvements Class I bike path - East MacArthur to Leveroni 1,7 SON $ 3250 § 750 § 2500 | § 2,247.0
o
% Bike Lane Improvements Class I bike path w/in rail ROW between Sonoma City 1,7 SON
- limits Street East & Hwy 121 § 2660 § 530 $ 2130(%$ 2,460.0
Bike Lane Improvements Class I Bike Path /Pedestrian Crossing - Hwy 12 @ 1,7 SON
Maxwell Farms Regional Park $ 3000 § 500 % 2500 | % 2,710.0
Bike Lane Improvements Shoulder improvements including Tubbs Lane and 17 NAP
Yountville Crosstoad $ 9040 § 1040 § 8000 | § 3,510.0
Bike Lane Improvements Class I bike lane along Walters Road 1,7 SOL $ 200 § 20 % 180 | % 3,528.0
Bike Lane Improvements Class II bike lane on Arnold Drive from Country Club 1,7 SON
to Madrone § 6250 $ 1250 $ 5000|% 4,028.0
Geometric Improvements Construct a right turn lane pocket for eastbound 1,10 SOL
Highway 12/Drouin $ 400 % 50 % 350 % 4,063.0
North Bay East West Corridor Plan 1 11/4/98
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North Bay East-West Corridor Management Plan Projects

Project Type Description Total Local 25% STP/ Aggregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
Geometric Improvements Construct a right turn lane pocket and flashing waming 1,10 SOL
light for eastbound Highway 12/ Amarada Road
40.0 50 § 3501 % 4,098.0
Geometric Improvements Construct a right turn lane pocket and flashing 1,10 SOL
warning light for westbound Highway 12/Church
Road 40.0 50 §  350|% 4,133.0
Geometric Improvements Construct a left turn improvement at SR29 and 1 SOL
Georgia. 25.0 30 $ 2203 4,155.0
Geometric Improvements Highway 12 - Napa/Leveroni Road Roundabout 34 SON 900.0 1000 § 800019 4,955.0
Fy
= Geometric Improvements Signal, channelization, and RR Xing upgrade at Hwy 3.4 SON
.g 12/121/8th Street East 400.0 1000 § 3000 (§ 5,255.0
o
"v'; Geometric Improvements Signal and channelization on Hwy 116 /Hwy 121 34,10 SON 750.0 2500 $ 500.0 | § 5,755.0
-
Low Cost Satety Improvements Multiple Locations 1 NAP 2260 260 ¢ 2000 | $ 5,955.0
Median Improvements Close median on SR 29 at North Kelly Road (low cost 1 NAP
safety improvement) 170.0 200 % 1500 | $ 6,105.0
Median Improvements Median barrier improvements on Highway 12 through 1,10 SOL
Suisun City 300.0 340 § 2660 [ % 6,371.0
Multimodal Outreach and Solano Commuter Information services 6 SOL 29.0 40 § 250§ 6,396.0
Info.Services
New Warranted Signal Construct a new signal at Highway 12 /Hillside /Main 1,10 SOL
260.0 131.0 § 129.0 | § 6,525.0
North Bay East West Corridor Plan 2 11/4/98
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North Bay East-West Corridor Management Plan Projects

Project Type Description Total Local  25%STP/ Aggregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
Pedesttian Improvements Lighted crosswalks, program of locations along 1,710 SOL
corridor: Route 12/Hillside(Rio Vista), Main
Street/ Amtrak Station (Suisun City) $ 80.0 $ 90 $ 710§ 6,596.0
Regional bike route signage Identify existing dlass II and III routes 1,7 SOL $ 500 $ 60 % 440 |3 6,640.0
Signal Inteconnect Signal connections and upgrades including 1 NAP
- interconnect on SR 29 from Trancas to Qak Knoll $ 565.0 § 650 $ 5000 | § 7,140.0
b4
=
2 [Shoulder Widening Shoulder widening at spots induding SR 121 from Old 1 NAP
0. Sonoma to Sonoma County $ 4520 § 520 § 4000 | $ 7,540.0
@
- TOS Low-Scale traffic operations systems on Routes 12, 58 NAP
116, 121 and 12/29 $ 565.0 § 650 § 500.0 | $ 8,040.0
TOS TOS system on Highway 37 between I-80 and I-101 5,8 NAP/SOL/SON
$ 4750 § 550 §  4200]% 8,460.0
Transit Center/P-n-R facility Move existing transfer facility off street 1,47 SOL $ 7500 $ 860 $ 6640 | § 9,124.0
Transit Kiosks Transit infornnation electronic kiosks 6 SOL $ 170 $ 20 $ 150 [ $ 9,139.0
TOTAL $ 10,862.0 $ 1,723.0 $ 9,139.¢
> Bike Improvements Various locations, incdluding: Top priorities of county NAP/SOL
‘c and city bicycle plans, Route between Red Top P and R
o and Cordelia P and R, Red Top Road/SR 12, Emporer
a'_ Drive, Scandia Road, Sunset Avenue
g
e
o
Bike/Ped Improvemeats Countywide Bike /Ped Education Program SOL
North Bay East West Corridor Plan 3 11/4/98
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North Bay East-West Corridor Management Plan Projects

Project Type Description Total Local 25% STP/ Aggregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
Bike /Ped Improvements Countywide Neighborthood Traffic Safety Program SOL
Geometrc Improvments Various locations, incdluding: Turn lanes at to facilitate NAP/SON
safer ingress and egress of heavy vehicles on the
highways from adjacent agricultural properties, Two-
way left turn lane east of Schellville on Rte. 121
Geometric/ Interchange Improvements at various locations, including: Rtes. NAP/SOL/SON
Improvements 12/29,12/29/121, SR 116/ Adobe, Mare Island access
areas
Geometric Improvements /New Various locations, including: Reconstruction and signal NAP/SON
_3‘ Signal at Rte. 37/121 intersection, Intersection
g realignment/possible traffic signal at Rtes. 121/12,
- traffic signal at SR 121/12 and Old Sonoma Road
o including extending left turn storage
©
S
Low cost Safety Improviments Various locations, including; Agricultural pullouts at NAP/SOL/SON
selected locations, Flashing beacon lights at SR
37/Lakeville intersection, Pullouts for trail access and
wildlife viewing along SR 37
Low cost Safety Improvments Varous locations in including restripe left turn lanes, SOL
edgeline strping, guardrails,shoulder improvments, and
signal modification
Park and Ride Lots Various locations, including: 37/29 Interchange NAP/SOL/SON
location, expansion and formalization of existing park
& ride at SR 12/Stanley Lane, upstream or downstream
from SR 12/29 junction
Park and Ride Lots Improve safety at existing lots NAP/SOL/SON
North Bay East West Corridor Plan 4 11/4/98
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North Bay East-West Corridor Management Plan Projects

North Bay East West Corridor Plan

Project Type Description Total Local  25%STP/ Aggregate
Objective Project Match CMAQ STP/CMAQ
Supported County Cost Cost Cost Cost
Pedestrian Improvements Lighted Crosswalks, Phase I locations SOL
2
'E Pedestrian Improvements Various locations in "Downtown" areas SOL
‘=
o Safety Improviments Drainage improvements at Schellville on Rte. 121 SON
2
~N Transit Cutouts /Pullouts Improve transti stops at various locations SOL
Transit Marketing SolanoLinks Marketing Program SOL
11/4/98
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November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 8.3

S1Ta

Solano Cranspottation Authotity

DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Matt Todd

RE: Letter of Support for Caltrans Highway 12 Statewide Planning Grant

Caltrans District 4 has submitted an application for State Planning and Research (SPR) funding
to conduct a Route 12 Interregional Corridor Study. The District 4 Planning Office submitted
a request for $110,000 in funding to conduct this study. The study would be in partnership with
the STA, Caltrans District 4 and 10, MTC, San Joaquin Council of Governments, and all the
other jurisdictions in the corridor between 1-80 and I-5.

State Route 12 is an important interregional route connecting the northern Bay Area with the
Central Valley and has been identified by the STA Board as a priority project. This study would
conduct a process that would reach a consensus on a recommended action plan for developing
the Highway 12 corridor. This study would also position projects recommended out of the study
for future cycles of the Caltrans Interregional Improvement Program funding.

Caltrans staff informed STA staff that a decision would be made by mid November. Based on
this information, STA staff sent a letter of support based on Highway 12 being a Priority Project
of the STA Board. Solano County staff has also sent a letter of support (both attached).

We have not been notified of a decision and recommend an additional letter of support from the
Board.

Recommendation

Authorize the Chairman to submit a letter of support for the Caltrans SPR funding request for
the Route 12 Interregional Corridor Study.
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S17a

Solano Cransportation Authokity

333 Sunset Avenue, Suite 200
Suisun City, California 94585

Area Code 707
422-6491 + Fax 433-0656 October 28, 1998
Allan Hendrix
Mambers: Caltrans Deputy Director-Planning
P.O. Box 942874
Benicia Sacramento, CA 94274-0001
Dixon
;aiff\i[e’d RE:  State Planning and Research Funds for the Route 12 Interregional Corridor Study
io Vista
Solano County Dear Mr. Hendrix:
Suisun City
Vacayulle [ am writing to encourage you to support the application for State Planning and Research
Vallejo (SPR) funding for the Route 12 Interregional Corridor Study. The District 4 Planning Office
‘ submitted a request for $110,000 in funding to conduct this important study. The study would be
Martin Tuttle in partnership with the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), Caltrans District 10, the

Executive Director

Metropolitan Transportation Commission, San Joaquin Council of Governments, city of Rio
Vista and Suisun City, Solano County, the CHP, and other interested parties.

State Route 12 1s an important interregional route connecting the Bay Area with the
Central Valley. Route 12 also serves an important role in Solano County and has been previously
identified as a safety concem. The study as proposed would be conducted in partnership with
numerous agencies, would identify transportation problems, define the problem, analyze
solutions, conduct public outreach and reach a consensus on a recommended action plan for
developing this important transportation facility. This study could lead to carefully evaluated
projects to be proposed for inclusion m our region’s RTP and developed mto proposals for
funding in the RTP and/or the Interregional Improvement Program. Through this open and
collaborative process we can develop an action plan that meets California’s interregional
movement needs and is sensitive to local needs and concemns as well.

Thank you for your consideration. Please call me or Matt Todd at 707-438-0655 with
any questions or comments. ;

Sincerel

Martin Tuttle
Executive Director

cc: Bonnie Braxton, Transportation Planning Program
Jim Spering, Chairman, Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Mayor, Suisun City
Harry Yahata, Director, Caltrans District 4
Steve Yokoi, Transportation Planning, Caltrans District 4
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SOLANO COUNTY John Gray, Director

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

Lonnie Baldwin Paul Wiese
333 Sunset Avenue, Suite 230 Administration Engineerin,
Suisun City, California 94585 (707) 421-6064 (707) 421-6072

Eben Stevens, Operations

Telephone (707) 421-6060
(707) 421-6055

Fax (707) 429-2894

October 30, 1998

Allan Hendrix

Caltrans Deputy Director-Planning
P.O. Box 942874

Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

Dear Mr. Hendrix:

Caltrans District 4 has submitted a request for $110,000 in State Planning and Research funding
for the Route 12 Interregional Corridor Study. This study would be done in partnership with the Solano
Transportation Aurhority, Solano County, the cities of Rio Vista and Suisun City, Caltrans District 10, the
CHP, MTC, and the San Joaquin Council of Governments. I want to encourage you to support that
application.

State Route 12 is an important interregional route connecting the northern Bay Area with the
Central Valley. It is also an important route for traffic within Solano County. Local agencies have long
been interested in improvements to Route 12 and have contributed local funds for several projects
including the realignment around the City of Fairfield, the recent improvements through Suisun City and
near Rio Vista and the construction of the railroad overhead at Denverton.

The proposed study would be very helpful in developing an action plan to deal with the many
problems that remain on this important transportation facility.

If you have any questions or comments-please call me.

Sincerely,

c¢: Jim Spering, Chairman, Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Harry Yahata, Director Caltrans District 4
Bill Carroll, Chairman, Solano County Board of Supervisors
Martin Tuttle, Executive Director, Solano Transportation Commission ‘/
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November 11, 1998

Allan Hendrix

Caltrans Deputy Director-Planning
P.O. Box 942874

Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

RE: State Planning and Research Funds for the Route 12 Interregional Corridor
Study

Dear Mr. Hendrix:

Caltrans District 4 has submitted a request for $110,000 in State Planning and
Research (SPR) funding for the Route 12 Interregional Corridor Study. The study would be
in partnership with the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), Caltrans District 10, the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, San Joaquin Council of Govemments, city of Rio
Vista and Suisun City, Solano County, the CHP, and other interested parties. I want to
encourage you to support this application.

State Route 12 is an important interregional route connecting the Bay Area with the
Central Valley. Route 12 is and important corridor in Solano County and has been identified
by the STA Board as a priority project the last three years.

The study as proposed would be conducted in partnership with numerous agencies,
would identify and define the problems, analyze solutions, conduct public outreach and reach
a consensus on a recommended action plan for developing this important transportation
facility. Through this open and collaborative process we can develop an action plan that
meets California’s interregional movement needs and is sensitive to local needs and concerns
as well.

Thank you for your consideration. Please call me or Martin Tuttle at 707-422-6491
with any questions or comments.

Sincerely,

Don Erickson
STA Chairman

cc: Bonnie Braxton, Transportation Planning Program
Jim Spering, Chairman, Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Mayor, Suisun City
Harry Yahata, Director, Caltrans District 4
Steve Yokoi, Transportation Planning, Caltrans District 4
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November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 8.4

S51Ta

Solano Tt tation Avthorit

DATE: November 2, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Martin Tuttle

RE: Transfer of Solano Commuter Information (SCI) agency to STA

As part of their FY 98/9 budget, the Solano County Board of Supervisors adopted County staff’s
recommendation that Solano Commuter Information (SCI) agency be transferred from the County
Transportation Department to the STA.

With a staff of five, SCI provides public information and implements special projects to promote the
use of alternative transportation. County staff is recommending that the agency be transferred to the
STA because their function is “more directly related to the Solano Transportation Authority than to
the County Transportation Department.” (see attached budget summary).

The STA’s Executive Committee has discussed the proposed transfer in general terms. They would
like to pursue the transfer based on the approach outlined in the attached Strategic Plan (draft)
prepared by STA staff.

The Executive Committee agrees with county staff that the goals and objectives of SCI are more in
line with the STA’s mission than of the county’s Transportation Department. If properly
implemented, the proposed transfer should result in greater efficiencies in the delivery of services
among the two agencies. The Strategic Plan proposes additional responsibilities for SCI that we
think can be delivered within their existing budget.

Several details, such as new employee job descriptions and office space, will obviously need to be
addressed prior to the transfer. If advanced by the Board of Supervisors, terms of the transfer will

be brought back to the STA Board for approval.

The Board of Supervisors is expected to review this issue on December 8. Staff recommends that
the STA Board express its general support of the transfer.

Recommendation
Support the concept of transferring Solano Commuter Information (SCI) to the STA.

Attachments
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" RIS

3046-Ridesharing Program
Public Ways

John Gray, Director of Transportation

1996/97 1997/98 1998/99 1998/99 FROM
MAJOR ACCOUNT ACTUALS FINAL DEPT CAO FINAL TO
| CLASSIFICATIONS BUDGET REQUESTED RECOMMEND RECOMMEND
HPPROPRIATIONS
SALARIES AND EMPLOYEE BENEFITS $203,902 3268,526 $257,411 $255,874 ($12,652)
SERVICES AND SUPPLIES 132,424 318,082 305,990 268.079 (50,003)
OTHER CHARGES 40,255 19,558 8.596 8,764 {10,794)
TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS $376,580 $606,166 $571,997 $532,717 ($73,449)
REVENUE
REVENUE FROM USE OF MONEY/PRCP 3390 30 30 30 30
INTERGOVERNMENTAL REV STATE 91,577 Q 0 0 0
INTERGOVERNMENTAL REV FEDERAL 206,333 327.299 432,878 432,878 105,579
INTERGOVERNMENTAL REV OTHER 75,000 120,000 53,442 53,442 (66,558)
CHARGES FOR SERVICES o] 0 10,677 10,677 10,677
MISC REVENUE 1,038 158,867 o] Q (158,867)
TOTAL REVENUE $374,338 $606,166 $496,997 $496,997 ($109,169)
POSITIONS 6 6 6 6 0

Mission Statement

Solano Commuter Information’s purpose is to
make a positive, significant contribution to the
commuter’s needs by providing personal,
responsive, and flexible services to commuters.
By providing such programs. SCI helps improve
mobility, reduce congestion and air pollution as
well as shape an environment receptive to
commute alternatives. SCI is committed to
integrity and efficiency in its programs with
concern and respect for the individual.

Departmental Functions

Solano  Commuter  Information  provides
ridematching services, incentives and vanpool
support as well as information on transit services
within and beyond the County.

Major Accomplishments in FY97/98

-
”~

\Y

\Y%

Generated 4,500 carpool/vanpool matchlists for
Solano commuters resulting in the placement
of 1,760 individuals in a carpool or vanpool.

Distributed  25.000 personalized transit
schedules to individuals.

Distributed 15,000 Solano  Commuter
Information Guides.

Formed 25 new vanpools for Solano
commuters and completed 1,600 vanpool
assists.

Planned and implemented successful county-
wide California Rideshare Week and Bike-to-
Work Day campaigns.

County of Solano, FY98/99 Proposed Budget
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John Gray, Director of Transportation

3046-Ridesharing Program
Public Ways

Goals and Objectives for FY98/99

> Generate 4.200 carpool/vanpool matchlists for
Solano commuters.

» Distribute 27.000 transit schedules to

individuals.

» Provide commuter assistance to 35,500

individuals.

> Form 30 vanpools and complete 1,700 vanpool
assists.

\Y

Plan and implement county-wide Rideshare
Week and Bike-to Work campaigns.

> Maintain program funding.
Workload Indicators

> Number of commuters receiving carpool/
vanpool matchlists.

> Number of commuters placed in commute
alternative.

> Number of transit schedules distributed.
» Number of vanpool assists. -

Number of commuters assisted with alternative
transportation needs.

\Y

Departmental Budget Request

The Department’s Requested Budget represents an
overall decrease of ($34,169) or (5.6%), in
expenditures and a decrease of ($109,169), or
(18%) in revenues when compared to FY97/98
Final Budget. The Fund Balance covers the

difference. The entire budget is funded from
outside sources and no General Fund funding is

requested.

County Administrator's
Recommendation

The Proposed Budget reflects a reduction of
($73,449) in expenditures, or (12%), and a
reduction of ($109,169), or (18%), in revenues
when compared to the FY97/98 Final Budget.
$35,720 from reserves will be utilized as a Means
of Financing for the District.

Pending Issues and Policy
Considerations

County staff have been in the process of studying
the possible reconfiguration of services and
functions related 0 land use and development
issues. As an offshoot of the study, it is
recommended that the Solano

Commuter

Information Program (Ridesharing) be transferred
to the Solano Transportation Authonty (STA).

When the STA became an independent agency this
function was not wransferred to the Authority, even
though it 1s clearly more a function of the
Authority than of the county Transportation
Department. Discussions have been conducted
with the STA, and it is amenable to absorbing the
program. If the Board approves the
recommendation. staff will work with the STA to
transfer the program by Mid-Year.

Department Head Concurrence or
Appeal

The Department Head concurs with the Proposed
Budget.

278
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Draft
Strategic Plan for Solano Commuter Information

In June, as part of the Solano County Transportation Department budget, the Board of
Supervisors adopted the following statement regarding Solano Commuter Information (SCI):

[SCI]...“Is clearly more a function of the Authority than of the county Transportation
Department. Discussions have been conducted with the STA, and it is amenable to
absorbing the program. If'the Board approves the recommendation, staff will work with
the STA to transfer the program by Mid-Year.”

The following “Strategic Plan” is the STA’s preliminary response.

Changing Role

SCI was formed by the Solano County Transportation Department in 1979 in response to the
energy crisis. It evolved into a full service rideshare agency during the 1980's to assist with
formation of carpools and vanpools. More recently, it took on additional responsibilities related
to mandatory trip reduction and “Spare the Air” programs for the two air districts that represent

Solano County.

Current Tasks

In addition to their regular role of performing rideshare services, outreach to employers, and
holding special events, SCI has recently taken on some of the marketing tasks for the countywide
SolanoLinks program, and the I-80/24 and I-80/680 corridors.

They also have designed a guaranteed return trip program for implementation in 1998-99.

Budget

The operational budget for SCI is funded primarily with approximately $300,000 of state
transportation and regional air quality funds administered annually through the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission (MTC). No County general fund dollars have been used for the
program. SCI has six authorized positions and currently has five full-time staff members. In
addition, they have been receiving approximately $75,000 of local clean air funds each year from
the STA primarily to continue their voluntary trip reduction and transit (SolanoLinks) programs.
Special grants from Caltrans for the I-80 and I-680 construction mitigation programs to promote
alternative modes will be ending in the next year.

Approximately $211,000 of cumulated revenue from the Transportation Fund for Clean Air is
currently programmed to SCI through FY 99 and has not been spent yet. STA is the program
manager for those funds. Information on their total existing fund balance has not been made

available.

PAGE 88



Additional Responsibilities under the STA

In addition to maintaining its existing rideshare responsibilities, special events, and clean air
functions, the following additional responsibilities are proposed:

Serve as the communications and public relations arm of the STA. Prepare press releases,
monthly newsletter and annual report. Provide regular transportation status reports to the
general public, particularly for construction projects affecting travel on major
thoroughfares (such as the Red Top Road slide area along I-80, Highway 12
improvements, Carquinez and Benicia-Martinez bridge projects).

Plan, budget, coordinate, and implement the SolanoLinks transit information and
marketing program with the Intercity Transit Consortium. Administer marketing contracts

and media buys.

Maintain routine updates to the www.SolanoLinks.com web site and respond to general
e-mail inquiries from the public. Create and maintain a 24 hour transit and rideshare
information answering service using a Solano-oriented, toll free, 800-817-1717 phone
number as used throughout the rest of the Bay Area.

Implement the proposed guaranteed return trip program.

Provide support staff to the Transit Consortium, Technical Advisory Committee, Bicycle
Adwvisory Committee, and Paratransit Coordinating Council. Provide periodic program
updates to the STA Board.

Research, monitor, and apply for special grants from the air districts for alternative fizel
projects such as electric vehicles and recharging facilities for city and county fleets, CNG
fueled transit vehicles, and related infrastructure.

Develop long term funding sources.

Next Steps

If the Board of Supervisors and STA Board approve the recommendations, a financial analysis
and salary survey would be performed by the STA prior to the transfer. The transferred positions
would be advertised and existing SCI staff would be encouraged to apply. The salaries and
benefits would reflect the additional job responsibilities. Discussions with the County employees
association representative (SAGE), concerning the representation of SCI’s staff, would occur.

The target date for the transfer is January 1, 1999.
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November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 8.5

STa

Solano Cransportation Hudhotity

DATE: November 4 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Michelle Morris Brubaker

RE: Reliever Route Corridor Plan Update

On October 14, the first public workshop on the I-80 Reliever Route Corridor Concept Plan was held
at Vanden High School. There were about 50 persons in attendance and many good ideas were
exchanged. Our consultants, Moore, Iacofano and Goltsman (MIG), have finished their Phase 1 study
report, which is attached.

The STA staff has also submitted a draft request to MTC for funding from the Transportation for
Livable Communities (TLC) program for Phase 2 of the project. The second phase will focus more on
functional and design matters for the entire corridor. The draft scope of work is attached. Project
development funding has been set aside ($15,000) in the 98/99 budget to match $30,000 in TLC
program funds.

A policy issue that surfaced at the Reliever Route Working Group meeting for the STP Board to
consider is highlighted in Section 3.3 of the Phase 2 work scope. Planning staff from Fairfield and
Vacaville propose language which would require that open space acquisition options in the corridor be
consistent with appropriate general plans (see “optional language” in Phase 2 work scope outline).
STA staff is concerned that including this optional language would unnecessarily limit opportunities
that may arise from the study. The Working Group agreed to leave the issue to the STA Board to
consider.

This scope of work will also be sent to the MTC Advisory Council as part of the funding application
process. The MTC Advisory Council is composed of representatives from nine interest categories —

academia, business, community, environmental, labor, transportation users, freight, minority and
elderly and disabled.

Staff recommends for the Board to proceed with Phase 2 of the study. After MTC has reviewed the
application, the Phase 2 scope of work will be brought back to the board for final approval.

Recommendation

Authorize staff to circulate the Phase 2 draft scope of work for comment and provide any input and
direction (including direction on the optional language) to staff on the proposed Phase 2 process.
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Preliminary Scope of Work for Phase II of the I-80 Reliever Route
Corridor Concept Plan - DRAFT

The following scope of work pertains to the I-80 Reliever Route corridor concept plan. A map of
the proposed Reliever Route is shown in Attachment A and the plan will be guided by the goal
statement in Attachment B.

1.0: Project Start-Up and Management

This set of tasks involves initial meetings with staff and consultants, background research,
finalizing the contract, work scope and schedule and management of the project throughout.

1.1 Start-up meeting with STA staff and consultants.

1.2 Prepare final work scope and contract and project schedule, including a graphic
work flow chart for use throughout the process.

1.3  Attend up to two I-80 Reliever Route Working Group meetings to provide an
update on the project’s progress.

1.4  Management of the project throughout the contract.
Deliverables: Graphic schedule, revised scope/contract
Estimated Cost: $5,000

2.0: Public Meeting Facilitation and Participation

This set of tasks includes all the interactions with the public, as well as final meetings and
hearings on the I-80 Reliever Route corridor concept plan. The consultant Moore Iacofano
Goltsman, Inc. (MIG) recognizes the need to be flexible and responsive during the public process
and can modify the type and structure of public meetings accordingly. At all meetings, MIG
would be responsible for design and preparation of the meeting, facilitating the meeting
including any special materials, graphically recording the meeting and preparing a written
summary of key points.

2.1  Design and conduct one initial public “brainstorming” session to help develop the

concept alternatives. A two-hour site bus tour could precede the workshop. MIG

would facilitate the presentations/discussion on the bus along the route, taking
advantage of the knowledge of the bus tour participants.

2.2  Design and conduct two additional workshops. The first is likely to focus on
evaluation and selecting an alternative. The second workshop would focus on
details of the concept plan.

23  Conduct up to four neighborhood-level meetings to look at the corridor in more
detail with one or several neighborhoods or special interest groups.

2.4  Conduct one meeting with developers in the corridor to discuss opportunities to
link development to the corridor plan.

2.5  Attend up to two STA Board hearings to present and discuss the concept plan.
Deliverables: Workshop graphic records, meeting notes
Estimated Cost: $10,000
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3.0: Baseline Resources Mapping and Analysis

This set of tasks involves the baseline resource mapping needed to establish various constraints
and opportunities along the corridor. Also included in this task is an analysis of the adopted
general plans (and any specific plans) along the corridor and their implications for transportation

strategies.
3.1

32

33

3.4

35

Draw a working map showing the adopted general plans of Fairfield, Vacaville,
Suisun City and Solano County. Analyze the land use policies of each
jurisdiction and recommend appropriate transportation strategies and/or land use
relationships.

Prepare a visual analysis and visual map of the corridor noting positive and
negative viewpoints and view corridors and features that may lend themselves to
interpretation or highlighting.

Meet with city, County and Solano Open Space Foundation representatives to
review open space acquisition options in the corridor [OPTIONAL
LANGUAGE: consistent with appropriate general plans]. Review land
ownership and parcel maps. Develop open space acquisition strategy.

Relying on a habitat/ biological resources map and assessment prepared by others,
overlay the significant resource opportunities and constraints from Tasks 3.1, 3.2,
3.3 and 3.4 on the draft Plan to assess landscape, bikeway and other opportunities.

Prepare a working map showing planned and potential bike, pedestrian, transit
and other transportation connections at key locations along the corridor.

Deliverables: Working maps of land use, visual opportunities, open spaces and
transportation connections

Estimated Cost: $10,000

4.0: Development and Evaluation of Concept Alternatives

This set of tasks involves preparation of several concept plan alternatives based on the public
process and resource mapping and developing a method for selecting a preferred concept plan.

4.1

42

43

44

Prepare two concept alternatives for the corndor with appropriate graphics to
illustrate the concepts at a public meeting.

Prepare a concise working paper describing criteria for evaluating the alternatives
and applying the criteria to the two plans.

Identify 5-10 potential specific projects and amenities along the corridor
consistent with the preferred corridor concept alternative. Prepare a sheet on each
proposed project that would include a project description, preliminary cost
estimate and design illustration. The project information could be used to apply
for funding for these specific projects.

Develop landscape concepts and strategy to provide route identity. The route
concept needs to be easily recognizable for the first time or occasional users, and
clearly identify the route with signs and a consistent visual appearance. The
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4.5

landscape concept would include cross sections and/or conceptual plans for
different areas along the route.

Following public input, refine and add detail to the preferred concept plan for use
in the final report and at public presentations. The concept plan will include a
landscape concept, bikeway plan, potential specific projects, linkages to adjacent
land use and transportation systems, open space and habitat opportunities.

Deliverables: Two alternative concept plans, paper on evaluation criteria and selection.
Estimated Cost: $10,000

5.0: Preparation of Concept Plan and Documentation

This set of tasks involves preparing final graphics and illustrations of the preferred concept Plan
and preparing a draft and final report for STA staff and Board. The report is intended to be user-
friendly, well illustrated and relatively concise so it can become an information piece for
distribution and seeking funding. The report will include a section documenting the public
process, as well as other sections noted below.

5.1

52

Prepare draft concept plan report including the following: executive summary,
introduction, resource analysis, concept plan with appropriate illustrations and
public process.

Following public, City Councils, County Board of Supervisors, STA staff and
STA Board initial review, refine the draft report into a final document. The
consultant will provide STA with 15 bound copies of the final document and one
loose-leaf copy suitable for duplication.

Deliverables: Draft and Final Report, Final Concept Plan
Estimated Cost: $10.000
Total Project Cost ~ $45,000

Proposed funding
STA project development funds: $ 15,000
TLC program grant: $ 30.000
TOTAL $ 45,000
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ATTACHMENT B
I-80 Reliever Route Concept Plan
Working Goal Statement

The I-80 Reliever Route, Phase I should be an innovative four-lane parkway between I-
80 at Vacaville and Highway 12 at Suisun City. It will provide local motorists with a
convenient alternative to congested I-80 and enhance multi-modal transit options and
quality of life as a result of local agencies implementing complementary land-uses along
the corridor.

The Reliever Route Land-use/Transportation Concept Plan will provide for a dynamic
freeway alternative in central Solano that emphasizes multi-jurisdictional cooperation and
community involvement on land-use/transportation strategies.

Land-use/transportation strategies for the project include the integration of future
commuter rail, bus, park-and-ride and bicycle/pedestrian facilities where urban
development in planned. Strategic open space acquisitions will be used to preserve the
rural environment of the unincorporated portion of the corridor, and landscape
improvements will enhance the unique aesthetics of the parkway.

This project will promote the continued vitality of Travis AFB, Fairfield, Suisun City,
Vacaville and Solano County, and the emerging business parks in the corridor by

upgrading and linking the narrow and unsafe local roads that now provide access to these
job centers and adjacent neighborhoods.

(7/30/98 version)
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SECTIONI. INTRODUCTION

A. BACKGROUND

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) in cooperation with local jurisdictions has
been planning for the I-80 Reliever Route for a number of years. The Reliever Route is
designed to provide a continuous parkway from the State Route 12/Walters Road
intersection in Suisun City to the I-80/Leisure Town Road interchange in Vacaville. The
primary purpose of the Reliever Route is to offer a convenient alternative to I-80 for
predominantly local traffic to relieve congestion on I-80 between the various Solano
County communities. The project utilizes existing roadways and roadway extensions that
encompass the cities of Suisun City, Fairfield and Vacaville and the County of Solano.

The project involves the cooperative efforts of each of the local jurisdictions, the STA,
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Caltrans and other related agencies. The
project is expected to cost $74 million (in 1998 dollars) and be phased over time.
Approximately two-thirds of the funding has been secured. Figures 1 and 2 show the
location of the route, the affected roadway segments and the planned improvements. A
fact sheet about the project is included in Appendix A.

B. PURPOSE OF THE LAND USE/TRANSPORTATION STUDY

This study grew out of the community discussion over the I-80 Reliever Route.
Questions were raised by the public and by the various jurisdictions regarding possible
land use and neighborhood impacts of the parkway, potential for alternative
transportation and bikeway connections, opportunities for landscape and aesthetic
treatment and potential to use the project to enhance land use planning, open space and
habitat protection along the route. This report documents the initial outreach phase of the
Land Use/Transportation Study. The study was funded by a grant from MTC’s
Transportation for Livable Communities Program.

The preliminary phase is intended to do the following:

e Convene and facilitate a dialogue between the stakeholders of the project including
developers, neighborhood groups, environmentalists, staff from STA, the cities, the
County and MTC, community representatives and others. Determine if there is
interest in developing a “corridor” plan that explores land use, landscape and bicycle
improvements, transit-related improvements, open space protection and related
features into the parkway.

o Identify the issues and concerns of the stakeholders and develop a working set of
guidelines to use in developing the corridor concept plan further in Phase II of the
study.

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Study, Phase I Page 1
MIG, Inc.
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C. MeTHODS USED

A series of meetings were held during the late summer and early fall of 1998. Meetings
were held with the STA Board Sub-Committee for the Reliever Route to identify and
discuss their issues and concerns and begin to generate guidelines for the land
use/transportation strategies for the project. Following those initial meetings, a series of
one-on-one interviews were conducted with key stakeholders representing various
viewpoints including the chambers of commerce of each of the cities and the County,
environmental groups, city and County planning representatives, elected officials and
local development interests. The results of these interviews are summarized in Appendix
C of this report. In addition, issues of land use, landscape improvements and
transportation strategies have been discussed at several regular meetings of the I-80
Reliever Route Technical Committee, made up of representatives of the planning and
public works departments of the city and County, STA staff and others.

Following the interviews and focused meetings, a broad community workshop was held
on October 14, 1998 to identify concerns and questions and solicit ideas about land use,
open space, landscaping, bicycle travel and related topics from the community. A wall
graphic was produced at that meeting and individual comment sheets were collected.
Nearly 50 people attended the workshop representing neighborhoods, agencies and many
diverse interests in the area. All of this public and agency information and ideas have
been incorporated into this summary report.

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Study, Phase I Page 4
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SECTION II. RESULTS OF THE PHASE I PUBLIC PROCESS

A. COMMUNITY AND FOCUSED WORKSHOPS

The text that follows summarizes key discussion points raised in the community-wide
workshop and overall conclusions and impressions. Also included in this summary are
several suggestions and issues that emerged primarily from the earlier focused group
discussions and the written comment sheets.

The results of the October 14™ community workshop are illustrated on the reduced wall
graphic in Figure 3 on the following page. The community workshop began with a
presentation on the status of the Reliever Route and why the land use/transportation study
is important. Presenters emphasized the need to link land use and alternative
transportation decisions with future roadway planning. Participants then discussed some
of their general impressions of the project and began raising questions and issues and
indicating their opinions of the project.

A number of participants indicated why the Reliever Route is needed and the benefits it
offers. These include correcting existing safety and traffic capacity problems, addressing
the increasing congestion on I-80, providing a convenient and attractive alternative for
local travelers and improving the recreational and open space potential of the corridor.

While the majority of participants seemed to favor the project generally, there were a
number of people who do not want the project to go forward or have concerns about
specific aspects of the project or a particular segment of the roadway. The primary issues
of concern fall into the following categories:

¢ Growth-Inducing Potential: Participants were concerned that the roadway may
stimulate unwanted residential and commercial growth at the periphery of Fairfield
and Vacaville. This growth could have environmental and traffic impacts, result in
loss of open space and habitat and possibly threaten the long-term viability of Travis
Air Force Base.

e Direct Environmental Impact: Some participants raised concerns that the roadway
construction itself could impact habitat, drainage and other natural resources.

e Neighborhood Impact: Specific segments of the roadway will affect established
neighborhoods with noise impacts, safety hazards, inconvenience in getting out of
driveways and adjacent neighborhoods, and air quality impacts.

e Traffic Analysis: Participants were concerned that local and regional traffic patterns
be studied very carefully and transit use and potential connections incorporated into
project design. The project should alleviate local traffic congestion, but not add
regional traffic into local areas.

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Study, Phase I Page 5
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e Local Land Use Autonomy: While few argued against linking land use and
transportation decisions, representatives from the local jurisdictions expressed
concerns that local land use planning decisions remain in the hands of the cities and
County and not be driven by a regional entity such as STA. (Note: These concerns
surfaced primarily during the individual interviews and in the focused meetings.)

The second part of the community workshop focused on suggestions for how the project
should move forward and what safeguards and guidelines need to be a part of project
planning.

e Neighborhood Impacts: For each road segment, the local jurisdiction and STA
should work closely with adjacent neighborhoods and businesses to ensure that
impacts are addressed. This includes noise mitigation, safety coming in and out of
driveways and landscaping and visual improvements. In terms of noise mitigation,
alternatives to typical sound walls were suggested including broad setbacks with
landscaping, potential soundproofing of adjacent residences and technological
solutions. Participants suggested that project developers along the parkway
contribute to mitigations.

e Growth and Open Space: Use the corridor concept to acquire open space and
habitat (via easements), and discourage growth in the rural portions of the route.
Acquisitions should be concentrated in the identified greenbelt area between Fairfield
and Vacaville. Many felt this greenbelt area should be expanded to ensure that the
two communities remain distinct. Protection for Travis AFB as a key economic force
in the community was viewed as essential. Any direct loss of farmland or habitat
from the roadway construction itself needs to be replaced/mitigated.

e Alternative Transportation: Consider transportation alternatives including an off-
street bike path, connections between planned land uses and proposed transit facilities
including the multi-modal station and bus service. (Note: There was considerable
discussion about the location of the proposed multi-modal station. Many wanted it
closer to Vacaville; some did not believe it was needed; others preferred the current
planned location. This study is not looking specifically at the station location.)

e Corridor Management Strategy: Manage the parkway in a consistent manner that
allows optimal flow of traffic, maintains the road and landscaping in high quality
condition and ensures speed and safety enforcement. Participants suggested
coordinated CHP enforcement, common design and maintenance criteria for all
jurisdictions, common criteria for minimizing driveway cuts and other obstructions,
limits on truck traffic and other potential management issues.

e Roadway Design: Create a single roadway that is convenient and safe. Avoid
bottlenecks by eliminating at grade crossings at Vanden and Peabody and potentially
other locations. Use frontage roads if necessary to protect businesses and residences
without impeding parkway traffic flow.

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Study, Phase I Page 7
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e Desired Amenities: Of the possible amenities identified, those considered the highest
priority are native landscaping, open space and habitat acquisition, directional signage
and providing a bike path and secondarily bike lanes. Amenities viewed as moderate
in priority include restoration of degraded habitat areas, park and ride lots and
providing a rest stop or comfort stations. Amenities rated relatively low include
interpretative signage and viewing areas.

e Corridor Identity: Provide a continuous parkway that has a single name and a clear
and positive identity. Several names have been suggested including the Jepson
Parkway, Solano Parkway, Vaca/Fairfield Scenic Bypass and the Greenbelt Parkway.

In addition to these suggestions, participants asked a number of significant questions to
be answered as the planning process continues:

¢ Will this project accommodate mostly local traffic or will it bring in externally
generated traffic as a freeway bypass?

e How will the local communities and STA decide which road segments are built first
and which ones receive priority?

e What are the speed limits going to be on each segment?

e Will any local tax funds or other local revenues be used for the project?

B. STAKEHOLDER INTERVIEWS

As described earlier, a series of individual interviews were conducted to assess the
interest in proceeding with the land use/transportation study and to identify issues in a
candid manner. The results of the stakeholder interviews are summarized in Appendix B.
Generally, those interviewed believe the land use/transportation plan is a good idea for
the Reliever Route and will improve its design and value. Several of those interviewed
did not support the overall concept of the Reliever Route, but, if the parkway is to move
forward, they want to see the type of amenities and improvements discussed in this study.
Generally, the conclusions of the interviews mirror those expressed at the community
workshop.

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Study, Phase I Page 8
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SECTION III. WORKING GOALS AND PROJECT GUIDELINES

A. GoALs

Building from the information generated during the public process, the STA Board
Reliever Route Sub-Committee developed a working draft statement of goals and
guidelines to direct the Phase II work on the land use/transportation project. The
following are the working goals for the project. They are intended to direct and focus
further planning efforts. However, they are in draft form and will likely be modified and
refined as more public input is gathered and more resource data are available.

e The I-80 Reliever Route should be an innovative four-lane parkway between 1-80 at
Vacaville and Highway 12 at Suisun City. It will provide local motorists with a
convenient alternative to congested I-80 and enhance multi-modal transit
opportunities as a result of local agencies implementing complementary land-uses
along the corridor.

e The Reliever Route Land-Use/Transportation Concept Plan will provide for a
dynamic freeway alternative in central Solano County that emphasizes multi-
jurisdictional cooperation and community involvement on land-use/transportation
strategies.

¢ Land-use/transportation strategies for the project include the integration of future
commuter rail, bus, park-and-ride and bicycle/pedestrian facilities where urban
development is planned.

¢ Strategic open space acquisitions will be used to preserve the rural environment of the
unincorporated portion of the corridor, and landscape improvements will enhance the
unique aesthetics of the parkway.

¢ This project will promote the continued vitality of Travis AFB, Fairfield, Suisun City,
Vacaville and Solano County, and the emerging business parks in the corridor by
upgrading and linking the narrow and unsafe local roads that now provide access to
these job centers and adjacent neighborhoods.

B. GUIDELINES

In addition, the following more specific guidelines are intended to guide the land
use/transportation study. These guidelines begin to identify the basic work tasks that are
to be part of Phase II of the study.

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Study, Phase I Page 9
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1. Fundamental Roadway Concept

¢ The route should be a four-lane continuous parkway serving local traffic between
[-80 at Vacaville and Highway 12 at Suisun City.

¢ The route should minimize driveway cuts, intersections, median breaks and other
roadway interruptions (particularly in the rural segments) to ensure maximum
efficiency of vehicle travel.

2. Multiple Modes of Transportation

¢ Design the route as a multi-modal corridor that maximizes opportunities for
transit use and alternative travel modes.

¢ Design the route to ensure safe and comfortable bicycle and pedestrian travel
opportunities. Maximize bicycle connections along the route to all existing and
planned bicycle facilities in the cities and County. Evaluate on-street and off-
street bike facilities and combinations of the two for different route segments.
Bicycle use should be thought of as both recreational and daily travel.

o Identify strategic locations for bus transit stops and park and ride/carpooling lots
taking into account existing and planned land uses, bicycle and pedestrian routes
and destinations.

¢ Identify an “activity node” or comfort stop for bike and vehicle travel. These may
be associated with transit or may be stand-alone. Consider the types and levels of
improvement including shade, water, restrooms, landscaping, signage, etc. These
could occur, for example, at each end of a central off-street bikeway.

e Analyze the area in and around the proposed multi-modal station to ensure that
land uses are appropriate and linkages to future local streets, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities are maximized.

3. Corridor Identity and Image

¢ Establish a clear and consistent identity for the entire route so it is easily
recognizable and offers a viable alternative to 1-80.

¢ Create a name, image and signage concept reflecting the unique prairie,
agricultural and open landscape of the region.

4. Aesthetic Concept

o Identify the existing natural and human features and landscapes that are unique
and attractive along the route. Maximize identification of and views to such
features in the design of the parkway. Determine the appropriate visual

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Study, Phase I Page 10
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environment for each type of road segment including urban, suburban, rural and
open space/habitat. Each segment could receive specialized treatment.

e Design a consistent system of linear improvements and destination/point
improvements that make this corridor an attractive and inviting route for all
travelers. Ideas might include: windrows and hedgerows at strategic locations;
parkway landscaping; windmills and tree plantings at rest stops/comfort stations
(and possibly fruit or vegetable stands); a rail or train concept; directional
signage concept; points of interest signage; and other ideas that set this corridor
apart.

e Review the roadside signage policies of each jurisdiction to ensure that future
signage along the corridor will be compatible and attractive.

¢ Review any existing design guidelines for future development along the parkway.
Assess whether some measure of consistency on a few key issues (such as
setbacks, driveway cuts, landscape minimums, etc.) might be appropriate to
recommend to the jurisdictions.

¢ Consider the viability of an “adopt-a-segment” concept for the route to plant
wildflowers or medians or to provide for roadside maintenance.

5. Land Use and Development

e Review the land use plans of Vacaville, Fairfield, Suisun City and Solano County
to identify opportunities for linking transportation with appropriate land uses and
densities. If jurisdictions are updating or modifying their land use plans in the
future, the study could suggest some ideas for land use/transportation
compatibility.

6. Open Space Concept

o Identify sites for acquisition of open space (in fee title or conservation easements)
that have been designated as desirable by the cities and the County. Use federal,
state and local funds as available to protect environmentally sensitive areas and/or
greenbelts/buffers between communities and enhance the experience of the
corridor.

¢ Consider the potential for habitat enhancement or restoration using federal or state
grant funds at selective locations: grasslands, seasonal wetlands, streams or
drainages.

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Study, Phase I Page 11
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SECTION IV. NEXT STEPS

The next steps in the planning for the I-80 Reliever Route include three major studies: (1)
A plan line engineering analysis to establish specific road lay-out and geometrics at an
appropriate level of detail; (2) An Environmental Impact Report and Environmental
Impact Statement to assess any project-related impacts and identify mitigation measures;
and (3) Completion of Phase II of the Corridor Concept Plan.

The latter two studies will include considerable public interaction and input. The
environmental work includes public scoping meetings and hearings on draft and final
documents. Phase II of the Corridor Concept Plan will involve a substantial number of
meetings with neighborhood groups, the 1-80 Reliever Route Working Group and the
broader community, as well as hearings before the STA Board.

The following are logical work tasks to incorporate into the Phase II Corridor Concept
Plan. These tasks would be conducted with considerable public and agency participation

through workshops, focus group meetings and other means as needed.

(1) Review the land use plans of each of the jurisdictions and various open space
protection and acquisition plans;

(2) Review existing and planned bicycle and pedestrian facilities in relation to the
corridor and future land use opportunities;

(3) Review existing and planned transit routes, stops and capacity including final location
of the multi-modal station,;

(4) Identify and map significant views, natural resource features and landmarks along the
corridor including significant habitat areas;

(5) Conduct research on appropriate landscape treatments for the parkway;

(6) Prepare alternative concepts for landscape, aesthetics, open space and habitat
protection and bicycle use for each segment of the parkway;

(7) Prepare alternative designs for activity nodes; and image/theme studies for the
corridor.

These features would be integrated into a preferred Corridor Plan for the parkway to be
used to secure funding and improve the overall image and use of the project.

STA I-80 Reliever Route Land Use/Transportation Plan Stuady, Phase I Page 12
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CIT ADVd

FACT SHEET

1-80 RELIEVER ROUTE, PHASE 1 - SOLANO COUNTY

Phase 1 of the 1-80 Reliever Route Project in Solano County will provide a continuous four-lane divided roadway from the State
Route 12/Walters Road intersection in Suisun City to the I-80/Leisure Town Road interchange in Vacaville. The Phase 1 project runs
along Walters Road, an extension of Walters Road to Cement Hill Road, Cement Hill Road from the Walters Road Extension to
Peabody Road, Vanden Road to an extension of Leisure Town Road and Leisure Town Road to 1-80.

The Phase 1 project spans the jurisdictions of the City of Suisun City, the City of Fairfield, Solano County and the City of Vacaville.
The project has been divided into nine segments, as shown on the attached map, for implementation purposes. Funding has been
programmed for approximately two-thirds of the project's total cost of $74 million.

STATE & FEDERAL ESTIMATED
TOTAL COST FUNDING DATE OF
RANK SEGMENT AGENCY (Millions) (Millions) COMPLETION
Fairfield/
1 S5 (Vanden Rd. Realignment) Solano County $4.3 $3.9 October, 1999
2 S9 (Walters Rd. from E. Tabor Suisun City $2.5 $2.35 October, 2000
Ave. to Bella Vista Dr.)
3 S4 (Vanden Road) Solano County $8.8 $8.8 October, 2003
4 S7 (Walters Rd. Extension) Fairfield $7.6 $5.7 October, 2004
5 S1 (Leisure Town Interchange) Vacaville $22.0 $9.6 March, 2004
6 S8 (Walters Rd. from Air Base
Pkwy. To E. Tabor Ave.) Fairfield $1.2 - -
7 S2 (Leisure Town Road) Vacaville $16.9 - -
8 S3 (Leisure Town Extension) Vacaville $7.0 - -
9 S6 (Cement Hill Road) Fairfield $4.0 - -
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Planning

Design
Communications
Management

AGENDA

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY: I-80 RELIEVER ROUTE
LAND USE/TRANSPORTATION CONCEPT PLAN

Date: October 14, 1998
Time: 7:00 - 9:00 p.m.
Place: Vanden High School Library

7:00 p.m. I. Welcome and Introductions
e Don Erickson, STA Board
e Jim Spering, STA Board
e Martin Tuttle, STA Executive Director — Project Overview and
Status

e Jeff Loux, MIG — Purpose and Structure of the Workshop and
Agenda

7:30 p.m. II. Comments and Issues Regarding the Overall I-80 Reliever
Route Project

o Fundamental Concept and Objectives

e Questions, Concerns and Issues

8:00 p.m. III.  Discussion about the Land Use/Transportation Concept Plan
e Features and Amenities to Incorporate in the Plan
e Concerns and Questions

e “Guiding Principles” for the Plan

8:45 p.m. IV.  Conclusions and Next Steps
e Where do we go from here?

e Concluding remarks
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Name

I-80 Reliever Route: Land Use and Transportation Strategy

Solano Transportation Authority

October 14, 1998

la. What is your opinion of the [-80 Reliever Route idea in general?

1b. Explain your primary reasons.

2. As the Solano Transportation Authority analyzes the pros and cons of the project and its
potential impacts, what issues and questions do you want to be sure are studied?

3. What landscaping and bike-related amenities should be built along with the roadway?

High
Priority

Native Landscaping O
Bike Path

Bike Lane

Acquisition of Open Space as Community Separator
Acquisition of Open Space as Habitat

Restoration of Damaged Habitat

Rest Stop: seating, restroom, drinking fountain
Interpretive Signage

Directional Signage

OO0oOooOoonOooaoan

Viewing Areas
Other?

Moderate Don't
Priority Do It
O O

a

O a
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
O O
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4. There are some urban uses along the route (housing, business), but it is mostly farmland or
open space. The general plans of Fairfield and Vacaville identify various future uses for the
area including housing, light industry and continued open space.

What types of land use strategies should be encouraged along the new roadway?

Same as currently planned O More housing O

More protected open space O Higher density, mixed use O
near the transit station

More business and industry O Other

5. What type of future transit connections make sense to you along the I-80 reliever route?

Yes No
Park and Ride lots O O
If so, where?
Bus Route
Would it be used? O O
O O

“Multi-modal” Rail and Bus Station

Where should it be located?

Other

6. When you think of the views/landscape of the area, what comes to mind? (more than one can
be checked)

O The Prairie O The Delta
Farmland O Wetlands
Other:;

ad
O Industrial Land
O Travis Air Force Base

7. What name would you give the parkway?

8. What other ideas, issues or concerns do you want to suggest to STA?
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APPENDIX C

NOTES FROM STAKEHOLDER INTERVIEWS

PAGE 117



Solano Transportation Authority:
I-80 Reliever Route Project

Summary Results from the Stakeholder Interviews for the
Land Use/Transportation Concept

MIG, Inc.
August 29, 1998

INTRODUCTION

MIG conducted a series of interviews of key individuals regarding the I-80 Reliever
Route Land Use/Transportation Concept during August 1998. The purpose of the
interviews was to explain the Reliever Route Project, solicit feedback on the overall
project, solicit feedback on the land use, landscape and related concepts, obtain a general
sense of the positions different groups might take and seek interest in participating in
further discussions about the land use/transportation idea. The interviews were
conducted informally with generally open-ended questions. However, a basic question
guide was used (see Appendix). This memo provides a brief summary of the responses
and some thoughts on next steps.

A total of nine interviews were completed with the following individuals:

Gary Tatum, Vacaville Chamber of Commerce

Greg Werner, City of Vacaville Community Development

Barry Minowitch, Suisun City Community Development Director

E.K. Loving, Fairfield and Suisun City Chamber of Commerce

Sean Quinn and Eve Somjen, City of Fairfield Planning Department

Harry Englebright, Solano County Environmental Management Department
Jim DeKloe, Solano County Sierra Club

Duane Kromm, Solano County Board Member Elect

Gary Andrews, SEDCORP Member

STA Board sub-committee members were conducting additional interviews of
landowners and land developers.
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SUMMARY INTERVIEW RESULTS

The following are summaries of the responses. I use the shorthand term “agency/group”
to indicate the agency, jurisdiction or constituent group represented. I use the term
“most” to suggest at least seven of the nine respondents felt a certain way. I use the term
“several” to suggest two or three respondents out of the nine felt a certain way. I have
not tried to gauge the level of importance of some comments as opposed to others, nor
have I tried to summarize every comment or idea.

Knowledge of the Project: Each of the respondents was familiar with the Reliever Route
concept and most knew specific details. A status reports on the current timing and
funding of the project would be beneficial to all.

Overall Position from Agency, Group or Jurisdiction: Most indicated strong support
for the project overall, although certain reservations were expressed as described below.
The agencies/jurisdictions have incorporated the preliminary plan into their general plans,
capital plans, etc. The County General Plan Land Use and Circulation elements and
maps are relatively dated and do not reflect the Reliever Route. Most agencies/groups
indicated that their decision-makers have not taken formal positions on the Reliever
Route, except specific segments that are moving forward. The cities indicated one of the
reasons for their support of the project is to assist in funding and implementing the
needed improvements within their jurisdictions, and to keep local impact fees from
escalating.

Concerns About the Overall Project: The primary concerns expressed were: (1) the
project could be growth-inducing; (2) the land use component could challenge the
jurisdiction’s adopted general plans; (3) the road itself could impact natural resources,
most notably biological resources including migration/movement patterns; (4) if the road
becomes heavily used, it could cause added and unplanned for traffic congestion in the
cities at each end; (5) concern about continuing to protect prime farm soils in key
locations; and (6) several respondents were concerned about an erosion of trust in local
processes and felt this process could restore some trust in cooperative relationships.

Basic Description of the Reliever Route: Nearly all respondents viewed the road as a
“parkway.” Generally, this would mean four lanes, relatively high travel speeds, few
obstacles, lights and intersections and a consistent and attractive landscape concept.
Even those individuals with concerns over the overall project, felt that if the project
moves forward it should be done “right” with adequate road capacity. The City of
Vacaville raised the potential of a route modification as it approaches their City.

Amenities and Features that should be a Part of the Project: All respondents were in
favor of bicycle use. All respondents liked the idea of exploring an off-street bike path
were feasible. All respondents were in favor of open space acquisition in locations
already designated by the cities and County for open space. Several wanted to see more
open space acquisition or purchase of strategic parcels, as well as restoration and
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protection of habitats. Several respondents were concerned about the costs of managing
and maintaining open space.

All respondents favored landscaping along the parkway, although there were differences
in style and type. Several want native drought-tolerant plantings only, several wanted a
grassland/prairie look and others wanted a more traditional and more heavily landscaped
parkway. Rural themes such as the windmills/hedgerows, etc. were favored in the rural
areas. Several respondents wanted to make clear differentiation between urban and rural
segments and between the communities. Several respondents were concerned about the
on-going maintenance costs of additional landscaping and rest stops. Any amenities
should include consensus from the local jurisdictions to enter into maintenance
agreements, etc.

There were differences of opinion on the level of land use that the concept plan should
address. Several respondents believed the plan should not make recommended changes
to local land use plans. Another respondent believed the concept plan should be a
complete master plan including land uses. Most agreed that suggestions for future land
use are appropriate to be implemented when and if local jurisdictions are updating or
changing their respective plans.

Non-commercial signage was generally favored, especially for directional or interpretive
purposes, and to announce the gateways to the cities. Signage should be consistent and
tasteful. Interpretative displays of other geographic or environmental education were
viewed positively by all respondents.

Transit received a mixed reaction. All respondents were in favor of having a strong bus
route with comfortable, accessible stops, but many doubted how much use it would get.
Linking the roadway to rail was favored as a long-term prospect. Park and ride lots were
favored by some, but only selectively at a few key locations. Some respondents felt that
transit should not be a high funding priority.

“Public” comfort stations were viewed as positive, but maintenance and security were of
concern to several respondents. A resting-place for bicycle/joggers, etc. was viewed as a
positive, especially if combined with a park and ride lot or train station or some other
well-used facility. There was a split between those who wanted to see convenience
commercial (gas, food) in a few locations and those who did not want any commercial
uses of that type.

Features that should not be a Part of the Project: Respondents had few consistent
suggestions for issues that should not be explored or concepts that should not be included
in the parkway. Individual concerns were: (1) eliminate or reduce truck traffic on the
parkway; (2) limit the number of businesses along the parkway to reduce congestion and
roadway interruptions; (3) minimize lighting in the rural segments; and (4) do not allow
any further growth as a result of the parkway.
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Studies Requested: Several respondents indicated an interest in a “full EIR process” to
identify all physical and biological impacts. This dovetails with the process currently
recommended by STA staff. Another respondent felt that more accurate and detailed
traffic modeling was needed, particularly to take account of all planned background
traffic in each of the cities. One respondent indicated a desire to see this corridor planning
effort serve as a catalyst for some regional land use strategies and planning.

Image and Identity of the Reliever Route: Most respondents believed the road should
have a unique and visible identity and be essentially “seamless” from one end to the
other. Several were concerned that if the identity were too strong, it may draw freeway
through traffic, which would negatively impact local areas. Some liked a single name,
some preferred to keep a series of connected roads with existing names.

Political Obstacles: Several potential political issues were raised: (1) environmental
groups may be opposed because of growth concerns; strategic open space purchases are
needed; (2) the location and timing of the rail station is of concern; (3) neighborhood
concern about congestion and noise increases; and (4) taxpayers groups may have
concerns with both capital and operational funds.

Interest Groups or Individuals to Involve (in addition to those already involved):
Neighborhood groups (Meadowlands, Harbor Oaks, Stonegate, Leisure Town
Homeowners, Tolenas, Cement Hill); Committee to Protect Travis AFB, Elmira
representation, Poplar/Maple Street neighborhoods, Solano County and Fairfield/Suisun
Taxpayers Association, Farm Bureau, Solano Land Alliance, Farmlands and Open Space
Trust, various committee chairs on chamber committees, land owners along the route,
local developers.

Willingness to Participate Further: All respondents were willing and interested in
being a part of the first stakeholder meeting and were interested in continuing to be
involved. Most groups/agencies indicated that this project was a priority and they would
provide representation to future meetings.
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November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 9.1

S1a

DATE: November 4, 1998
TO: STA Board
FROM: Matt Todd

RE: Travel Safety Plan

The Travel Safety Plan is currently under review by the staff of our member jurisdictions. The latest
draft version of the plan will be available at the Board meeting. The final version of the plan will
be brought back to this Board in December for approval.
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November 11, 1998
Agenda Item 9.2

STa

Solano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: November 4, 1998

TO: STA Board

FROM: Michelle Morris Brubaker

RE: CMAQ/STP Fund Applications — 75% Funds

MTC has issued a call for projects for federal STP/CMAQ funds from the Transportation Equity
Act for the 21* Century (TEA 21). This application is for the “75% funds” — the category of
federal STP/CMAQ funds targeted to rehabilitation and replacement projects.

Project applications are due to Solano Transportation Authority on November 23, 1998. A
detailed scheduled is attached.

In September, the TAC agreed to the following guidelines for Solano County:

e 10% of the available funds will be safety projects that did not receive funding in the “25%
Funding” process, but were included in the corridor plans.

e The remaining funds will be split into pavement maintenance needs (80%) and transit
rehabilitation needs (20%).

Solano County’s bid target is $6.2 million, with a guarantee of $4.6 million of that bid target to
be allocated to Solano County.

Caltrans has also recommended a 1998 STIP “augmentation” strategy to provide additional funds
for streets and roads rehabilitation/storm damage. If these funds are programmed now, it is
considered unlikely that there will be any programming capacity in the 2000 STIP. It is
anticipated that Solano County would receive about $12.2 million. This process will be
coordinated with the 75% STP/CMAQ federal programming and on a similar timetable.

Attachment
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Schedule

The proposed schedule for the 75% Category funds would have MTC staff present a final
recommendation for the programming of funds to projects in April 1999. The proposed schedule
is as follows:

| Work Program Committee/Commission approval of procedures,
MTC Resolution No. 3111

T ST AL TR T T e ST K S ST

Call for Projects (10/5/98)
MTC/Persh1p drscsrons onregronal pro_]ects

September 1998

T I T e T T — R

October 1998 _
October 1998

Issue eoluopropoals on regronal proj ects November 198

Prqectapphcatrons duetoCMAs (11/23/98) o ovember 1998 _

County bids due to Ml C e ———tlRTY 1999
Peprevrew | | ' — eb u5 1999

Fma.l program presented to Work Program Comrmttee/ Apnl 1999
Commission for approval
FY 1999 TIP amended to inciude program adopted by the April 1999
Commission
TIP amendment

10/02/98
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Proposed Outline for Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP)

Subject: Proposed Outline for Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP)
Date: Sun, 30 Sep 2001 20:34:40 -0700

From: Dan Christians <stachristians@mgci.com>

To: Bob Grandy <grandyte@pacbell. net>, Ron Milam <R .Milam@FehrandPeers.com>
CC: Daryl Halls <stadkhalls@mgci.com>

Dear Ron and Bob:

Attached is our proposed preliminary outline that we prepared for the CTP.
As I mentioned recently, I plan to keep developing the outline, policies and
much of the general text for the plan during the next few weeks to keep the
consultant costs within budget. If you have any suggestions on the outline
or approach, we should discuss them further at our meeting on Wed. October
3, 2001 at 8:00 a.m. when we meet to discuss the overall final process for

completing the plan by April 2002. Please advise. Thanks. Dan Christians,
STA

Name: Outline4 - Sola;
Comprehensive
Transportation
DOutline4 - Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan Septe 30 2001.doc| Septe 30 2001.«
. Type: WINWORD Fi
; (application/ms
'Encoding: base64

lofl 10/1/2001 7:48 AM



Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan

V.

Preliminary Outline
September 30, 2001

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

moow »

Solano Transportation Authority

STA Subcommittees

Purpose of Plan

Existing Conditions

Public Participation and Outreach

NEEDS ANALYSIS

cowmp

Introduction

Arterials, Highways, Freeways

Transit (Bus, Ferry, Rail)

Alternative Modes (Bike Routes, Trails, Ridesharing and TLC
and Alternative Fuels)

STA VISION, MISSION AND GOALS

mow»

Introduction
STA Vision
STA Mission
Goals

Project Delivery

Meet the transportation needs of residents,
employees, businesses and visitors of all incomes
ages and physical conditions through the timely
delivery of transportation investments that will
facilitate the development of an efficient and effective
transportation system.

Existing Facilities
Preserve the physical and operational condition of
existing transportation facilities as a means of




protecting past transportation investments and
maintaining an effective and efficient system.

Funding
Obtain sufficient funding to construct all identified

transportation improvements for Solano County
over the next 25 years.

Environment/Air Quality

Invest in transportation facilities or services that
cause the least amount of environmental damage
and yield environmental and air quality benefits
whenever feasible.

Safety
Provide the safest possible transportation system for

all users.

ALTERNATIVES

Countywide Roadway Improvement Emphasis
1-80/680 Improvement Emphasis

Local Roadway Improvement Emphasis
Vehicle Travel Demand Reduction Emphasis
New Travel Corridor

moowp»

ARTERIALS, HIGHWAYS AND FREEWAYS

Introduction

Existing Conditions

Deficiencies

Countywide Traffic Model

Travel Patterns

Major Findings

Performance Measures

Regionally and Countywide Significant Corridors
Traffic and Cost Data

Maintenance, Enhancements and Capacity Increasing
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Alternatives

Regional and Local Interchanges

Road Rehabilitation Needs

Policies for Arterials, Highways and Freeways

Support state and federal legislation to streamline state
and federal project delivery processes to reduce delays
in the delivery of projects

Seek a fair share for Solano County of any state or
federal discretionary transportation funding

Develop plans and programs to upgrade and widen
roadways of countywide significance

Develop a policy for matching local interchanges
Develop a road rehabilitation policy

Update the Solano Travel Safety Plan

Support the permanent dedication of the vehicle fuel
sales tax exclusively for transportation (to include a
split of 40% STIP, 40% local streets and 20% transit).
Support policies that improve environmental review
process to minimize conflicts between transportation
and environmental requirements.

Encourage member jurisdictions and Caltrans to
maintain level of service (LOS) E or better conditions
during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours on roadways of
countywide significance.

Develop a plan and implementation program for the
installation of High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes and
facilities for designated freeways and expressways
including on-ramps.

Prepare long-term corridor plans for all roadways of
countywide significance.

0. Recommended Actions

Prepare PSR's for Priority Projects

Prepare Environmental Studies and PSE’s

Complete Alternative Analyses

Prepare additional Corridor Studies and Special Studies
Develop Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation
Allocation Formula

Provide matching funds for Interchanges of countywide
significance

Secure funds to implement safety improvements
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TRANSIT (Bus, ferry and rail

A.

c
/]

ONoOonARONAD

10.
11.

12.

13.

Ferry

Introduction

SolanoLinks Transit Consortium

Existing Operations and Conditions

Deficiencies

Fixed and Express Bus Route System

Ferry System

Intercity Paratransit Services

Local Shuttle Services

Bus Objectives and Policies

Provide cost effective and coordinated transit system
structure(s)

Increase viable alternatives to the automobile

Increase Express Bus Services Along I-80, 680 and 780
Corridors

Increase intercity fixed route and complementary
paratransit services to meet growing demand on key
corridors

Provide new and/or expanded transit hubs, and park
and ride lots

Increase funding for transit operations

Consider new services along secondary corridors
Consider alternative operator arrangements that would
help increase the quality and quantity of services
Consider local shuttle services as part of TLC Program

Assumptions

Proposed Short and Long Range Fixed Route System,
Transit Hubs and Park and Ride Lots

Recommended Transit and Paratransit Actions:

North County Transit Improvements

South County Transit Improvements

Overall Short and Long Term Transit Funding
Strategies

PTA, TDA and STAF Funds

MOU’s

Additional Funding Options

1. Introduction
2. Existing service



IX.

3. Future Service
¢ Short Range
e Long Range
4. Costs
e Operating
e Capital

C. Rail

1. Introduction

Capitol Corridor Intercity Service
Existing Ridership

Proposed Stations

Costs

2. Potential Commuter Rail Service
Dixon-Davis-Sacramento-Auburn

¢ Napa-Solano

e 1|-80

e Costs
A. Transit Policies and Strategies
B. Transit Funding Needs
C. Implementation Actions

ALTERNATIVE MODES

Introduction

Existing Countywide Bicycle Facilities and Trails
Existing Park and Ride Lots and HOV System
Existing Ridesharing Programs

Land Use/Transportation/Open Space Links
Transportation for Livable Communities

Air Quality and Alternative Fuels
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Objectives and Policies

Implement Short and Long Range Bicycle and Pedestrian
Trail Systems

Provide funding only for bicycle and pedestrian projects
included in the Countywide Bicycle Plan or Countywide
Trails Plan

Maximize Multi-modal connections

Develop a local TLC/Enhancements Program

Provide incentives to expand ridesharing modes

Support open space and environmental strategies
Develop a comprehensive Countywide Trails Plan

Pursue various air quality strategies including funding for
Alternative Fuels infrastructure

Alternative Modes Funding Needs
Recommended Actions
Objectives and Policies
Alternative Modes Funding Needs
Recommended Actions



X. Transportation Funding Needs and Revenues

A. Funding Needs

Develop Complementary Road/Transit/Alternative Mode
Funding Strategy

Improve the Arterials, Highways and Freeways

Transit and Road Rehabilitation Funds

Enhancements

Bicycle and Pedestrian Trails

Open space and Environmental Mitigation

Funding Revenue Sources and Projections

Existing revenue sources

Other options

Local funding source

ACA 4

Optional new or expanded Traffic Impact Fee program(s)

Xl. Implementation - Next Steps

A.

Short -Term Priorities (2002-2010)

Complete On-Going Corridor Studies and Priority PSR's
Deliver Already Funded Projects

Fix Safety and Operational Problems

Develop More Proactive Multi-Modal Strategy

Update Annual Priority Projects

Continue to Develop Strong Partnerships

Advocate for Additional State and Federal Funds
Conduct Additional Public Outreach efforts

Seek New Local Funding Sources

Long Term Priorities (2010-2025)

e Complete Additional transportation Corridor Studies
Increase Ridesharing and Develop Initial HOV System
Expand Express Bus, Capitol Corridor and Ferry System
Prepare New Countywide Travel Safety Plan

Implement Currently Planned Bicycle and Pedestrian
System

e Support Open Space and Environmental Mitigations

e Expand TLC/Enhancements Program

Very Long Term Priorities (2025-2050)
e Complete Major Transportation Corridor Improvements
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o Establish Additional Commuter Rail Services

e Complete Comprehensive Transit , HOV and Park and Ride
System

o Complete Comprehensive Bicycle and Pedestrian Systems

e Develop more proactive Land Use/Transportation/Open
Space Links

Summary and Conclusion

A. A well-planned transportation network is crucial to the
health of the local economy, environment and community.

B. Current transportation projects and funding won’t keep
pace with long term projected growth.

C. Better transportation/ land use links and open space
preservation can help mitigate some growth impacts.

D. Because of substantial inter-regional traffic trends,
continued improvements to the roads, transit and non-
motorized systems are critical to the future mobility of the
cities and county of Solano.

E. New local, state and federal funding sources will be
necessary to adequately address current and future
transportation needs.



FINAL MAJOR INVEETMENT STUDY

ADDENDUM AND SUPPLEMENT

Subsequent to the submittal of the September 2001 Final MIS for State Route 12 in Solano County, a
number of modifications and additions have been made. These additions and modifications were
made in response to comments and questions raised by Caltrans and the SR 12 Steering Committee.
In addition to these changes, Caltrans submitted a number of comments on the MIS. These
comments are attached.

1.

Page 34 and 35, under the discussion of Alternatives 6a and 6¢. In the development of
appropriate future cross-sections for SR 12, Caltrans was consulted regarding the
appropriate outside shoulder width. Caltrans approves of 10 foot outside shoulders to
accommodate bicycles and other standard shoulder functions.

Page 34, under the discussion of Long-Term Traffic Improvements. Although the
widening of SR 12 to four lanes is not proposed as part of the MIS between Walters Road
and Rio Vista, development shouid not be pursued or approved within the future right-of-
way required to accomplish this ultimate widening. At a minimum, 120 feet of right of way
shouid be preserved unencumbered through this section of the corridor.

Caltrans, CHP and the SR 12 Steering Committee requested that accident records for the
year 2000 be reviewed (the MIS reviewed accident records from January 1, 1996 to
December 31, 1999). Caltrans TASAS accident records for the year 2000 report that the
accident rate for the study corridor was 1.19 accidents per million vehicle miles. This rate
compares with a rate of 1.16 accidents per million vehicle miles for the five year period
from 1896 to 19998. This 2.6 percent difference does not contradict the findings or
recommendations of the MIS. The accident problem locations identified through the MIS
process likely remain unchanged in the year 2000 data.

Page 36, add the following to the end of Alternative Packages section — “Caltans would
be responsible for designating SR 12 as a Bicycle Route.”

Page 2, Median Barrier Paragraph. Second Sentence — remove the words “and testing”.
Fourth Sentence - replace the word “testing” with “installation”.
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FINAL MAJOF INVESTMENT STUDY

Department of Transportation — District 4
Review: Final State Route 12 Major investment Study
Comments received:

Division of Design, SHOPP:

As part of the Long Term Traffic Improvements recommendations the previous Major Investment
Study called for a concrete median barrier between the lanes on two lane sections of Route 12.
The Final Highway 12 Major investment Study still calls for this but states “Prior to the installation
of median barriers on Highway 12, Caltrans will likely require the installation and testing of
intermediate measure to improve safety and reduce head-on accidents.” It then goes on to outline
some of the other measures that could be taken to reduce head on collisions and the drawbacks
of concrete median barriers on two-lane highways. It is good that they acknowledge that Caltrans
would not install concrete median barrier as the first measure to reduce head on collisions, but we
would not generally consider the use of such measures as full shoulders with rumble strips and
soft median barriers as a “test” because they usually address the problem well. This is a fine point
that probably is not that critical, but might be worth mentioning.

The study also applies the above comments to areas where a concrete barrier is proposed on a
four-lane section of Route 12. We are certainly more ready to install median barriers on a four-
lane highway than a tow-lane highway.

The previous study recommended traffic signals at locations where they might not be warranted.
The Final Highway 12 Major Investment Study still includes these recommendations but also
states, “A traffic signal would only be instalied at a time the intersection fully meets Caltrans Traffic
Signal Warrants.” The warrants aren’t actually Caltrans Warrants, but this statement meets our
concerns.

Division of Operations, Traffic:

We agree with the Division of Design’s comment that the installation of rumble strips and soft
median barriers is not a test but a solution.

We would install the soft median barrier first on both 2-lane and 4-lane sections. A concrete
median barrier would be considered as the last solution.

We do not sign shoulders as bicycle paths, as bicycle paths require a completely separated right
of way for the exclusive use of bicycles. We would install “Bike Route” and “Bicycle Warning”
signs along the shouider, if the County designated that segment of Route 12 as a bicycle route.

Isolated intersections that satisfy signal warrants may not necessary have traffic signals installed,
if there are no safety and/or operation issues. The installation of signals may increase the number
of rear-end collisions.

We disagree with the statement “exposed barrier ends create accidents”. It is a fixed object that
can be hit by vehicles. To reduce the severity of impact, barrier ends are shield with the
appropriate attenuator.

LT
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THIRD READING

Biil! No: AB 1171

Buthozr: Dutra (D)
Amended: 9/14/01 in Senate
v Vote: z1
SENATE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE : 10-2, 9/13/C.

AYES: Murray, Costa, Figquerca, Karnette, Perata, Romers,
Scott, Scte, Speier, Torlakson
NOES: Mcllintocxk, Brulte

SENATE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE : 7-3, 9/14/01
AYES: Alpert, Bowen, Jcharnessen, Karnette, Murray,
Peralta, Speier

NQES: Battin, Johnson, Poochigian
SENATE FLOOR H 23-13, 58/14/01
AYES: BAlarcon, Alpert, Bowen, Burton, Chesbro, Escutia,

Figueroca, Karnette, Kuehl, Machado, Murray, O'Connell,
Ortiz, Peace, Perata, Romero, Scott, Sher, Soto, Speier,
Torlakson, Vasconcellos, Vincent

NOES: Ackerman, Battin, Brulte, Dunn, Haynes, Johannessern,
Johnson, Knighz, Margett, McClintock, Monteith, Morrow,

Poochiglan
ASSEMBLY FLOOR : 46-27, 9/15/01 - See last page for vote
_SUBJECT * : Toll bridges: seismic retrofit cost cverruns
_SOURCE._ : Author
_DIGEST _ : This bill establishes requirements and

CONTINUED
LAB 1171

- Page

2

provis.cns to finance the seismic retrofit cost overruns on
the states tcoll bridges. It identifies the sources and
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amour:ts cf financing, state legislative findings relative
to the seismic work, assign responsibilities and authozity
to various agencies, extend the current $1 toll surcharoe
on Bay Area tcll bridges feor a specified time and establish
numerous firancial requirements, conditions and references
related to the seismic bridge work.

ANALYSIS The State Department of Transportation (DODT;
has determined that the bridge seismic retrofit work will
incur substantial cost overruns of approximately $2.019
billion, including an increase of $1.315 bkillion on the Ray
Bridge east span replacement alone, another $557 million
for 6 orher toll bridges, and $147 million for the Bay
Bridge west span retrofit, as indicated:

Seismic Retrofit
Cost Overrzuns

Bridge _ {Millicns of S}
Richmond-San Rafael $336
Benicia-Martinez 89
San Mateo-Hayward 63
. Carguinez 42
Vincent Thomas 17
San Diego-Coronado 10
Non~Bay Bridge
subtotal { $557)
Bay Bridge - east span replacement
51,315 _
-- west span
s 147
Tctal, &1l bridges 52,0168
DOT advised the Legislature of the increased cost estimates
in & report released in April 2001. The report attribu-ed
the coest overryuns to several factors, including: {1}

iradequate original (DOT) estimates with unrefined
environmental, engireering and planning suppcrt costs and
the omission of escalation (inflation) and project
contingency cests; (2) a significant rise in construaction

)

costs, including an 18% increase in the federal

construction cost index in 1999-2000 alone; (3) accelerated
AB 1171
—_— Page
3
design work; {4) the Metropolitan Transportation
« Commissicn's (MTCs) choice of bridge design; (5) a one-year

delay in raeceiving U.S. Navy permission to conduct sampl.e
drillings on Yerba Buena Island, and (6) another year's
delay in completing environmental analyses in concert with
federa. highway, environmental and engineering agencies.
In additicn, issues arose among local jurisdictions and
officials regarding the location of the Ray Bridge
replacement. span and its final design elements.

DOT's April 2001 report included a plan for resolving the
cost overruns on the 6 bridges other than the Bay Bridge,

of 9 10/3/01 5-55 PM
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proposing that $557 million from the state's share of
federal Hignhway Bridge Replacement and Rehabilication
{HBRE} funds be used on those bridges. The reporz,
however, did not include a proposal to fund the $1.31%
billien wost cverrun on the Bay Bridge east span seismic
work. DOT, on August 15, 20031, belatedly submitted a
folicw-up letter to the Legislature outlining a propcsal to
fund all of the Bay Bridge and other bridges' cost
‘ncreases through an extension of the toll surcharge and
the use of the $557 million in federal bridge repair furds.
The use cf the HBRR funds requires no legislative action
and can be accomplished through admiristrative authority
and ac:tions.

This kill enacts a proposal to finance the cost overruns on
state-owned toll bridges, specifying the amount of funding
from various sources to cover the increased costs and
establishing related conditions, requirements and
authorizatiIcn on the seismic retrofit projects' financing
and administraticn. The bill will do all of the follcowing:

1.Authorize the extension of the seismic retrofit toll
surcharge beyond tne current January 1, 2008 expiration
and repeal date. The surcharge would continue until the
time thnat a total of $2.282 million was collected from
the seismic retrofit surcharge to meet both of the
following:

A. A principal of $2.282 million, including interes:.

B. All costs of financing, including capitalized
interest, reserves, costs ¢f insurance, costs of

_AB 1171
Pagrn

credit enhancements and any other financial products
necessary and other costs related to financing.

Provides that if the project costs exceed $4,627,C00,000
DOT may wreogram not more than $443 million in projiect
savings cr other available resources frem the
Interregional Transportation Improvement Plan, the State
Highway Cperation Protection Plan, or federal bridge
funds for that purpose.

The tc¢ll surcharge authorization would end when the
bonding indebtedness is retired and any debt secured by
the tclls are repaid.

2.Allocate a minimum of 5642 million in state
transportaticn funds from the federal HBRR Program. T[7
the resources authorized to be provided above are
insufficient to pay all project costs, DOT may program
not more than $448 million in project savings or othex
availakle resources from the Interregiocnal Transportalicn
Improvement Plan, the State Highway Operation Protection
Flan, or federal bridge funds for that purpose.

10/3/01 5:55 PM
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Nore cf the funds identified above may be expended for
any purpose other than the conditions and design fealures
specifically in this bill.

{a

.Pronibit any increase in the $1 tecll surcharge for
seismia retrofit project funding. It also prohibits the
use of toll rewvenues to repay the use of state (non-tol);
funds used for the retrofit work, except that DOT will
have the authority to increase the retrofit surcharge [or
debt purposes only if the bank finds and the State
Departrent of Finance confirms that both of the following
apply:

A. Cxtraordinary circumstances exist that jeopardize
the payment of debt service for which tell revern.es
arc authorized, and all otner financial resources lor
meeting toll commitment have been exhausted.

B. Bonds issued under Chapter 4.2 (commencing with
Section 30950) shall not be imgpaired solely by action
taken under this section, as evidenced by

AB 1171
Page

cenfirmation of the then existing ratings on those
bands, by the rating agencies then rating the bon:ds.

4 .Require the annual transfer of any excess toll revenuss
te the Bay Area Tcll Authority (that is, MTC} beyond the
amount needed for financing and cdebt service each year,
upor: the substantial completicn cf the seismic
construction work, as specified. (Stated in a different
way: once the construction work was completed, if the
annual revenue from the $1 toll exceeded the amount
needed zo pay off the tolls' share of construction and
finarcing costs, the excess would be transferred to the
MTC for Bay Area transportation purposes, including other
imprevements to toll bridges, water transit (ferry)
services, or rail capital improvements authorized in
current law.)

Provides that, if DOT determines that the actual costs
exceed projections, DOT will be reguired to report tec the

v Legislature, within 90 days c¢f the determination,
relative to the difference and the reason for the cost
lncrease,

The bill provides that, prior to the lissvance of bonds
payable from the toll surcharge, the bank shall confirm
that bonds issued under Chapter 4.3 {(commencing with
Section 30950) shall not be impaired sclely by action
taken under this section, as evidenced by confirmazion of
the then existing ratings on these bonds, by the rating
agencies than rating the bonds.

During the construction period, all revenues generated

of 9 1A/ S-S P\
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from —he toil surcharge shall be available to the
department only for the construction and financing
purposes of the toll bridge seismic retrofit program.

$.8tete findings and declarations relative to the seismic
retrofit work, iIncluding thart:

B. DOT has full and sole responsibility for the worsx.

B. DOT should utilize a combination of financing
op.ions, including federal loans, revenue bonds and
commercial paper, issued under the California

AB 1171
Page

Infrastructure Bank, the California Transportatioen
Commission, or other aporopriate entity.

C. During the construction period, all revenues
gererated from the toll surcharge shall be availablw
To COT only for the construction and financing
purposes of the toll bridge seismic retrofit program.

€.Authorize DOT to borrow through thne Infrastructure Bank
and authorize the issuance of bonds under specified terms
and conditions. The bill will reference and restate
existing short-term borrcwing authority of DOT, for
purpecses of the seismic work's financing.

7.Declare that the bill's provisions could not harm any
State Transportation Improvement Program project
programmed before January 1, 2002. Tr also states that
if federal "GARVEE" bonds are used to help finance tha
seismic work, the expenditures will not count against a
count.y's share of state funds.

8.Update :hs statutory seismic retrofit cost estimates for
each afifected toll bridge, and state the selected final
design and location of the replacement east span of the
Bay Bridge.

3.Repeal outdated or obsocolete language, define certain
terms, and make various cenforming changes.

Background

Folleowing the Qctober 17, 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake, the

DOT undertook an analysis and research effort to determine

the wulnerability of state-owned toll bridges and other
transportation structures to seismic {(earthguake) activity.
DOT entered into contracts with private consulting firms,

the University of Califernia and other research
instituticns to assess bridge and structure vulnerabilities
and produce action plans for addressing the deficiencies.
Governor George Deukmejian created a Board of Inguiry to
investigate the collapse of various bridge and highway
structures and the Legislature convened special hearings

[

o)
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examine the earthguake's effects and develop soluticns to
avoid or mitigate similar seismic damage to the

-

transportation system in the future.

The various boards, inquiries, studies and analyses
conclucded fhat the state neecdea to retrofit thousands of
bridge structures, botnh on nighways and over water,
including retrofit strategies for state-owned toll bridage:s.
A strong emphasis was placed on completing the retrofit
work at an accelerated pace to reduce the prospects of
future catastrophic loss, both in human and economic terms,
Work on highway bridges proceeded relatively quickly bkut
the retroiit of toil bridges has languished for numerous
rezasong, including the age and complexity of bridge
structures, securing adegquate firancing, environmental
issues, traffic, utilities, design, location and other
concerns.

In 1937, the Legislature énacted SB 60 ({Kopp) and SB 226
(Koppi, which established a plan and the financing
mechanisms for the seismic retrofit of state-owned toll
bridges. The plan consisted of the retrofit of seven toll
br_dges (five in the Bay Area ancd two in southern
Califecrnia) and the replacement cf two bridges (the Eastl
Spar. of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bricdge and the
westbound Cargquirez Bridge, the latter funded from Bay Area
Regional Measure 1 toll funds. The estimated cost of the
replacement and retrofit work at that time, developad by
the DOT, was $2.62 billion as follows:

1. Benicia Bridge: $101 million

2. Carquinez Bridge (northbound span): $B83 million
3. Richrond-San Rafael Bridge: $329 million

4. Sar. Mateo-Hayward Bridge: $127 million

5. San Pedro-Terminal Island (Vincent Thomas) Bridge: $45
million

6. San Dizgo-Coronado Bridge: $95 million

7. San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge (wes% span): §$5323
million

AB 1172
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&. San Francisco-Qakland Bay Bridge (east span): $1,2&%
million)

$B 60 and SB 226 prescribed the funding sources and the
amourts from sach source to pay for the seismic work. The
szate's share of funding included $790 million in seismic
bend funds (Seismic Retrofit Bond Fund of 1996 --
Propcsition 192) and $875 milliorn irn state transportatior
funds (State Highway Account: $79%5 million and Public
Transportation Account: §$80 million). The regional/locul
share was set at $955 million, of which $907 million was uc
ceme from a $1 per vehicle toll surcharge imposed by 58 €9
for passage on the Bay Area toll bridges through January 1,
2008, or until the $907 million was realized, whichever
occurred first. The legislalion authorized the collectian
¢f toll revenues beyond the $907 million toc pay for the
costs of "amenities" approved by MTC. (The so-called
amenitiss included a charge ir the Bay Bridge design, the
relocatior or replacement of the transbay bus terminal in
San Francisco, or the addition of bicycle/pedestrian access
cn the Bay Bridge replacement span}.

SB 6C made the MTC the responsible agency for selecting lie
design of Lhe Bazy Bridge rewlacement span. The legislation
alsc required that if the seilsmic retrofit costs were less
than criginally estimated, there would be a proportional
reducticn in the funding provided by tolls and state
transportaticon account funds. If the actual costs of the
toll bridge work were determined by the department %o
exceed its original estimates, however, the department was
raquired to report the reascns for the cost overruns to the
Lagislature within 60 days and propose a financial plan to
pay for that increase, with the Legislature subsequently 1o
. adopt a financial plan to pay for the increase.

_Comment.s

Tne intent of this bill is to provide a means to fund Lhe
increased costs of completing seismic retrofit work on the
state's toll bridges, while specifying the proportionate
shares and sources of funds to finance the estimated $2.
billior in increased/unfunded costs. The bill proposes
60/40 split of the principal costs between tcll revernues
and the state's share cof federal HBRR funds, respectively.

19

[

Merely extending the toll surcharge would not provide
timely otr sufficient financing for the bridge work and
ircreased costs. DOT, as noted earlier, proposed the wuse
of $557 million in KBRR funds in addition to a toll
extension, while the MTC proposed several financing
scenarios, Including the use of up to $1.3 billion in HBRR
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funrids plus tolls.

In its April 2C01 repcrt cn bridge cost overruns DOT
presented the financial shortfall as two separate issues:

a $55%7 million shortfall for seismic work on six bridges
other tnazn the Bay Bridge, and the $1.32 billion Bay 2ridgc
shortfall. In addition, a $147 million overrun was
identified for the west span of the Bay Bridge. The
distinctions, however, are artificial; there is no
requirement tc separate the financial problem into two or
three parts and, in fact, the original financing plan
lL.Lreated the bridge seismic work as one large, compbrehensive
under<aking, albeit involving several bridges.

DOT is oprepared to start censtruction on the Bay Bridge
retrofi. before the end cf 2001 if the additioral finanuing
is secured. The department has adver:zised the first cof
four contracts for the new east span on an "at-risk" basis
{pendirg finarcing). According to DOT, delaying acticn on
a finarcing plan beyord this year's legislative session
will increase the costs of the seismic work by $3 million
to $3.%5 million each week.

FISCAL EFTFECT Appropriation: VYes Fiscal Com.: Y

T
%}

L.ocal: No

ASSEMBLY FLOOR

AYES: Alquist, Aroner, Calderon, Canciamilla, Cardenas,
Cardoza, Cedillo, Chan, Chavez, Chu, Corbett, Correa,
Diaz, Dutra, Firebaugh, Florez, Frommer, Goldberg,
Havice, Horton, Jackson, Keeley, Kehoe, Kelley, Koretz,
Liu, longville, Lowenthal, Migden, Nakanco, Nation,
Negrete McLeod, Oropeza, Papan, Faviey, Salinas, Shelley,
Simitian, Steinberg, Strom-Martirn, Vargas, Washingtor,
Wesson, Wiggins, Wright, Hert:zberg

AB 1171
Page
10

NORS: Aanestad, Ashburn, Bates, Bogh, Briggs, 2331
Campboll, Johr Campbell, Cecgdill, Cox, Daucher,
Dickerscn, Harmar, Leach, Lecnard, Leslie, Maldonads,
Mourticy, Robert Pacheco, Rod Pacheco, Pescetti, Richran,
Runrer, Strickland, Wayne, Wyland, Wyman, Zet:el
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SUPPORT/OPPOSITION: NONE RECEIVED
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BILL NUMBER: AB 1171 ENROLLED
BILL TEXT

PASSED THE ASSEMBLY SEPTEMBER 15, 2001
PASSED THE SENATE SEPTEMBER 14, 2001
AMENDED IN SENATE SEPTEMBER 14, 2001
AMENDED IN SENATE SEPTEMBER 14, 2001
AMENDED IN SENATE SEPTEMBER 7, 2001
AMENDED IN SENATE AUGUST 20, 2001
AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MAY 22, 2001
AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MAY S, 2001
AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY MAY 3, 2001

INTRODUCED BY Assembly Member Dutra
FEBRUARY 23, 2001

An act to amend Sections 188.5 and 31010 of, to add Section 188.51
to, to repeal Section 31050 of, and to add Chapter 4.6 (commencing
with Section 31070) to Division 17 of, the Streets and Highways Code,
relating to highways, and making an appropriation therefor.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

AB 1171, Dutra. Highways: toll bridges: funding.

(1) Existing law imposes a seismic retrofit surcharge equal to $1
per vehicle for passage on the state-owned toll bridges in the region
within the area of the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission, except for vehicles that are authorized
toll-free passage on those bridges. Revenue generated from the
surcharge is required to be deposited in the Toll Bridge Seismic
Retrofit Account in the State Transportation Fund, which is
continuously appropriated without regard to fiscal years to the
Department of Transportation for the purpose of funding seismic
retrofit of currently listed bridges. The department is required to
determine the date when (a) sufficient funds have been generated for
the completion of seismic retrofit and the replacement of the San
Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge, as specified, and (b) sufficient funds
have been generated to pay for any costs added under a specified
provigion relating to the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge. The
department is required to notify the Secretary of State of that date,
immediately upon making that determination. These provisions are
repealed on January 1, 2008, or on the date the Secretary of State
receives the specified notice, whichever occurs first.

This bill would delete the repeal date described above and would
instead provide a repeal date occurring when the California
Transportation Commission notifies the Secretary of State that
sufficient funds have been generated to meet certain obligations, as
defined, and thereby would make an appropriation by extending the
time during which the money in the account would be continuously
appropriated. The bill would regquire the money in the account that
is in excess of those funds needed to meet the toll commitment and
other elements requiring to meet the obligations of the department's
financial plan to be available to the Bay Area Toll Authority for
funding certain purposes and projects that are consistent with
existing law requirements.

The bill would require the department to transfer the funds
annually to the authority upon receiving notification from the

http://info.sen.ca.gov/pub/bill/asm/ab_1151-1200/ab_1171_bill_20010915_enrolled.html
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authority's governing board.

The bill would prohibit the increase in tolls beyond the level
needed to complete the seismic retrofit and replacement of bay area
bridges, as described above, unless the California Infrastructure and
Economic Development Bank makes certain described findings and the
Department of Finance confirms those findings.

(2) Existing law sets forth the cost estimates at $2,620,000,000
to retrofit the state-owned toll bridges and to replace the east span
of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge in accordance with a
schedule.

This bill would revise that cost estimate to $4,637,000,000 and
would correspondingly revise the schedule.

(3) Existing law provides that the estimated cost of replacing the
east span of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge is based on
certain assumptions.

The bill would instead provide that this estimated cost is based
on specific conditions, rather than assumptions.

(4) Existing law provides that it is the intent of the Legislature
that specific amounts from various funds be allocated through the
2004-05 fiscal year, for the seismic retrofit or replacement of the
identified state-owned toll bridges.

This bill would require the continued allccation of the funds
until expended, rather than through the 2004-05 fiscal year, and
would revise the amount available from the seismic retrofit
surcharge, subject to certain limitations, and would include the
funds necessary to meet principal obligations, as defined, of not
less than $642,000,000 from the state's share of the federal Highway
Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation Program.

The bill would revise the proportional reduction of funding
formula provided under existing law, if the cost of retrofitting or
replacement, or both, is less than the statutory cost estimate set
forth above.

The bill would require the department, upon substantial completion
of the retrofit work of the state-owned toll bridges, to submit a
final report prepared by an independent accounting firm identifying
the sources and use of the funds. The bill would require the report
to serve as the basis for any proportional reduction in funding as
described above.

The bill would provide that if the department issues federal
highway grant anticipation notes to fund the retrofitting of state
owned toll bridges and the replacement of the east span of the San
Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge, certain adjustments in the state
transportation improvement program county share shall not apply.

The bill would authorize the department to enter into certain
financial arrangements to finance or refinance the seismic retrofit
project costs which would include the issuance of revenue bonds.

The bill would provide that nothing in the bill shall be construed
to negatively impact any project that is programmed prior to January
1, 2002, in the state transportation improvement program.

Appropriation: vyes.

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

SECTION 1. Section 188.5 of the Streets and Highways Code is
amended to read:
188.5. (a) The Legislature finds and declares all of the
following:
(1) The department has determined that in order to provide maximum

http://info.sen.ca.gov/pub/bill/asm/ab_1151-1200/ab_1171_bill_20010915_enrolled.html
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safety for the traveling public and to ensure continuous and
unimpeded operation of the state's transportation network, six
state-owned toll bridges are in need of a seismic safety retrofit,
and one state-owned toll bridge is in need of a partial retrofit and
a partial replacement.

(2) The bridges identified by the department as needing seismic
retrofit are the Benicia-Martinez Bridge, the Carquinez Bridge, the
Richmond-San Rafael Bridge, the San Mateo-BHayward Bridge, the San
Pedro-Terminal Island Bridge (also known as the Vincent Thomas
Bridge), the San Diego-Coronado Bridge, and the west span of the San
Francisco-0Oakland Bay Bridge. The department has also identified the
east span of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge as needing to be
replaced. That replacement span will be safer, stronger, longer
lasting, and more cost efficient to maintain than completing a
seismic retrofit for the current east span.

(3) The south span of the Carquinez Bridge is to be replaced
pursuant to Regional Measure 1, as described in subdivision (b) of
Section 30917.

(4) The cost estimate to retrofit the state-owned toll bridges and
to replace the east span of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge is
four billion six hundred thirty-seven million dollars
(54,637,000,000), as follows:

(A) The Benicia-Martinez Bridge retrofit is one hundred ninety
million dellars ($190,000,000).

(B) The north span of the Carquinez retrofit is one hundred
twenty-five million dollars ($125,000,000).

(C) The Richmond-San Rafael Bridge retrofit is six hundred
sixty-five million dollars ($665,000,000).

(D) The San Mateo-Hayward Bridge retrofit is one hundred ninety
million dollars (5190,000,000).

(E) The San Pedro-Terminal Island Bridge retrofit is sixty-two
million dollars ($62,000,000).

(F) The San Diego-Coronado Bridge retrofit is one hundred five
million dollars ($105,000,000).

(G) The west span of the San Francisco-0Oakland Bay Bridge
retrofit, as a lifeline bridge, is seven hundred million dollars
($700,000,000).

(H) Replacement of the east span of the San Francisco-0Oakland Bay
Bridge is two billion six hundred million dollars (%2,600,000,000).

(b) It is the intent of the Legislature that the following amounts
from the following funds shall be allocated until expended, for the
seismic retrofit or replacement of state-owned toll bridges:

(1) Six hundred fifty million dollars (5$650,000,000) from the 1996
Seismic Retrofit Account in the Seismic Retrofit Bond Fund of 1996
for the seven state-owned toll bridges identified by the department
as requiring seismic safety retrofit or replacement.

(2) One hundred forty million dollars ($140,000,000) in surplus
revenues generated under the Seismic Retrofit Bond Act of 1996 that
are in excess of the amount actually necessary to complete Phase Two
of the state's seismic retrofit program. These excess funds shall be
reallocated to assist in financing seismic retrofit of the
state-owned toll bridges.

(3) Fifteen million dollars ($15,000,000) from the Vincent Thomas
Toll Bridge Revenue Account.

(4) The funds necessary to meet both of the following:

(A) A principal obligation of two billion two hundred eighty-two
million dollars (52,282,000,000) from the seismic retrofit surcharge,
including any interest therefrom, imposed pursuant to Section 31010,
subject to the limitation set forth in subdivision (¢) and
subdivision (b) of Section 31010.
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(B) All costs of financing, including capitalized interest,
reserves, costs of issuance, costs of credit enhancements and any
other financial products necessary or desirable in connection
therewith, and any other costs related to financing.

(5) Thirty-three million dollars ($33,000,000) from the San
Diego-Coronado Toll Bridge Revenue Fund.

(6) Not less than seven hundred forty-five million dollars
($745,000,000) from the State Highway Account to be used toward the
eight hundred seventy-five million dollars ($875,000,000) state
contribution, to be achieved as follows:

(A) (1) Two hundred million dollars ($200,000,000) to be
appropriated for the state-local transportation partnership program
described in paragraph (7) of subdivision (d) of Section 164 for the
1998-99 fiscal year.

(11) The remaining funds intended for that program and any program
savings to be made available for toll bridge seismic retrofit.

(B} A reduction of not more than seventy-five million dollars
($75,000,000) in the funding level specified in paragraph (4) of
subdivision (d) of Section 164 for traffic system management.

(C) Three hundred million dollars ($300,000,000) in accumulated
savings by the department achieved from better efficiency and lower
costs.

(7) Not more than one hundred thirty million dollars
($130,000,000) from the Transit Capital Improvement Program funded by
the Transportation Planning and Development Account in the State
Transportation Fund to be used toward the eight hundred seventy-five
million dollars ($875,000,000) state contribution. If the
contribution in subparagraph (A) of paragraph (6) exceeds three
hundred seventy million dollars ($370,000,000), it is the intent that
the amount from the Transit Capital Improvement Program shall be
reduced by an amount that is equal to that excess.

(8) (A) The funds necessary to meet principal obligations of not
less than six hundred forty-two million dollars ($642,000,000) from
the state's share of the federal Highway Bridge Replacement and
Rehabilitation (HBRR) Program.

(B) If the project costs exceed four billion six hundred
thirty-seven million dollars ($4,637,000,000), the department may
program not more than four hundred forty-eight million dollars
($448,000,000) in project savings or other available resources from
the Interregional Transportation Improvement Plan, the State Highway
Operation Protection Plan, or federal bridge funds for that purpose.

(C) None of the funds identified in subparagraph (B) may be
expended for any purpose other than the conditions and design
features described in paragraph (9).

(9) The estimated cost of replacing the San Francisco-Oakland Bay
Bridge listed in subparagraph (H) of paragraph (4) of subdivision (a)
is based on the following conditions:

(A) The new bridge shall be located north adjacent to the existing
bridge and shall be the Replacement Alternative N-6 (preferred)
Suspension Structure Variation, as specified in the Final
Environmental Impact Statement, dated May 1, 2001, submitted by the
department to the Federal Highway Administration.

(B) The main span of the bridge shall be in the form of a single
tower cable suspension design and shall be the Replacement
Alternative N-6 (preferred) Suspension Structure Variation, as
specified in the Final Environmental Impact Statement, dated May 1,
2001, submitted by the department to the Federal Highway
Administration.

(C) The roadway in each direction shall consist of five lanes,
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each lane will be 12 feet wide, and there shall be 10-foot shoulders
as an emergency lane for public safety purposes on each side of the
main-traveled way.

(c¢) If the actual cost of retrofit or replacement, or both
retrofit and replacement, of toll bridges is less than the cost
estimate of four billion six hundred thirty-seven million dollars
($4,637,000,000), there shall be a reduction in the amount provided
in paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) equal to the proportion of total
funds committed to complete the projects funded from funds generated
from paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) as compared to the total funds
from paragraphs (6), (7), and (8) of subdivision (b), and there shall
be a proportional reduction in the amount specified in paragraph (8)
of subdivision (b).

(d) (1) The department shall report annually to the Legislature
and the Governor as to the amount of funds used for that purpose from
each source specified in subdivision (b) and submit an updated cost
estimate. Upon substantial completion of the seismic retrofit work
of the state-owned toll bridges, the department shall submit a final
report, prepared by an independent accounting firm, identifying the
sources and uses of the funds. That report shall serve as the basis
for any proportional reduction in funding as specified in subdivision
(c).

(2) If the department determines that the actual costs exceed the
amounts identified in subparagraph (B) of paragraph (8) of
subdivision (b), the department shall report to the Legislature
within 90 days from the date of that determination as to the
difference and the reason for the increase in costs.

(e) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, the commission
shall adopt fund estimates consistent with subdivision (b) and
provide flexibility so that state funds can be made available to
match federal funds made available to regional transportation
planning agencies.

(f) For the purposes of this section, "principal obligations" are
the amount of funds generated, either in cash, obligation authority,
or the proceeds of a bond or other indebtedness.

SEC. 2. Section 188.51 is added to the Streets and Highways Code,
to read:

188.51. (a) If the department utilizes its authority under
Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 14550) of Part 5.3 of Division 3
of the Government Code to issue federal highway grant anticipation
notes (GARVEE Bonds) from the state share of federal obligation
authority to fund the projects identified in subdivision (a) of
Section 188.5, Section 14553.6 of the Government Code shall not
apply.

(b) State expenditures for the purposes of subdivision (a) shall
not exceed 5 percent of the annual amount of federal obligation
authority received by the state for a period determined by the
department.

SEC. 3. Section 31010 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended
to read:

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

(b) Funds generated by subdivision (a) may not be used to repay
nontoll revenues committed to fund projects identified in paragraph
(2) of subdivision (a) of Section 188.5. Following the date of the
submission of the final report required in subdivision (d4) of Section
188.5, funds generated pursuant to subdivision (a) that are in
excess of those needed to meet the toll commitment as specified by
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paragraph (4) of subdivision (b) of Section 188.5, including annual
debt service payments, if any, required to support the commitment,

and other elements required to meet the obligations of the department'
s financing plan, shall be available to the authority for funding,
consistent with Sections 30913 and 30914, the purposes and projects
described in those sections. The department shall transfer to the
authority on an annual basis the funds made available to the
authority under this subdivision upon receiving notification from the
authority that the governing board of the authority has passed a
resolution, by majority vote, requesting that transfer.

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

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

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

(d) The department shall extend the term of the financing plan
developed under Section 31071, for the purposes of funding the
projects described in Sections 30913 and 30914, for a period of not
more than 30 years commencing on January 1, 2008, if both of the
following conditions apply: )

(1) The authority submits a request for the extension to the
department on or before October 15, 2001, or on a later date
requested by the authority and approved by the director.

(2) The Director of Transportation determines that the extension
would satisfy the financial requirements of the federal Department of
Transportation.

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

SEC. 4. Section 31050 of the Streets and Highways Code is
repealed.

SEC. 5. Chapter 4.6 (commencing with Section 31070) is added to
Division 17 of the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

CHAPTER 4.6. STATE-OWNED TOLL BRIDGE SEISMIC RETROFIT
FINANCING ACT OF 2001

31070. The Legislature hereby finds and declares all of the
following:

{(a) Following the 1989 Loma Prieta earthquake, legislation was
enacted to make seismic safety a top transportation priority in this
state. In the wake of the Northridge earthquake of 1994, when nine
major freeway bridges were destroyed and 11 major highways wee
closed, seismic retrofit of the state's bridges and highways again
became the number one priority on the state's transportation agenda.
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(b) In 1996, voters approved Proposition 192, a two billion dollar
($2,000,000,000) bond measure for state highway seismic retrofit.
This funding measure includes the costs of retrofitting seven
state-owned toll bridges, five in the San Francisco-Oakland Bay area
and two in southern California. Replacement costs for the eastern
span of the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge were factored in as
well.

(c) Subsequent to the adoption of Proposition 192, new cost
estimates by the department increase the toll bridge retrofit program
from six hundred fifty million dollars ($650,000,000) to two billion
six hundred million dollars ($2,600,000,000). To address this
increase, the Legislature enacted legislation in 1997, establishing
the compromise of a 50/50 funding agreement between the state and
local toll payers to finance all state-owned bridges in the San
Francisco-0Oakland Bay area, Los Angeles, and San Diego.

(d) It is the further intent of the Legislature that the
department address the funding deficiency through a combination of
financing options. These options may or may not include obtaining a
loan under the federal Transportation Infrastructure Finance and
Innovation Act of 1998 (P.L. 105-178), a program authorized by the
Congress of the United States in 1998 to provided credit assistance
for large transportation projects.

(e) Other financing options include revenue bonds and commercial
paper should be issued under the authority of the California
Infrastructure and Economic Development Financing Bank, the
California Transportation Commission, or other, appropriate entity.

31070.5. For the purposes of this chapter, the following terms
have the following meanings, unless the context requires otherwise:

(a) "Authority" means the Bay Area Toll Authority established
under Section 30950.

(b) "Account" means the Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account
established in the State Transportation Fund under Section 188.12.

(c) "Bank" means the California Infrastructure and Economic
Development Bank established under Section 63021 of the Government
Code.

(d) "Bay area bridges" means the state-owned toll bridges in the
region within the area of the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission.

(e) "Bonds" has the meaning defined in subdivision (e) of Section
63010 of the Government Code.

(f) "Department" means the Department of Transportation.

{(g) "TIFIA" means the federal Transportation Infrastructure
Finance and Innovation Act of 1998 (P.L. 105-178).

(h) "Toll surcharge" means the seismic retrofit surcharge imposed
under Section 31010.

31070.7. The department has full and sole responsibility for
completion of all seismic retrofit projects on the bay area bridges.

31071. (a) The department may enter into financing agreements
with the bank for the purpose of borrowing funds to finance or
refinance the seismic retrofit project costs identified in paragraph
(4) of subdivision (a) of Section 188.5. The bank may issue bonds
for this purpose, pursuant to the authority granted to it under
Chapter 5 {(commencing with Section 63070) of Chapter 2 of Division 1
of Title 6.7 of the Government Code, and deposit the proceeds from
the bonds into the account. The amount of borrowing may be increased
to fund necessary reserves, capitalized interest, interim bonds,
including, but not limited to, commercial paper, costs of issuance,
and administrative, financial legal and incidental services related
to the bonds. The department shall pursue the most cost-effective
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and efficient financing plan for the bridge work identified in
paragraph (4) of subdivision (a) of Section 188.5.

(b) To the extent provided in the governing documents, each of the
bonds issued under this section shall be payable from, and secured
by, all or a portion of the toll surcharge revenue in the account and
the assets in that account.

(c) Prior to the issuance of bonds payable from the toll
surcharge, the bank shall confirm that bonds issued under Chapter 4.3
{commencing with Section 30950) shall not be impaired solely by
action taken under this section, as evidenced by confirmation of the
then existing ratings on these bonds, by the rating agencies then
rating the bonds.

31071.3. Notwithstanding any other provision of law, during the
construction period, all revenues generated from the toll surcharge
shall be available to the department only for the construction and
financing purposes of the toll bridge seismic retrofit program.

31071.5. (a) Bonds issued under this chapter may not be deemed to
constitute a debt or liability of the state or of any political
subdivision thereof, other than the bank, or a pledge of the faith
and credit of the state or of any political subdivision thereof, but
shall be payable solely from the account, and the assets of the
account, and the security provided by the account. All bonds issued
under this chapter shall contain on the face of the bonds a statement
to this effect.

{b) Notwithstanding any other provision of law, Article 3
(commencing with Section 63040) of, Article 4 (commencing with 63042)
of, and Article 5 (commencing with Section 63043) of Chapter 2 of
Division 1 of Title 6.7 of the Government Code do not apply to any
financing provided by the bank to, or at the request of, the
department in connection with the account.

31072. Any federal funds received by the department as a direct
loan or line of credit under TIFIA are hereby appropriated to the
department for transfer to the account for the purposes of that
account.

31073. The department may make the loans and transfers authorized
under Section 14556.7 of the Government Code and Section 188.14 to
provide adequate cash flow for obligation service requirements
resulting from the financing authority provided under Sections 31071
and 31072.

SEC. 6. This act shall not be construed to negatively impact any
project that is programmed prior to January 1, 2002, in the state
transportation improvement program.
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FILED WITH SECRETARY OF STATE JULY 26, 2001
ADOPTED IN ASSEMBLY JULY 23, 2001

ADOPTED IN SENATE JULY 22, 2001

AMENDED IN SENATE JULY 21, 2001

AMENDED IN SENATE JULY 20, 2001

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY APRIL 18, 2001

INTRODUCED BY Assembly Members Dutra and Longville
(Principal coauthors: Senators Murray and Karnette)
(Coauthors: Senators Alarcon, Alpert, Costa, Figueroa, and

Machado)

FEBRUARY 22, 2001

Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. 4--A resolution to propose
to the people of the State of California an amendment to the
Constitution of the State, by adding Article XIXB thereto, relating
to transportation.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

ACA 4, Dutra. Transportation funding: sales and use tax
revenues.

The Sales and Use Tax Law imposes a tax on the gross receipts from
the sale in this state of, or the storage, use, or other consumption
in this state of, tangible personal property. That law requires
revenues derived from those taxes to be deposited in the Retaill Sales
Tax Fund. Existing law requires the balance of that fund remaining
after various specified allocations to be allocated to the General
Fund.

This measure would, for the 2003-04 fiscal year and each fiscal
yvear thereafter, require all moneys that are collected during the
fiscal year under the Sales and Use Tax Law, with respect to the sale
or use of motor vehicle fuel, and that are required to be
transferred to the General Fund pursuant to that law, to instead be
transferred to the Transportation Investment Fund. This measure
would, for the 2003-04 to 2007-08 fiscal years, inclusive, require
moneys in that fund to be allocated for transportation purposes as
provided in a specified statute. This measure would, for the 2008-09
fiscal year and each fiscal year thereafter, require moneys in the
fund to be allocated only for transportation purposes specified by
this measure, and would specify the allowable percentage amount to be
allocated for each specified transportation purpose.

This measure would allow the Legislature to suspend or modify
these requirements under certain circumstances, if the act so
providing is approved by 2/3 of the entire membership of each house
of the Legislature.

WHEREAS, California's continuing economic prosperity and quality
of life depend, in no small part, upon an expansive and efficient
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transportation system; and

WHEREAS, The need to maintain, expand, and improve California's
multimodal transportation system increases as California continues to
grow; and

WHEREAS, Public investment in transportation has failed to keep
pace with California's growth, and additional fiscal resources are
needed simply to maintain, much less expand, California's
transportation system; and

WHEREAS, The failure to address California's transportation
funding needs will drain economic vitality, compromise public safety,
and erode quality of life; and

WHEREAS, It is now necessary to address California's
transportation problems by providing additional state funding, in a
manner that protects existing constitutional guarantees set forth in
Section 8 of Article XVI of the California Constitution, for the
funding of public education; now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Assembly, the Senate concurring, That the
Legislature of the State of California at its 2001-02 Regular Session
commencing on the fourth day of December 2000, two-thirds of the
membership of each house concurring, hereby proposes to the people of
the State of California that the Constitution of the State be
amended by adding Article XIXB thereto, to read:

ARTICLE XIXB

MOTOR VEHICLE FUEL SALES TAX REVENUES AND TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
FUNDING

SECTION 1. (a) For the 2003-04 fiscal year and each fiscal year
thereafter, all moneys that are collected during the fiscal year from
taxes under the Sales and Use Tax Law (Part 1 (commencing with
Section 6001) of Division 2 of the Revenue and Taxation Code), or any
successor to that law, upon the sale, storage, use, or other
consumption in this State of motor vehicle fuel, and that are
deposited in the General Fund of the State pursuant to that law,
shall be transferred to the Transportation Investment Fund, which is
hereby created in the State Treasury.

(b) (1) For the 2003-04 to 2007-08 fiscal years, inclusive, moneys
in the Transportation Investment Fund shall be allocated, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, in accordance with Section 7104 of
the Revenue and Taxation Code as that section read on the operative
date of this article.

(2) For the 2008-08 fiscal year and each fiscal year thereafter,
moneys in the Transportation Investment Fund shall be allocated
solely for the following purposes:

(A) Public transit and mass transportation.

({B) Transportation capital improvement projects, subject to the
laws governing the State Transportation Improvement Program, or any
successor to that program.

(C) Street and highway maintenance, rehabilitation,
reconstruction, or storm damage repair conducted by cities, including
a city and county.

(D) Street and highway maintenance, rehabilitation,
reconstruction, or storm damage repair conducted by counties,
including a city and county.

{c) For the 2008-09 fiscal year and each fiscal year thereafter,
moneys in the Transportation Investment Fund shall be allocated, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, as follows:

(A) Twenty percent of the moneys for the purposes set forth in
subparagraph (&) of paragraph (2) of subdivision (b).

(B) Forty percent of the moneys for the purposes set forth in
subparagraph (B) of paragraph (2) of subdivision (b).
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(C) Twenty percent of the moneys for the purposes set forth in
subparagraph (C) of paragraph (2) of subdivision (b).

(D) Twenty percent of the moneys for the purpose set forth in
subparagraph (D) of paragraph (2) of subdivision (b).

(d) The transfer of revenues from the General Fund of the State to
the Transportation Investment Fund pursuant to subdivision (a) may
be suspended, in whole or in part, for a fiscal year if both of the
following conditions are met:

(1) The Governor has issued a proclamation that declares that the
transfer of revenues pursuant to subdivision (a) will result in a
significant negative fiscal impact on the range of functions of
government funded by the General Fund of the State.

(2) The Legislature enacts by statute, pursuant to a bill passed
in each house of the Legislature by rollcall vote entered in the
journal, two-thirds of the membership concurring, a suspension for
that fiscal year of the transfer of revenues pursuant to subdivision
(a), provided that the bill does not contain any other unrelated
provision. ’

(e) The Legislature may enact a statute that modifies the
percentage shares set forth in subdivision (¢) by a bill passed in
each house of the Legislature by rollcall vote entered in the
journal, two-thirds of the membership concurring, provided that the
bill does not contain any other unrelated provision and that the
moneys described in subdivision (a) are expended solely for the
purposes set forth in paragraph (2) of subdivision (b).
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Item 5a
Attachment A

TEA-21 Pre-Cycle STP
(1997/1998 and 1998/1999) adopted June, 1996
Project Delivery Status - Extensions

as of: December 31, 2000

DEADLINE EXTENSIONS
MTC
Program Completed % Oblig. Project Balance ;
TIPio EA Federal Proj No. Project Title Amount Obligations  Ohlig. Date Savings Remainaing Ob"?'
Deadline
City ALAS91008 04-923422 STPL-5322(021) City of Fremont Pavement Rehabilitation ($1,271,000 + $2,441,000) $1.271,000 $1,271,000 100%  09/18/00 $0  04/01/2001
City of Dublin ALAS91076 STPL-5432(010) Alamo Canal Bicycle Path from Amador Valley Bivd $175,000 0% $175,000 04/01/2001
Caltrans ALA978027 68024 262/880/Warren Bivd interchange Reconstruction $500,000 0% $500,000 04/01/2001
City of Brentwood CC-979030 04-923253 STPL-5300(001) Wainut Bivd Widening and Reconstruction in Brentwood $1,300,000 $146,075 11%  09/14/99 $1,153,926 04/01/2001
City of Brentwood CC-879048 $146,074 12%  09/14/99

04-923253 STPL-5300(001) State Route 4 (Brentwood Bivd) Widening and Reconstructi $1,200,000 $1,053,927  04/01/2001

[

County of Marin MRN991030

$300,000 04/01/2001

T

!

City of Napa NAPS70005

$563,000 04/01/2001

County of San Francisco SF-991028

" §100,000 04/01/2001

County of San Mateo

SM-991096

$300,000

04/01/2001

City of Sebastopol SON991009 5123 Up-To Three Streets in Sebastopol - Overlay $53,000 $53,000

04/01/2001

City of Cotati SON970029 5383 Cotatl Old Redwood Highway Improvements $154,000 0% ' " '$154,000  04/01/2001
County of Sonoma SON991054 $465,000 -

04-923453 STPL-5920(066) Stony Point Road - Overlay o900 ) $0  04/01/2001

$6,381,000 $2,028,148 $4,352,852 68%







FY1999-2000 ALLOCATION EXTENTIONS METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM -

FY 1999-2000 Programmed Funds Receiving Allocation Deadline Extensions
SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

DIST CQ RTE PPNO  TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY as of: December 31 2000
D¢ EA FED PRQJ NO, PROJECT TITLE ENV PSAE RW CON IOTAL Y 95/00 ALLQCATI TAT
04 ALA 2108 ALA990012  RAIL Capltol Corridor Jolnt Powers Authorlty FY 99/00 Prog: 450,000  3,625000( 4,075,000
Aliocated:
ALAMEDA New Oakland Coliseum Intercity Rail Station Aliocation Date:
98 STIP R538SB on Date: > Allocatlon Extension Approved 05/11/00
ITIP $3,150,000 Remaining Balance: 450,000 3,625,000 4,075,000 {20-month Extenslon for $4,075,000 to 02/28/02)

04 ALA 2203 ALAG9SA02 LA Clty of Albany FY 99/00 Prog: 250,000 2,250,000 2,500,000 ALLOCATED

. Allocated: 250,000 2,250,000 2,500,000
ALAMEDA RPSTPL-5178(004) Buchanan/East Shore/Route 80 Interchange Improvements Allocation Date: 02/07/00 12/06/00

99 STIP 181451 d Allocation Extension Approved 05/11/00
Ha_n‘y Hecht (510) 528-5716 ALLOCATED Remaining Balance: ALLOCATED (6-month Extension for $2,250,000 to 12/31/00)
04 ALA 2114 ALAG90021 LA  City of Dublin FY ©9/00 Prog: 144,000 267,000 220,000 631,000
ALAMEDA RPSTPL-5432(006) ! ) Allocated: 144,000 267,000 411,000

Dublin Bivd Widening |

98 STIP  0UOBOY Afiocation Date:[ _ 01/20/00 _ 04/20/00 Allocation Extension Approved 05/11/00
Lee Thompson Remaining Balance: 220,000 220,000 {12-month Extension for $220,000 to 08/30/01)
04 ALA 2191 ALAS9SA12 LA City of Oakland FY 99/00 Prog: 116,000 1,135,000 1,251,000 ALLOCATED
ALAMEDA RPSTPL-5012(042) Third Strest Extensi Allocated: 118,000 1,135,000 1,251,000 .

il reet Extension .

% STIP  OUS701 Allocation Date: 02/10/60 08/23/00 Allocation Extension Approved 06/15/00
‘Wiadimir Wiassowsky (510) 238-8383 ALLOCATED | Remaining Balance: ALLOCATED (4-month Extension for $1,135,000 to 10/31/00)
04 ALA 2159  MTC990004 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 99/00 Prog: 1,284,000 1,294,000
ALAMEDA CMAQ Match Reserve - Alameda County Al f\"m;leldf Allocation Extension Approved 05/11/00

98 STIP  0U0201 ocation Date: (20-Month Extension for $1,547,000 to 02/28/02)

Remaining Balance: 1,284,000 1,294,000 | Balance of Funds Lapsed: $37,000 {CMAQ Match)
04 ALA 2194  ALA99SA15 LA  Port of Oakland FY 99/00 Prog: 730,000 730,000 ALLOCATED
Allocated: 730,000 730,000
ALAMEDA RPL-6057(007) Embarcadero Street, Clay to Franklin, Rehabilitation Allocation Date: 11/30/00
98 STIP 072374 location Late: Aliacation Extension Approved 06/15/00
ALLOCATED Remaining Balance: ALLOCATED (6-month Extenslon for $730,000 to 12/31/00!
-
04 CC 2161 MTC990004 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commisgion FY 88/00 Prog: ALLOCATED
Allocated: . .
CONTRA COSTA CMAQ Metch Reserve - Contra Costa County Alocston e Allocation Extension Approved 06/15/00
28 STIP  0U1001 ocation Date: {20-month Extension for $156,000 to 02/28/02)
ALLOCATED Remaining Balance:

ALLOCATED| Balance of Funds Lapsed: $420,000 (CMAQ Match)
18,336,000

18,336,000

04 SCL 880 0017B  SCL977001 CTCO Caltrans FY 98/00 Prog:

SANTA CLARA Allocated:
Dixon Landing Road Interchange Modification .
8A STIP 113530 9 g Allocation Date:

Pat Pang/R.Tsung (510) 286-5295 Remaining Balance:

Allocation Extension Approved 06/15/00
18,336,000|  (12-month Extension for $18,336,000 to 06/30/01)

18,336,000

p4 SCL 2168 MTC990004 LA Metropolitan Transportation C . FY €9/00 Prog: ALLOCATED
SANTA CLARA CMAQ Match Reserve - Santa Clara County Al ':"mf)“:df Allocation Extension Approved 05/11/00
96 STIP 0QU1701 _Alocation Date: (6-Month Extension for $1,408,000 to 12/31/00)
ALLOCATED Remalning Balance: ALLOCATED| Balance of Funds Lapsed: $43,000 (CMAQ Match)
- I
04 SOL 2170 MTC990004 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 99/00 Prog: 207,000 207,000 ’
SOLANO CMAQ Maich Reserve - Solano County Al :"“T;m'df‘ Allocation Extenslon Approved 05/11/00
98 STIP  0U1901 jocation Date: (15-month Extension for $207,000 to 09/30/01)
Remaining Balance: _ 207,000/ 207,000 | Balance of Funds Lapsed: $62,000 {CMAQ Match)

MTC - Funding and External Affairs
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FY1999-2000 ALLOCATION EXTENTIONS METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM -

FY 1999-2000 Programmed Funds Receiving Allocation Deadline Extensions
SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

PIST CO RTE PPNQ  TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY as of: December 31 2000
DOC EA FED PROJ NOQ, PROJECT TITLE ENY PSEE RW CON TOTAL FY 99/00 ALLOGATION STATUS
04 SOL 5301 SOLE90004 LA  Solano Transportation Authority FY 99/00 Prog: 241,000 241,000 ALLOCATED
Allocated: 241,000 241,000
SoLANO RPSTPL-6249(004) Solano [-80 Reliever Route Allocation Date: 07/120/00
9 STIP 072101 on “ate: = Allocation Extension Approved 06/15/00
John Hanmis (707) 438-0653 ALLOCATED Remaining Balance: ALLOCATED (2-month Extension for $241,000 to 08/31/00)
Reglon Totals 11 FY 99/00 Prog: 385,000 633,000 670,000 27,577,000 29,265,000
Allocated: 385,000 633,000 4,115,000 5,133,000
Vote Savings (Increase):
I Remaining Balance: . . 870,000 23,462,000] 24,132,000

MTC - Funding and Extemal Affairs e
RM - TUF 99-00 Allocation Extensions * ! " oo S o1 -AAT L 1/30/01



FY 2001-2002
TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT

DIST CO RYE PPNO  TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

STIP Funds Requiring Aliocation by June 30, 2002
BW

ROC  EA EED PROQJ NO. PROJECT TITLE as of: January 31, 2001 ENV PS3E TOTAL FY 01/02 STAT
County: ALAMEDA |
04 ALA 2113 ALA990020 MT Alameda Contra Costa Transit District FY 01/02 Prog: 658,000 658,000
Al :
ALAMEDA AC Transit Bus Engina and Transmission Rehab flocated -
98 STIP Allocation Date:
RTIP $2,638,000,0 | Ramalning Balence: 658,000 658,000
04 ALA 2113A  ALA990020 MT Alameda Contra Costa Translt District FY 01/02 Prog: 628,000 628,000
Allocated:
ALAMEDA AC Transit Bus Engine and Transmission Rehab
o8 STIP Allocation Date:
RTIP $3,629,000,0 | Remaining Balance: 626,000 628,000
04 ALA 2179 ALA9SSAO1 LA  Alameda County Congestion Manag Agency FY 01/02 Prog: 100,000 100,000
M Allocated:
ALAMEDA PPM99-6273(015) Alameda County - Planning, Programming and Monitoring ocated
99 STIP  0UB701 Allocation Date:
Frank Furner RTIP $512,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 100,000 100,000
04 ALA 2103 BRT990002 MT Bay Area Rapld Transit District FY 01/02 Prog: 1,730,000 1,730,000
ALAMEDA BART Oakland Alrport Connector Allocated:
98 STIP R735S5A Allocation Date:
RTIP $5,730,000,0 I Remaining Balance: 1,730,000 1,730,000
04 ALA 80 0054C ALA978022 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 383,000 363,000
! :
ALAMEDA Port of Oakland Viaduct to Powell St Environmental Mitigation Allocated
84 STIP 181731 Allocatlon Date:
Lvle Oahler GF RIP $383,000,00 I Remaining Belance: 383,000 383,000
04 ALA 60 0053t ALAB79035 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 1,251,000 1,251,000
llocated:
ALAMEDA Powell to Contra Costa Co. Replacement Planting Allocated
6A STIP 181631 Allocation Date:
Lvie Oehler GF RIP $829,000,00 RTIP $422,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 1,251,000 1,251,000
—
04 ALA 238 0095B ALA877007 CTCO Caitrans FY 01/02 Prog: ~ 15,381,000/ 15,381,000
ALAMED, Allocated:
A Hayward Bypass . e
92 STIP  15540G Allocation Date:
SPECIAL $15,381,000, I Remalning Balance: 15,361,000 15,381,000
04 ALA 580 0134C  ALA977041  CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: ' 16,767,000| 16,767,000
ALAMEDA Allocated:|
Hayward B! .
8A STIP 410951 yward Bypass Allocation Date: )
Bob AndersorvTony Wong SPECIAL $16,767,000, I Remaining Balance: N L . 16,767,000 16,767,000
04 ALA 580 0054H ALA991087 CTCQ Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: [ 111,000 141,000
ted:
ALAMEDA Central Avenue Required Mitigation Planting Aflocal ed‘
84 STIP 181771 Allocation Date:
Lyle Oehler GERIP $111,000,00 [ Remaining Batance: 111,000 111,000
04 ALA 880 0016F ALA978027 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 23,960,000] 23,960,000
ALAMEDA Alameda 1-880 - HOV Lanes from Santa Clara Co. to Allocated:
92 STIP 233220 Alvarado/Niles Aflocation Date: |
Emily Landin-Lowa GF RIP $23,960,000, | Remalning Balance: | - - - . 23,960,000 23,960,000

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds.not subject e the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 alipcation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The repart
also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for all funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 are noted as “Voted™. All STIP funds are not necessarily included in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP

programming for these projects.

MTC - Funding and Extemal Affairs
RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations In FY 01-02
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FY 2001-2002
TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002

DIST CO RTE PENO  TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY

SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

STIP Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
RW

ROC EA EED PROJ NQ, PROJECT TITLE as of: January 31,2001 ENY CON TOTAL EY 01/02 STAT
County: ALAMEDA [
04-ALA 2114 ALAG90021 LA  City of Dublin FY 01/02 Prog: 1,868,000 1,869,000
ALAMEDA RPSTPL-6432(008) (i Bivd Widening Allocated: .
98 STIP  QU0601 Allocation Date:
Lee Thompson RTIP $2,500,000,0 | Remaining Balance: 1,889,000 1,869,000
04 ALA 580 0119G  ALA0O10008 LA City of Dublin FY 01/02 Prog: 4,700,000 4,700,000
ALAMEDA Allocated:
1-680 / Tassajara Road Interchange Improvements
00 STIP 257700 ' ge mp Allocatlon Date:
Ferd Del Rosario RTIP $4,700,000,0 | Remaining Batance: 4,700,000| 4,700,000
04 ALA 1019 ALA991038 LA City of Fremont FY 01/02 Prog: 2,441,000 2,441,000
ALAMEDA Allocated:
City of Fremont Various Streets Pavement Overla
00 STIP Y . y Allocation Date:
John Barron RTIP $2,441,000,0 I Remaining Balance: 2,441,000 2,441,000
04 ALA 2109 ALA9S0014 LA City of Fremont FY 01/02 Prog: 4,441,000 4,441,000
A - Allocated:
ALAMED RPL-5322(020) Washington Bivd and Paseo Padre Parkway Grade Separations oca
98 STIP  0U0501 Allocation Date:
RTIP 828,173,000J Remalning Balance: 4,441,000 4,441,000
04 ALA 2189 ALAG9SA10 LA City of Livermore FY 01/02 Prog: 732,000 732,000
ALAMEDA Allocated:
East Stani Ivd Resurfaci
99 STIP as| nigy Blvd Resurfacing Allocation Date:
RTIP $732,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 732,000 732,000
04 ALA 2190 ALASESA11 LA Clty of Livermore FY 01/02 Prog: 1,169,000 1,169,000
ALAMEDA Alfocated:
Portola Avenue Reconstruction
99 STIP Allocation Date:
RTIP 31,169.000M Remaining Balance: 1,169,000 1,169,000
04 ALA 580 0115B  ALA990072 LA City of Livermore FY 01/02 Prog: 4,000,000 4,000,000
ALAMEDA Al :
1-580 / Isabel Avenus (Future Route 84) Interchange Phase 1 ocated
00 STIP 923157 Aliocation Date:
Dan Smith RTIP $4,000.000,0 | Remaining Balance: 4,000,000 4,000,000
04 ALA 2197 ALAQ9SA17 LA  City of Unlon City FY 01/02 Prog: 820,000 820,000
Al : '
LAMEDA Various Union City Streets Rehabiitation Allocated
99 STIP Allocatlon Date:
RTIP $820,000,00 | Remaining Belance: 820,000] 820,000
04 ALA 1015 ALA010003 LA  County of Alameda FY 01/02 Prog: 500,000 | 500,000
ALAMEDA Allocated:
I fi 1 .
00 STIP Alameda Crow Canyon Road Safety improvements Allocation Date: }
Art Carrera RTIP $950,000,00 | Remaining Balance: | 500,000 500,000
04 ALA 2184 ALA99SA05 LA County of Alameda FY 01/02 Prog: 450,000 450,000
N llocated:
ALAMEDA RPL-5633(053) Center/East Castro Valley/150th Streets Rehabilitation Alloca R
89 STIP  0U4801 Allocation Date:
450,000 450,000 .

Ferdinand Del Rosario

RTIP $1,120,000,0 | Remaining Balance:

NOTE: This report fists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The report
also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for all funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 are noted as “Voted™. All STIP funds are not necessarily included in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP

programming for these projects.
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FY 2001-2002

JUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

DIST CO RIE PPNO  TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY STIP Funds Requitng Allocalion by June 30, 2002
ROC EA FED PROJ NO, PROJECT TITLE as of: January 31,2001 ENV PS&E RW CON JOTAL EY 01/0 T
County: ALAMEDA ]
04 ALA 2185 ALA99SAQE LA County of Alameda FY 01/02 Prog: 265,000 295,000
ALAMEDA RPL-5833(060) Stanely Bivd Rehabilltation Allocated: .
29 STIP  0UB201 Atlocation Date:
Ferdinand Del Rosario RTIP $389,000,00 Llenhq Balance: 295,000 295,000
04 ALA 2100 MTC990005 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 87,000 87,000
ALAME| Allocated:
DA PPMO1-8084(048) o 1ing, Programming and Monitoring - MTC loca
98 STIP 0UBS501 Allocation Date:
RTIP $517,000,00 I Remaining Balanca: 87,000 87,000
R——— N
—— n—

L
Alameda County Totals Projects: 22 FY 01/02 Prog: 887,000 1,730,000 8,441,000 71,815,000 82,473,000

Allocated:
Vote Savings (Increasa):

lRama,nlng Balance: 887,000 1,730,000 8,441,000 74,815,000| 82,473,000

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds nat subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The repont
also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for alf funds programmed In FY 2001- 2092 are noted as “Voted". ‘All STIP funds are not necessarlly included in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP
programming for these projects.

MTC - Funding and External Affairs
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FY 2001-2002

TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002

SB45 Allocatlon Timely Use of Funds Report

DIST CO RIE PPNO  TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
ROC EA  FEEDPROJNO, PROJECT TITLE

as of: January 31, 2001

STIP Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
ENY PS&E RW

CON

TOTAL

EY 01/02 STATUS

County: CONTRA COSTA

04 CC 123 2126A CC99SA08 MT Alameda Contra Costa Transit District FY 01/02 Prog: 50,000 950,000 1,000,000
CONTRA COSTA San Pablo Cormidor Street improvements, Shelters and Buses Allocated:
99 STIP Allocation Date:
RTIP $1,000,000,0 |jemaining Balance: 50,000 950,000 1,000,000
04 CC 2161-11  CC99LCO3 MT Bay Area Rapid Transit District FY 01/02 Prog: 54,000 54,000
CONTRA COSTA CML-6000(011) CMAQ Match - Concord BART Station J.F, Kennedy U. Allocated: 54,000 54,000
99 STIP 071034 Strestscape Aliocation Date: 11/02/00 ALLOCATED
John Templeton RTIP $65,000,000 l Remaining Balancs: ALLOCATED
04 CC 1024 CC991088 MT Bay Area Rapid Transit District FY 01/02 Prog: 2,500,000 2,500,000
CONTRA COSTA Allocated:
Pittsburg-Baypoint BART Statlon Parking Improvements
00 STIP Hisburg-Saypan " Allocation Date:
James Gravesande RTIP $2,600,000,0 | Remaining Balance: 2,500,000 2,500,000
04 CC 680 0295F CCO90004 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 23,082,000| 23,082,000
CONTRA COSTA Contra Costa 1-680 - HOV Lanes from North Main St to Marina Allocated: )
98 STIP 228561 Vista Aliocation Date:
Max Anasco RTIP $23,082,000, | Remaining Balance: 23,082,000 23,082,000
04 CC 1026 CC010001 LA City of Concord FY 01/02 Prog: 5,100,000]  5,100.000
CONTRA COSTA Concord Ygnacio Valley Road Widening Aliocaled: STIP Technical Correction Requested to Delay Project
00 STIP Allocation Date: from FY 01/02 to FY 02/03
John Templeton RTIP $5,100,000,0 I Remaining Balance: 8,100,000 5,100,000
04 CC 2206 CC99SA11 LA  City of Pittsburg FY 01/02 Prog: 3,500,000 3,500,000
T, Allocated:
CONTRA COSTA Route 4 / Loveridge Road Storm Drainage Improvements oca Project ahead of schedule
99 STIP Allocation Date: May 2001 allocation expected
Nasser Shirazi RTIP $3,500,000,0 I Remaining Balance: 3,500,000 3,500,000
04 CC 680 02228  CC995A08 LA City of San Ramon FY 01/02 Prog: 3,500,000 3,500,000
CONTRA COSTA Allocated:
Aicosta Bivd interchange Reconfiguration
99 STP 228441 e Allocation Date:
John Harper RTIP $3,500,000,0 | Remaining Batance: 3,500,000 3,500,000
04 CC 4 2177, CC990007 LA Contra Costa Transportation Authority FY 01/02 Prog: 18,307,000 19,307,000
CONTRA COSTA Route 4 Widening - Railroad Ave Interchange Phase 1 - Allocated: STIP Technical Correction Requested to Delay Project
88 STIP 228771 Construction Allocation Date; from FY 01/02 to FY 02/03
H A Forsen ITIP $5,000,000,0 RTIP $19,307,000, I Remaining Balance: | _ 16,307,000, 19,307,000
04 CC 2161 MTC890004 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 557,000 557,000
CONTRA COSTA CMAQ Match Resarve - Contra Casta County Allocated; STIP Amendment to be requested to detete $29,000
98 STIP  0U1001 Allocatlon Date: originally intended for Hercules Transit Center
RTIP $757,000,00 § Remaining Balance: 557,000 557,000 )
04 CC 2118 MTC990005 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 54,000 54,000
Allocated:
CONTRA COSTA PPM01-8084(048) Planning, Programming and Monitoring - MTC ocated
98 STIP 0UB501 Allocation Date: .. .
RTIP $322,000,00 | Remalning Balance: $4,000 54,000

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report axcludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The repont

also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for afl funds programmed in FY 2001-2

programming for these projects.
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RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations in FY 01-02
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FY.2001-2002

TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002

SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report
STIP Funds Requiring Aliocation by June 30, 2002
RW CON

00C EA EED PROJ NQ, PROJECT TITLE as of: January 31, 2001 ENV IOTAL EY 01/02 STATUS

County: CONTRA COSTA 1
04 CC 2120 MTC990003 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 347,000 347,000
CONTRA COSTA RPL-8084(034) Reglonal Rideshare Program Aftocated: STIP Amendment Requested to delete funding in

88 STIP  0U7901 Allocation Date: FYs 01/02, 02/03 and 03/04
Pierce Gould RTIP $1,897,000,0 I Remaining Balance: 347,000 347,000
04 CC 2161-12 CC99LCO2 LA Waest Contra Costa Transportation Advisory Committee FY 01/02 Prog: 84,000 84,000
CONTRA COSTA Allocated: 84,000 84,000

CMAQ Match - Richmond Transit Village

99 STIP 072044 @ ransi Vilag Allocation Date: 11/02/00 ALLOCATED

Lisa Hopneboom RTIP $97,000,000 | Remaining Balance: ALLOCATED

Contra Costa County Totals Projects: 12 FY 01/02 Prog: 2,500,000 56,134,000 59,085,000
Allocated: 138,000 138,000
Vote Savings (Incressa): 138,000
l Remaining Balance: 451,000 2,500,000 55,996,000 58,847,000 l

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Suppon). The report

also exciudes funds prog:
programming for these projects.

MTC - Funding and External Affairs

RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations in FY 01-02 .
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FY 2001-2002

TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002

DIST €O RTE PENO  TIPD ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY

SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

STIP Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002

DOC . EA FED PROJ NO, PROJECT TITLE as of: January 31,2001 ENV RW CON IOTAL Y 01/02 STA
County: MARIN —\
‘04 MRN 101 0342L MRN990001 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 8,000,000 8,000,000
MARIN Marin Route 101 - Revarsible HOV Lane Allocated:
98 STIP 226200 Allocation Date:
Elaine Havdu ITIP $7,000,000,0 RTIP $8,000,000,0 I Remaining Balance: 8,000,000 8,000,000
04 MRN 101 0342G MRNS90002 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 9,823,000 9,823,000
located:
MARIN Marin Route 101 - Southbound HOV Lane Alocated
96 STIP 132171 Allocation Date:
Elaine Haydu GF RIP $14,423,000, RTIP I Remalning Balance: 9,823,000 9,823,000
04 MRN 2217 MRN99SA10 LA City of Novato FY 01/02 Prog: 500,000 500,000
MARIN Grant Avenue Rehabilltation Allocated:
99 STIP  0U6801 Allocation Date:
RTIP $630,000,00 | Remaining Balance: 500,000 500,000
04 MRN 2218 MRN99SA11 LA  City of Novato FY 01/02 Prog: 494,000 494,000
MA| I : )
RIN Nave Gardens Area Street Repairs A,I ocated
93 STIP Allocation Date:
RTIP $454,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 494,000 494,000
04 MRN 2163 MTC890004 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 114,000 114,000
MARIN CMAQ Match Reserve - Marin County Allocated:
98 STIP  0U1401 Aliocation Date:
RTIP $459,000,00 | Remaining Balance: 114,000 114,000
04 MRN 2127 MTC990005 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 17,000 17,000
MA| 3
RIN PPM01-6084(048) Planning, Programming and Monitoring - MTC Allocaled
98 STIP 0UB501 Allocation Date:
RTIP $107,000,00 I Remalning Balance: 17,000 17,000
04 MRN 2129 MTC990003 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 98,000 96,000
MARIN 084(0: Allocated:
RPL-6084(034) Regional Rideshare Program )
98 STIP 072054 Allocation Date:
Pierce Gould RTIP $550,000,00 | Remaining Balance: | , 96,000 96,000
e ——— ———
e — —
Marin County Totals Projects: 7 FY 01/02 Prog: | - "113,000 18,931,000| 19,044,000
A Allocated:
Vote Savings (Increase):
l Remaning Balance: 113,000 18,931,000 19,044,000

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - Juna 30, 2002 aliocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The report
also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have raceived aliocations for all funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 are noted as "Voted™. All STIP funds are not necessarily included in this report. Refer to the STIP for a cornplete hsting of total STIP
programming for these projects.

MTC - Funding and Externa) Affairs
RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requining Allocations in FY 01-02
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FY 2001-2002 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT - STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

DIST CO RIE PPNQO TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY STIP Funds Requiring Aliocation by June 30, 2002
DOC  EA FED PROJ NQ, PROJECT YITLE as of: January 31,2001 ENV PSSE RW CON TOTAL FY 01/02 STAT
County: NAPA ]
04 NAP 2130 MTC990005 LA Metropolitan Transportation C FY 01/02 Prog: 11,000 11,000
NAPA PPM01-6084(048) } ) Allocated:
Pla , P mmi nd Monitoring - MTC -
88 STIP  0UB501 nning. Frogramming a o Allocation Date:
RTIP $61,000,000 | Remaining Balance: 11,000 11,000

Napa County Totals Projects: 1 FY 01/02 Prog: 11,000 11,000
Allocated: .

Vote Savings (increase):
l Remaining Balance: 11,000 11,000

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require aliocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The report
also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for all funds pmgrammed in FY 2001-2002 are noted as 'Voted' AII STIP funds are not necessarily inctuded in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP
programming for these projects.
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FY 2001-2002

TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

DIST CO RTE PPNO  IIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY

STIP Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
RW

Remalning Balance:

DOC EA EED PROJ NO. PROQJECT TITLE as of: January 34, 2004, ENV PS&E CON JOTAL EY 01/02 STATUS
County: SAN FRANCISCO
04 SF 1007 SF991029 LA Clity of San Francisco FY 01/02 Prog: 200,000 200,000
SAN FRANCISCO 3rd Street Integrated Traffic Managament System (ITMS) 5“00&20:
99 STIP Allocation Date:
RTIP $800,000,00 | Remaining Balance: 200,000 200,000
04 SF 2023 SF010004 LA City of San Francisco FY 01/02 Prog. 780,000 50,000 6,300,000 7,130,000
SAN FRANCISCO STPLZ-5934(080) San Francisco - 4th Street Bridge Seismic Retrofit and Allocated:
99 STIP 072304 Rehabiliation Allocation Date:
Patrick Rivera RTIP $7,253,000,0 l Remaining Balance: 780,000 50,000 6,300,000 7,130,000
04 SF 2024 SF010003 LA  City of San Francisco FY 01/02 Prog: 1,330,000 1,330,000
N N :
SAN FRANCISCO San Francisco - Illinois Street Roadway Reconstruction /?lloczled.
99 STIP 0UBBO1L Allocation Date:
Patrick Rivera RTIP $1,530,000,0 | Remaining Balance: 1,330,000| 1,330,000
04 SF 2131 MTC990005 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 46,000 46,000
flocated: ’
SAN FRANCISCO PPMO1-5084(048) Planning, Programming and Monitoring - MTC A ocated
928 STIP 0UB501 Allocation Date:
RTIP $278,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 46,000 48,000
04 SF 2133 MTC990003 LA Metropolitan T portation C I FY 01/02 Prog: 307,000 307,000
I H
SAN FRANCISCO RPL-6084(034) Regional Rideshare Program Allocated
988 STIP 072054 Allocation Date:
Pierce Gould RTIP $1,768,000,0 l Remaining Balance: 307,000 307,000
04 SF 2004 JPBY9T005 MT  Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board FY 01/02 Prog: 1,333,000 1,333,000
SAN FRANCISCO Allocated:
Caltrain P: r Car Rehabilitation - San Fi i
00 STIP altrain Passenger Car Rehabilitation - San Francisco Allocation Date:
April Chan RTIP $1,333,000,0 | Remalning Balance: 1,333,000 1,333,000
04 SF 2026 SF010007 LA Port of San Francisco FY 01/02 Prog: 500,000 500,000
N Fi :
SAN FRANCISCO San Frangisco - linois Street Intermodal Bridga at Islals Creek Allocated STIP Amendment Requested to redirect FY 01/02 and
99 STIP Allocation Date: FY 02/03 funds to SF Muni's 3rd Street Extension
Cliff Jarrard RTIP $4,500,000,0 | Remaining Balance: 500,000 500,000
04 SF 2007 SF010008 LA SanF Isco County T portation Authority FY 01/02 Prog: 52,000 52,000
SAN FRANCISCO Allocated:
San Francisco County - Planning, P i Monitori
99 STIP co County - Planning, Programming and ioring cation Date:
Carmen Clark RTIP $221,000,00 | Remaining Balance: | .| 62,000 ... - 52,000
04 SF 2134-01 SF99T007 MT San Fi I Public T portation C FY 01/02 Prog: ' 12,500,000 12,500,000
N Ni Allocated:
. SAN FRANCISCO SF Muni 3rd Street Metro East Rail Vehicie Maintenance Faclility ocated
00 STIP Allocation Date:
Michael Bums RTIP §12,500,000, | Remaining Batance: 12,500,000 12,500,000
SAN FRANCISCO County Totals Projects: 9 FY 01/02 Prog: 405,000 1,480,000 50,000 21,463,000 23,398,000
» Allocated:
Vote Savings (Increase): .
* “405,000 1,460,000 50,000 21,463,000 23,398,000

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require aflocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Uss of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The report

also excludes funds programmed in othe

programming for these projects.
MTC - Funding and Exiemal Affairs

RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations in FY 01-02

Page
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r Fiscal Years. Projects which have recelved allocations for all funds programmed In FY 2001-2002 are noted as "Vated™. All STIP funds are not necessarily included in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP
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FY 2001-2002

TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report
STIP Funds Requlring Allocation by June 30, 2002

DOC EA FED PROJ NO, PROJECT TITLE as of: January 31,2001 ENV PSSE BRW CON I0TAL FY 01/02 STAT!
County: SAN MATE - 1
04 SM 1035  SMO010005 MT Bay Area Rapld Transit District FY 01/02 Prog: 1,000,000 1,000,000
SAN MATEO BART SFO Extension Bicycle Path Allocated: STIP Amendment to be requested to reprogram
99 STIP Allocation Date: $777,000 from FY 01/02 to FY 02/03
Ersten Imoaka RTIP $1,000,000,0 I Remaining Balance: 1,000,000 1,000,000
04 SM 1 0628 SM979013 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 1,500,000 1.500,000
SAN MATEO Devils Siide Bypass Allocated: ST!P Amendment Request to move Constructian
8A STIP 112371 Allocation Date: funds from Fy 01/02 to FY 03/04
Dennis Bosler ITIP $750,000,00 RTIP $750,000,00 | Remaining Balance: 1,500,000 1,500,000
04 SM 101 0692C SM991105 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 14,895,000 14,895,000
SANMATEO Marsh Road to Route 82 Auxiliary Lanes - Marsh to Ralston ﬁ?ﬂoceted:
98 STIP 235700 Allocation Date:
Abby Emadzadeh RTIP $14,895,000, | Remaining Balance: 14,895,000 14,895,000
04 SM 101 0692Y SM891107 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 500,000 500,000
SAN MATEOQ Route 101 - Marsh Road to Route 92 Auxiliary Lanes - Allocated: T
96 STIP Landscaping Allocation Date:
Abby Emadzadeh RTIP $500,000,00 l Remalning Balance: 500,000 500,000
04 SM 101 06968  SM990023 CTCO Caitrans FY 01/02 Prog: 279,000 279,000
SAN MATEO Belmont - Harbor Soundwall Allocated:
84 STIP 130670 Allocation Date:
Bijan Sartipi GF IIP $279,000,00 l Remaining Balance: 279,000 279,000
04 SM 1040 SM010010 LA City of Belmont FY 01/02 Prog: 291,000 291,000
! :
SAN MATEO Belmont - Various Streets Resurfacing A ocated
29 STIP Allocation Date:
Rich Yoshida RTIP $291,000,00 I Remalning Balanca: 291,000 291,000
04 SM 101 0696J SM010003 LA City of Belmont FY 01/02 Prog: 3,100,000 3,100,000
SAN MATEO Route 101 / Ralston Avenue Interchange Improvements Allocated:
99 STIP 256801 Allocation Date:
John Curtis RTIP $3,100,000,0 | Remaining Balance: 3,100,000 3,100,000
04 SM 2166 MTC990004 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commisslon FY 01/02 Prog: 333,000 333,000
SAN MATEO Altocated:
CMAQ Match Reserve - San Mateo Coun X
98 STIP 072034 v Allocation Date:
RTIP $333,000.00 | Remaining Balance: 333,000 333,000
04 SM 2140 MTC990005 LA  Metropolitan Transportation Commission ' FY 01/02 Prog: 47,000 47,000
SAN MATEQ PPMO01-6084(048) . . . Allocated: )
Planning, Programming and Monit - MT!
98 STIP  0UB501 anning. Programming and Monftoring - MTC Allocation Date:
RTIP $282,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 47,000 47,000
04 SM 1050 SM010021 LA Town of Portola Valley FY 01/02 Prog: 118,000 118,000
SAN MATEQ Portola Valley - Various Streets Resurfacing A"Mt,ed"
99 STIP Allocation Date:
RTIP $118,000,00 I Remalning Balance: 118,000 118,000

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require aliocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 aliocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The report

also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for all funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 are notéd as “Voted". All STIP funds are not necessarily inciuded in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP

programming for these projects.
MTC - Funding and Extemal Affairs

RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations in FY 01-02

Page
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FY 2001-2002 ]
TUF ALLOGATION DEADLINE REPORT METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-
FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

RIST €O RIE PPNQ  TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY STIP Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002

pOC  EA EED PROJ NQ, PROJECT TITLE as of: January 31,2001 ENV PS&E RW CON TOTAL EY 01/02 STAT
County: SAN MATEQ —| 1
San Mateo County Totals Projects: 10 FY 01/02 Prog: 47,000 22,016,000 22,063,000
Allocated: -

Vote Savings {Increase):

| Remaining Balance: 47,000 22,018,000| 22,063,000

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The report
also excludas funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for all funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 are noted as “Voted™. All STIP funds are not necessarily inciuded in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP
programming for these projects.

MTC - Funding and External Affairs

RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations in FY 01-02 Page 10 2/1/01



FY 2001-2002
TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
- STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requirlng Allocation by June 30, 2002

SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

DIST CO RTE PPNO  TIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY . STIP Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
pOoC EA EED PRQJ NO, PROJECT TITLE as of: January 31, 2001 ENV PSAE CON IOTAL Y 01/02 STA
County: SANTA CLARA
04 SCL 87 0443Q SCL990041 CTCO Cailtrans FY 01/02 Prog: 21,100,000 21,100,000
SANTA CLARA Route 87 Guadatupe Freeway Corridor Allocated:
98 STIP 487451 Allocation Date:
Kai Chan GF RIP $21,100,000, I Remaining Balance: 24,100,000 24,100,000
04 SCL 87 0443FP SCL930041 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 8,500,000 8,500,000
SANTA CLARA Allocated:
Route 87 Guadalupe Freeway Coridor
96 STIP 487441 padelips Y Aliacation Date:
Kai Chan GF RIP $8,500,000,0 | Remaining Balance: 8,500,000 8,500,000
04 SCL 2168 MTC990004 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 1,714,000 1,714,000
SANTA CLARA CMAQ Match Reserve - Santa Clara County Allocated:
98 STIP  0U1701 Allocation Date:
RTIP $3,133,000,0 I Remaining Balanca: 1,714,000 1,714,000
04 SCL 2144 MTC890005 LA Metropoiitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 101,000 101,000
SANTA CLARA PPMO01-6084(048) . . . Allocated: "
Pia . Programming and Monit -MTC
88 STIP 0U6501 nang mming 8 onng Allocation Date:
RTIP $608,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 101,000 101,000
04 SCL 2146 MTC990003 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commisslon FY 01/02 Prog: 652,000 652,000
SANTA CLARA RPL-8084(034) Regional Rideshare Program Allocated:
98 STIP 072054 Allocation Date:
Pierce Gould RTIP $3,756,000,0 I Remaining Balance: 652,000 652,000
04 SCL 2205 SCL991083 MT Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority FY 01/02 Prog: 25,393,000 25,393,000
Il :
SANTA CLARA VTA Vasona Light Rail Extension Allocated
00 STIP Allocation Date:
Jack Collins RTIP $48,553,000, I Remaining Balance: 25,392,000| 25,383,000
04 SCL 2255 SCLO10004 LA  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority FY 01/02 Prog: 104,000 104,000
SANTA CLARA PPM01-6264(003) . . Allocated:
Santa Clara County - Planning, Programming and Monitorin
90 STIP  0UB40Y 9 Aliocation Date:| €3
John Ristow 8,000, Remaining Balance: 104,000 104,000
RTIP $208,000,00 g
Santa Clara County Totals Projects: 7 FY 01/02 Prog: 857,000 56,707,000 57,564,000
Aliocated:
Vote Savings (Increase):
| Remaining Batance:| - 857,000 56,707,000| 57,564,000 |

2

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The report
also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for all funds programmed in FY 2001-2002.are noted.as “Voted™. .All STIP funds are not necessarily inciuded in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP

programming for these projects.

MTC - Funding and Extemal Affairs
RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations in FY 01-02

Page
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FY 2001-2002
METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TUF ALLOCATION DEADLINE REPORT - STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
: SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

DIST CO RTE PPNO  IIPID ELEM RESPONSIBLE AGENCY STIP Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
ROC  EA EED PROJ NO, PRQJECT TITLE a8 of: January 31,2001 ENY BS&E RW CON IOTAL EY 04/02 STATUS
County: SOLANQ ]
04 SOL 37 5201A S0L990003 CTCO Caltrans FY 01/02 Prog: 53,400,000| 53,400,000
SOLANO Routes 26/37 Interchange /fflloca(sd: . -
98 STIP 0T1421 Allocation Date:
Katie Yim ITIP $36,500,000, RTIP $16,800,000, | Remaining Balance: 53,400,000 53,400,000
04 SOL 2262 50L991091 LA  City of Rio Vista FY 01/02 Prog: 98,000 98,000
SOLANO Rio Vista Main Street Streetscape Improvements lfllotztsd:
00 STIP Allocation Date:
Tom Bland RTIP $100,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 98,000 98,000
04 SOL 2170 MTC990004 LA Matropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 355,000 355,000
SOLANO CMAQ Match Reserve - Solano County Allocated:
S8 STIP 0U1901 Allocation Date:
RTIP $918,000,00 l Remalning Balance: 355,000 355,000
04 SOL 2152 MTC990005 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 25,000 25,000
Allocated: -
SOLANO PPM01-6084(048) Planning, Programming and Monitoring - MTC oca
88 STIP  0U6501 Allocation Date:
RTIP $155,000,00 I Remaining Balance: 25,000 25,000
04 SOL 2154 MTC980003 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 148,000 148,000
flocated:
SOLANO RPL-6064(034) Regional Rideshare Program A ocate
98 STIP 072054 Allocation Date:
Plerce Gould RTIP $853,000.00 | Remaining Balance: | 148,000 148,000
04 SOL 5301 SOL990004 LA Solano Transportation Authority FY 01/02 Prog: 250,000 2,400,000 2,650,000
SOLANO RPSTPL-6249(004) Solano 1-80 Refiever Routs Allocated:
98 STIP 0T2101 Allocation Date:
John Hams RTIP $13,791,000, I Remaining Balance: 250,000 2,400,000 2,650,000
Solano County Totals Projects: 6 FY 01/02 Prog: 423,000 2,400,000 53,853,000 56,676,000
Allocated:
Vote Savings (Increase):
Remalning Balance:| 423,000 2,400,000 53,853,000) 66,676,000 |

NOTE: This report lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludesifunds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans RAW and Support). The report
also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have recelved allocations for all funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 are notéd'as “Voted™. All STIP funds are not necessarily included in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP
programming for these.projects.

MTC - Funding and Extemal Affairs
RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations in FY 01-02 ' Page 12 2/1/01




FY 2001.2002 METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
TUF ALLOGATION DEADLINE REPORT - STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM-

FY 2001-02 Programmed Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
$SB45 Allocation Timely Use of Funds Report

QIST CO RTE EPNO  TIPID ELEM NSIB! N STIP Funds Requiring Allocation by June 30, 2002
ROC EA FED PROJ NO, PROJECT TITLE as of; January 31, 2001 ENY PSSE BRW CON TQTAL EY 01/02 STATUS
County: SONOMA
04 SON 2172 MTC990004 LA Motropollt-an Transportation CommIssion FY 01/02 Prog: 682,000 682,000
MA Al :
SONO CMAQ Match Reserve - Sonoma County llecated .
98 STIP  0U2001 Allocation Date:
RTIP $609,000,00 | Remaining Balance: 682,000 662,000
04 SON 2156 MTC990005 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 32,000 32,000
SONOMA PPM01-8084(048) . . Allocated:
Planning, ramming and Monitoring - MTC
98 STIP  0UB504 ing. Prog o 9 Allocation Date:
RTIP $187,000,00 | Remaining Balanca: 32,000 32,000
04 SON 2158 MTC950003 LA Metropolitan Transportation Commission FY 01/02 Prog: 168,000 168,000
SONOMA RPL-6084(034) ; ! Allocated:
Regional Rideshare Program
98 STIP 072054 Allocation Date:
Pierce Gould RTIP $970,000,00 | Remaining Balance: 188,000 1€8,000
— —_—
Sonoma County Totals Projects: 3 FY 01/02 Prog: 200,000 682,000 882,000 .
Allocated:
Vote Savings (Increase):
Ijemalnlng Balance: 200,000 882,000 uaz,ouﬂ
Region Totals 77 FYQ01/02Prog: | 3,194,000 3,210,000 13,381,000 301,401,000| 321,196,000
Allocated: 138,000 138,000
Vote Savings (Increase): 138,000
l Remaining Balance:}  3:194,000 3,210,000 13,391,000 301,263,000 321,056,000

———
e ——

NOTE: This repost lists STIP funds programmed in FY 2001-2002 which require allocation by June 30, 2002. The report excludes funds not subject to the FY 2001-2002 - June 30, 2002 allocation Timely Use of Funds Deadline (such as Caltrans R/W and Support). The report
also excludes funds programmed in other Fiscal Years. Projects which have received allocations for all funds programmed in FY'2001-2002 are noted as “Voted™. Ail STIP funds are not necessarily included in this report. Refer to the STIP for a complete listing of total STIP
programming for these projects.

MTC - Funding and Extemnal Affairs
RM - TUF 01-02 Funds Requiring Allocations in FY 01-02

’ Page 13 2/11/01






To: Geeff Kline From: MTC, FEA/L. Kemp/M, Miletich 04720700 11:4lam PST pgl of 14
APR-20-80 11:22 FROM:MTC 1D: 5184647762 PAGE 1

SB 45 Project Oversight Committee Meeting

Friday April 28, 2000 -- 9:00 A M.

Contra Costa Transportation Authority Offices

1340 Treat Boulevard, Suite 150
Walnut Creek, California

NOTE: Early start of meeting before CMA Association

Agenda:

a—y

Monthly SB45, AB1012 Status Reporis (Ross McKeown) * *

Status of STIP Amendments and Extension Requests (Ross McKzown)

N

3. Caltrans and MTC Monthly Status Reports — No Items This Month

4. Extension Request Process (Rich Monroe) *

STIP Technical Assistance Program (Ross McKeown) - Discussion

v

6. Other business
- Information Sharing
- Access to CTIPS

Next Meeting: Location to be determined
* Attached

** Will be handed out at the meeting

NOTE: Please call Ross McKeown (510-464-7842) or Mark Milet.ch (510-464-7814) if
there are any questions on particular projects that should be discussed at the meeting.

c/docs/SB45stuff/Agendas/4-28.doc



To: Geoff Kline From: MTC, FEA/L. Kemp/M. Niletich 04/20700 11:41am PST pg2 of 14
APR-20-00 11:22 FROM:MTC ID:51P46847782 PAGE 2

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY GRAY DAVIS, Govemnor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

DESIGN AND LOCAL PROGRAMS

1120 N STREET

P.O. BOX 942874 MS 28 o
SACRAMENTO, CA 94274-0001 A
PHONE (916) 654-3858 war Lt
FAX (916) 654-5881

March 7, 2000

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATIONS
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCIES
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSIONS

Subject: Requests for Extensions Pursuant to Timely Use of Funds Ruies
Dear Executive Directors:

The California Transportation Commission’s (CTC) 1999 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) Guidelines adopted on August 18, 1999, and amended
September 29, 1999, describe the provisions for timely use of funds imposed by passage of
Senate Bill (SB) 45.

Each project has separate elements, with specific time limitations:

e Allocation: Funds that are programmed for all components of locz! grant projects or for
Caltrans construction capital costs are available for allocation only until the end of the
fiscal year identified in the STIP.

¢ Expenditure: Funds allocated for local project development or right of way costs must
be expended by the end of the second fiscal year after the fiscal ycar in which the funds
were allocated.

o Award: Funds allocated for construction or for purchase of equipment must be
encumbered by the award of a contract within twelve month; of the date of the
allocation of funds.

o Completion: After the award of the contract, the local agency has up to 36 months to
complete (accept) the contract. At the time of the fund allocation, the CTC may extend
the deadline for completion of work and the liquidation of funds if necessary to
accommodate the proposed expenditure plan for the project.

Approval by the CTC is required for any time extensions. The CTC raay extend a delivery
deadline at the request of a regional agency or the agency responsible for project delivery.
However, the CTC may extend the deadline only once and only if it firds that an unforeseen
and extraordinary circumstance beyond the control of the responsible agency has occurred
that justifies the extension. The extension will not exceed the period of delay directly
attributed to the extraordinary circumstance and the extension will in no event be for more
than 20 months.

“We'll Find a Way"”



To: Geoff Kline From: MTC, FEA/L. Kemp/M. Miletich 04/20/00 11:41am PST pg3d of 14
BPR-20-2@ 11:23 FROM:MTC ID: 5104647782 PAGE 3

METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATIONS
REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCIES
LOCAL TRANSPORTATION COMMISSIONS

March 7, 2000

Page 2

Requests for time extensions are the responsibility of the implementing agencies.
Requests must be reviewed and approved by the regional planning agency responsible for
the programming of the project. Requests for extensions of the period of allocation,
expenditure, award, and completion must be submitted to Caltrans dstrict offices 60 days
prior to the specific CTC meeting deadline for which the extension is requested. The
extension request should describe the specific circumstance that justifies the extension and
identify the delay directly attributable to that circumstance. Caltrans® district offices must
receive your time extension requests for allocations by April 23, 2000, in order to
process the requests for projects with June 30, 2000 deadlines.

The attached format is provided for your use in requesting time extensions and all
information must be provided fully for your request to receive consiceration. If you have
specific areas of concern or questions on the attached request format, please contact
Norma Ortega at (916) 653-6841 or CALNET 8-453-6841,

Sincerely,

e e

" ROBERT L. BUCKLEY
Program Manager i

N\

Attachments

cc: District Directors
District Division Chiefs for Local Assistance
Cities and Counties



To: Geoff Kline From: MIC, FEA/L. Kemp/M. Miletich 04/20/00 11:41am PST pgd4 of 14
APR-20-8@ 11:24 FROM:MTIC ID: 5104647782 PAGE 4

INSTRUCTION FOR COMPLETION OF REQUEST FOR TIME EXTENSION
STIP Local Highway Projects

This request for extension is initiated by the implementing agency, and prepared on their
letterhead as a letter addressed to the District Local Assistance Engincer.

Date: Date of request preparation.

PPNO: Provide STIP project identifier. (Project programming number)

Project # and EA: These numbers will be available if the project has been allocated.
Brief Description: Provide a brief description of the project.

Location: Provide location of project.

County: County that project is located in.

Assembly District: Enter appropriate district number.

Senate District: Enter appropnate district number,

Address: Send letter to District Local Assistance Engineer assigned 1o this project.

A. Project Description: Use the original description of the project lccation and scope
from the Project Nomination Sheet. Include amount programmed for the project, broken
out by phase.

B. Project element: Check one box to indicate which element of the project needs to be
extended.

C. Phase (component) of project: Check one box to indicate which phase of the project
needs to be extended.

D. Date summary:
Original deadline: Indicate date that was originally set as the deadline.
Number of months of Extension Requested: Indicate in nunber of months the
time needed for the extension.
Extended Deadline: Provide the new deadline, with extensiorn incorporated.

E. Reason for project delay: 1n order to grant an extension, the C1'CC must find that
“unforeseen and extraordinary circumstances beyond the control of the responsible
agency have occurred which would justify the extension”. The extension will not
exceed the period of delay directly attributed to the extraordinary circumstance and
will in no event be for more than 20 months. This is where you need to have a clear
description of the circumnstances delaying the project that leaves no question to the
CTC that the circumstances are “unforeseen and extraordinary” and directly relates
the number of months of the extension to the delay.

F. Status of project milestones/revised project milestones: Provid: information about

the original milestone dates and the revised dates for Environmental Documents
(CEQA and NEPA), Right of Way Certification, and Construction.

03/07/00 1



To: Geoff Kline

From: MTC, FEA/L. Kemp/M. Miletich 04720700 11:4lam PST pg 5

APR-20-008 11:24 FROM:MTC 1ID:5184647782 PAGE

G.

Timely Use of Funds: Provide which meeting your request should be heard or set a
date that you need the approval. Refer to the CTC calendar poste:d on the web to
determine the appropriate date, and keep in mind that Caltrans wiil need sixty days
lead time to process the request prior to the CTC meeting.

Local Agency Certification: Provide information on whom is the responsible party
to contact with questions regarding this project and obtain signature of approving
official.

Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA)/Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO)/County Transportation Commission (C1°C) concurrence:
Obtain concurrence/approval from appropriate lead agency. Requests will not be
processed without review and approval of the responsible RTPA/MPO/CTC official.

Caltrans District Local Assistance Engineer Acceptance: After reviewing the
request for extension, the DLAE will sign off and forward the request to
headquarters’ for processing to the CTC for vote.

03/07/00 2

of 14
5



To: Geoff Kline

APR-20-00 11:25 FROM:MTC

To: (DLAE Name)

From: MIC, FEA/L. Kemp/M, Miletich 04/20/00 11:41am PST pg b

ID:51@4647782 PAGE

REQUEST FOR TIME EXTENSION
STIP Local Highway Projects

Local Agency Letterhead

District Local Assistance Engineer
Caltrans, Office of Local Assistance

(District Address)

Dear (DLAE Name)

Date :

PPNO:

PROJECT #:

EA:

(Brief Project Description)
(Location)

(County)

Assembly District:

Senate District:

We request that the California Transportation Commission approve a request for a time cxtension for this project.

A. Project description;

(Enter description of project, location and scope from Project Nomination Sheet. Inclucle programmed funding level by

phase)

B. Project element for which extension requested: (check appropriate box)

Allocation Expenditure Award ﬁ:?):lt‘:-:xittil.;:ceptance)
C. Phase (component) of project: (check appropriate box)
v [t &[] o
D. Date suminiaiy
Original Number of Months of Extended Deadrine
Deadline Extension Requested

E. Reason for project delay

Tudicale tlie reason for the project delivery delay. Specity the length ot time the prosect will be delayed. The length
of extension requested cannot exceed 20 months and must be directly atmributed to th:e reason for delay specified.

03/07/00

of 14
6



To: Geoff Kline From: MTC, FEA/L. Kemp/M. Miletich 04720700 11:41am PST pg 7 of 14
APR-20-@@ 11:25 FROM:MTC ID: 5184647782 PAGE 7

Request for Time Extension (Local Highway Projects)
Page 2 of 2

F. _Status of project milestones/revised project milestones

1) Completion of Environmental Document:
CEQA - Describe document type and date (original milestone date and revised date).
NEPA - Describe document type and date (original milestone date and revised date).

2) Right of Way Certification:
indicate the date right of way was certified (or will be certified) for the project (original milestone date and
revised date).

3) Construction:

Indicate the date the project will be ready tc advertise or was advertised (origiial milestone date and revised
date).

G. Timely Use of Funds

We request that the Commission approve this request at the meeting, or by

H. Local Agency Certification:

This Request for Time Extension has been prepared in accordance with the Procedures for Administering Local Grant
Projects in the State Transporiation Improvement Program (STIP). | certify that the insormation provided in the
document is accurate and correct. [ understand that if the required information has not een provided this form will be
returned and the request may be delayed. Please advise us as soon as the time extensioi has been approved. You may
direct any questions to at

(name) (phone number)

Signature Title: Date:

Agency/Commission:

I. Regional Transportation Planning Agency/County Transportation Commission Cor.currence:

Concurred
Signature Title: Date:

Agency/Commission:

J.___Caitrans District Local Assistance Engineer Acceptance;
I have reviewed the information submitted on the Request for Time Extension and agre:: it is complete and has been
prepared in accordance with the Procedures for Administering Local Gram Projects in .he State Transportation

Improvement Program.

Signature Title: Date:

Attachments:

Distribution: (1) Original + 1 copy to DLAE (2) copy to Regional Planning Agency/County Transponation Commission

03/07/00



TEA-21 Pre-Cycle STP
(1997/1998 and 1998/1999) adopted June, 1996

Project Delivery Status

MTC Policy Requires Full Obligation by September 30, 2000
as of: April 15, 2000
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Programmed Obligated Balance
Amount Percent Amount Percent Amount Percent
Discretionary $48,463,020 52% $26,161,164 54% $22,301,856 46%
Guarantee $45,533,892 48% $22,282,365 49% $23,251,527 51%
Total $93,996,912 100% $48,443,529 52% $45,553,383 48%
MTC - Funding and External Affairs
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MTC - Funding and External Affairs

TEA-21 Pre-Cycle STP

(1997/1998 and 1998/1939) adopted June, 1996
Local Streets Improvements
Delivery Status

Full Obligation Required by September 30, 2000

as of April 15, 2000

Contra Costa
Marin

Napa

San Francisco
San Mateo
Santa Clara
Solano
Sonoma

Total

Programmed

$1.717,215
$1,716,000

$711,000
$3.049,400

$576,740
$3.094,595
$2,426,000
$2,270,240

$27,003,412

Obligated

$531,363
$129,708
$226,000
$2,673,317
$273,527
$2,905,285
$1,228,679
$612,300

$14,020,753

Percent

31%
8%
32%
88%
47%
94%
51%
27%

52%

Balance

County Amount Amount Amount Percent
Alameda $11,442,222 | $5,440,574 48% $6,001,648 52%

$1,185,852
$1,586,292
$485,000
$376,083
$303,213
$189,310
$1,197,321
$1,657,940

$12,982,659

69%
92%
68%
12%
53%
6%
49%
73%

48%

J:ProjectiFunding\Stp-Cmaq\TEA-21 PreCycie\
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TEA-21 Pre-Cycle

Full Oblig teq p 30, 2000
- FTA Agency SethmiinIng Program Amatint % Oblig. Balance %
VIP 1D EA Fedaral Proj No. Grant ¢ Program  Type D Agency Projact Title Amount Obligated  Oblig.  Dste Ramainaing Remain.
ALALED
ALA9TS018  04-926515  STPL-5012(035) STPD LSl 5012 Ciyef Oaklund Hegenberger Rd Retinb {Doolittle to Ssn Leandro 51) and 73rd Ava (E. 14th to MacAn 84,007,000 5354120 0% 0272898 2 $3652800 01%
ALAG79017 04828865  GTPL-5012(039) STP-D  LSI 5012 City of Oakiand E_12UvSan Leandro S, Realignment & Signal Inarconnact (Fruitvale BART TransA VA $1,270,000 $84988 7% 08258  $1,194.012 93%
ALAG79015  04-928518  STPLDB-5012(036) STP-D LS| 6012 City of Oukland Rehabjiitate 7th 51 from Cypress St to Markel and From M. King Jr. Way i Fallon St $1066,000  $1066785 100% 05/28/99 $785) 0%
ALAGTAM31  04-926740  STPL-5041(014) STP-D__ LSl 6041 CityofSanLeandro  E 14l Strwet/ Signas Imp - (1967 RTSOP Il $199,125 $155746  78% 09/1599 $43378  22%
ALAG56025  04-926318  STPL-5050{008) TP Amesas?  STPD LS 5050 City of Hayward O Street from Grand 10 - ard imp 30 $433790 0% 08/00/98 (343,379) 0%
ALAOTE003  04-823103  STPL-5050{012) BTP-D 5050  City of Hayward Depot Road | C 0 Imp $431,000 $119674 26% 08/03/99 $311.328  72%
ALAB76033 Funde riay be redirected 1 tesbel ArwFure Reute 84 STP-D 5053 Clty of Livermore Holmes Sywst (SR 34/Interchenfis Improvements) $418,000 $0 0% ¥ $418000  100%
ALASTAMIO un Poblo SMARY Comtbor STRD LSl #0672 Cltyol-Barkeley $445: 140 0 o% S0 W0%
ALASS0084 8273 STP-D__ LSl 6273 AlsmedaCMA San Pablo SMART Corridor $145,140 $0 0% §145.140  100%
ALARSS013 Project Deleted - Funds 580/880 UC STP-D 5432 Cil Oublin-Bivd Widening-Ahass i $578,000 0 0% $678.000  300%
9780320 04-928484  STPLN-8066(001) STP-0 5432 ACTA Routes 580/88D Interchange Modification Improvements - Right of Way 578,000 $578,000  100% 02/25/98 30 0%
ALASTAM20  04-928565  STPL-5633(048) STP-D LSl 6833 County of Alamed Traffic C Upgrade - (1987 RTSOP 1)) $194,700 0 0% $194700  100%
BRTW/5003  04-923257  STPL-6000{008) STP-D 6000 BART Rehabiitaion of BART A & B Cars - Alameda County porfon $2279,000 $2279000 100% 00/08/39 $0 0%
ALAS50039  04-928509  STPL6D02(008) CA-90-X730  STP-D 8002 AC Transit AC Transi Radio Sys. - A fic Vehicle Monftoring/Locstion (AVW/AVL) (ALA poric  £2,256,000  $2,256000 100% 02/28/88 $0 0%
ALAGTO013 04028320  CML-B0B4(077) STP-D__ LSl 6084 MIC Traffic Engineering Technical Assistance Program (TETAP) - Alameda County portion $75,000 $75000 100% 02/28/87 $0 0%
MTC980002 04-928218  STPL-8003(02) CA-90-X937 STP-O0 8084 MTC Regions] Single Fare Collection Sysiem (Translink) - Alsmerda Counly porion §151,000 $151,000  100% 6872799 O 0%
ALAGTAM28  04-071814  STPL-6273(016) "STPD T LSI 6273 Alameda CMA Hesperian Bivd I d - (1997 RTSOP Hi) B " 3296 475 $298475 100% 12/20/09 $0 0%
ALAQ7AM27  04-071624  STPL8273(017) STP-D LSl 6273 Alameda CMA San Pablo Conido; Improvemaents - (1857 RTSOP Il $189,380 $185,390 100% 12/20/89 $0 0%
Alameds County Discretionary Total:  $13584,830  $7.849557 56% $5915273 4%
AATSA18 Puncs rdiracied 0 3 ADA projects and 8sn Pablo Ave SIRG 6003 Gly-elOakiand Citywide ADA-and Sately- Improvements-in-Oakiend $1:838:000 0% $4.038,000  100%
ALAG00S3  04-926407  STPL-5012(031) STP-G 6002 City of Oakland Signing and Striping $442,500 - $442850 100% 05/16/99 $150) 0%
ALASG00B0  04-928408  STPL-5012(032) STP-G 8002 City of Oakland Curb Cuts $242,500 $354000 go% DB/03/99 $88500  20%
ALAG900SA  04-928405  STPL-5012(033) S5TP-G 6002 City of Oakiand Citywide Sidowalk Raepair 3442,500 $443.000 100% 08/23/99 ($500) O%
ALAGGOGEZ  5042(030) Funds redirecied San Patio Rehetr STRG L5t 6002 CiyolOakiand  SanPabic AvenueMadian Constniclion $808,480 88 o% $808 880  100%
ALA957067  04-927828  STPL-5012(016) STP-G___ LS| _ 6002 Cily of Oskiand San Pablo Avenus Pavement Rehabifitation and Signal Intsrconnect from 16th to Emer 308,880 42702 79% ODBRINT $126178  21%
AAD7E001 04028336 CML-6014(0I0)  TPAmmnr  STRG LBt 5044 GlyolAlameda Adlantic A Cowi p inAlsmed $206,000 $135.600  G8%  0RU250 )
ALA-975002  04-326247  CML-5014(008) STP-G LSl 5014 City of Alameda Tiden Way Eicycie and P: ian Imp: ts. Signal i act, and roadway re $205,000 $205,000 100% 05/11/86 )
ALAOT9020  04-928430  STPL-5041(012) STP-G LS| 5041 Cityo{Senleandm R ct Fai from Hesperian bo E. 14t Strest in San Leandro $352,000 $351,990 100% 0B/15/88 $10_ 0%
ALAD78011_ 04-923142 _ STPL-5050(015) STP-G__ LSI 5050 City of Hayward Hayward 'B' Street Rehabilitation, 2nd to Kelly $533.000 $533,000 100% 04/18/88 0 0%
ALAGTE012  04-028532  STPL-5053(006) STP-G LSl 5063  City of Livermora North Livermora Avenua Overlay in Livermore $428,000 $426,000 100% D8/U2/89 0 0%
ALABSI006 Funds Transierred to Hearet Avs, end Porten Remana; SIRG  LSI 5067 CiyofBeraldy  College Ave Raecorsiruclion Achby-lo Soulh Cily Lt Borkeley $836,000 $66612 0% 1276 $570488  00%
ALAOS6000  04-928689  STPL-5057(015) STPG LSl S057 City of Berkelay Hearst Ava Payement Reconstruction ) $538,000 $535821 100% 0B/03MB 8179 0%
ALAS91005  04-923252  STPL-5057(016) STPG (S| s087  Cityof y Coilage Ave. struction, Ashby to South City Limit in y $65.512 $85512  100% 12/27/99 50 0%
ALA7S019  04-923368 5101 €e0492337 _STP-G_ LSl 5101 City of Pleasanton Hopyard Read Resurfacing, P $379,000 $114,000 30% 03/07/00 $265000 D%
ALAG77089  04-928404 BHLS-STPL-6156(001) STP-G LSl §156 City of Piedmont Oskiand Ave. Bridge Rehabilitation, Pied $78,000 $76,000 100% 07/31/97 0 0%
ALADGCOSS ne [ orofect STRG $18  Cilyot-Albany Albany-Cordonioss- Craak Commuier-Bicyde Routa $07:000 % $97.000  300%
ALAS90058 5178 STP-G 5178 City of Albany Albany Cordoniices Creek Commutsr Bicycle Route $97,000 0% $97.000  100%
ALARZOOI4  04-823267  STRL-$337{008) Se4 06-20 EEECE T ot Codar Bvd.Jemps Nowark Sivd-to-Saulh-of- Lake-Bivd. $106,000 3422706 6@k 012700 $63,206  22%
ALAZI1072 5317 Wwiun?  STP-G LS| S37  City of Newark Newark Central Avernss Pavement Rehabiliation $196,000 $132,785 @8% D1/27/00 $63205 0%
04027740 STRLNMA-§322(013) R i $IR-G 6322 ClyatFrement Local-match for ission Bivd- 9 $1.271.000 SUITM4 O% 7 $+463256 8%
] §TP-G 5322 City of Fremont Funds R d from Fremont Mission Bivd Widening - but to where? §1,271,000 $117.744 9%  O4MOB7  $1,153256  @1%
ALASIOU3 U4-YzB568 NTPL-6354(010) CA-YU-A8%) alb-s 4394  Union City Transtt Purchase of Two Pamtansit for Union Cay 1rans $108,000 $107,529 100%_ 04/19wo »n Um
ALAG70005 049223342 STPL-5354(D11)  ALA981024 _STP-G LSl 6354 Clty of Unlon City Decoto Road Rehabilitation, Union City $286,000 §170%6 6% 03/13/00 68024 4%
ALADTS0IS Project Defetad - Funds ® Ao Canel e $432  Cily-atOublia i . -t DrfBrghton-Dr- $436.000 o% $H5000 100%
5432 STP-G 6432 City of Dubfin Alar 0 Canal Bicycls Path $176,000 . 0% $175000  100%
ALAGTS008  04-628738  STPL-5933(050) STP-G 5633 Caunty of Alamed R d Road g from 1-580 Lo vicinity of Grove Way 876,000 $876,000 100% 02/24/99 80 0%
ALA978006  04-928738 _ STPL-5933(050) STP-G 5833 Caunty of Alamed. dwood Road Widening from (-580 to vicinity of Grove Way (FAS Funds poriion) $712,000 $712,000 100% 02/2499 0 o%
04928184  STPL-6002(006) CA-90-X730  STP-G 8002 $719830 51% 0228008 0%
ALAG50026  04-928509  STPL-6002(007) CA-90-X853 STP-G 8002 AC Transk AC Transil Tirs and Tuba Replacemant Progrsm 1,403,000 $545,980 3g% 00/06/6 $190  pyw
04-923265  STPL-6002(008) CA-80-X841  STP-G 6002 §127.000 10% 09/16/98 %
ALASS0013  04-926724  STPL-6193(D03) CA-90-X875 _ STP-G 8193 [AVIA LAVTA Bus Pulouls $48,000 $45.000  100% 06/08/98 $0_ o%
ALARZEACF Project Deleted - Funde © SRG 6034  Calrane Oevelopment-ol-RELE-for-the-widening ot 1238 +580-and-H-380 $500,000 a% $500.000  100%
8024 STP-G 8024 Calrans 262/860/\Warren Bivd ge R clé $500,000 0% $500000 100%
ALAGZEO0M Puarsta 05 Son Pobly SMART Corridor SIRG  LSF 5024 Cawane Tralio-Signal-Rrasmp y on-Exisitng Signals—San Pablo-Avs-in-Emenadilie $29.000 o% §20.000 100%
ALAS90084 6273 STP-G_ LS| 8273 AlamedaCMA San Pabio SMART Corridor j $20.000 30 0% §20.000  100%
Alameda Caunty Guarantan Total:  $10311,802  $7,545828  73% §2,766263  27%
Alameda Local Streets Improvemants (STP-D & STP-G) Total:  §11,442,222  $5440,574  48% $6,001,648  52%
ALAMEDA TOTAL: $23876,722 $15195,186 &4% $8,681,536 6%
MYC- Furing anad Extowvsl Affuire
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TEA-21 Pre-Cycle

Full Obligation Required by September 30, 2000

ot Apetl 1K, 2900

FTA Agency . Program Amount % Oblig. Balance %
TPID €A Federal Pro| No. Gramt # Program  Type 1D Agency Project Title Amount Obiiget=d  Obllg. Date Aemainning  Resnain,
CC-978050  04-828560 STPLMA-5024(012) STP-D 5024 City of Martinez d Avenus Imp $1.500000  $1,500.000 100% O7/08/99 0 0%
CC-97AM32 04071884 STPL-5038(010) STP-D _ LSI 5038 Chy ol Arioch Lona Tree Way Signal § - (1997 RTSOP 1) $168,150 $44265 268% 12/20/99 $123.885  74%
CC-97AM35 ~ 04-071904  STPL-5137(016) STP-D__ LSI 6137 City of Rich 22rvd/23rd Strests Cutting Bivd Timing and interconnect - (1997 RTS0P ) $163.725 $163,000 100% 01/28/00 7
CC-97AM37 5225 STP-D  LSI 5255 Ciyof Walhul Creek __ Ygradio Valiey Rd Signal Sysiem hmprovements - (1997 RTSOP Hil) $318,630 0 0% $316,530  100%
CC-H7AMI4 _ 04-071694 __ STPL-S375(007) STP-D  LSI 6375  City of Ploasant il Cortra Costa Bivd/ 1-680 Traffic intep - (1967 RTSOP 1) $301,765 $142533  47% DI/16/38 3159252 53%
CC-97AM38 04071924 STPL-S437(011) STP-D LSl 5437 City of San Ramon Crow Canyon Rd. wct and Retiming - (1897 RTSOP i) $183,725 $68,168  42% 0911498 $95557  58%
CcoTAMI Preject Deloted - Funda Retumed o MTC STRD LSl 6444 GlyelOdnde Miner-Road-Sighal-Repl {IOG-RTSORHY [ $24.780 $0 0% _ 54380 0%
BRTO75003  04-023257 _ G1PL-6000(008)  CAB0-X911 _ STP-D €000 BART Rehabiitaion of BART A & B Cara - Contra Costa Counlly porkon 31,431,000 $1,431,000 100% 09/08/99 S0 0%
ALAG50035  04-028580  STPL-6002(007)  CA-90-X853  STP-O 6002 AC Transit AC Yransit Radio Sys. - Autorsaiic Vehicle Mantoring/Location (AVMW/AVL) (CC poition $314,000 $314,000 100% O4/15/98 30 0%
MTC880002 _ 04928218 STPL-6003(012) CA-B0-X337 _ STP-D €084 MTC Regional Single Fare Colsction Sysiem (Transiink) - Conlra Costa County porion $284,000 $264.000 100% 08/27/99 $0 0%
CC-O79058 04928329 CML-G084{017) STP-D LSl 6084 MTC Trathe Engr 9 Technical A Program (TETAP) - Contra Costa Co. portion $47,000 $47,000 100% Q2/28M7 0 0%
CC-974065 6158 STPD @158 CCCIA Repl. 1t Buses FYS8 (x Buses) CCCTA . $3,800,000 $0 0% $3,800,000 _ 100%
Contra Costa County Oiscretionary Total: $8,470,215 $.973906 4T% $4,496248 53%
CC950011 04220284  HP21L-0855(002) STP-G 0850 ContaCosia TA. State Route 4 Widening on Easiem Seg ] $1,224000  §1,224,000 100% 12/02/08 $0 0%
CC-970041 04028663 STPL-5024(013) STP-G 5024 Cily of Martinez Multimodal Transfer Poirk Impr ot Martinez F Station $1,500,000  $1,500.000 100% 0B/27/98 80 0%
CC-979030  04-023253  STPL-5300(001) Edwewismers  STP-G 5300 Cityof Wainut Bivd g and jon in Brentwood $1,300,000 $146075 11% DY/14B5  $1,153.926  89%
CC-979048  D4-923253  STPL-5300D01) Eswwimsspws  STP-G 5300 Cily of Br State Route 4 (Brentwoad Bivd) g and R xcon $1,200,000 $146.074 12% 09/1499  $1,053.927 88%
CC-B7B055  D4-828668 _ STPL-5385(004) STP-G 5388 City of Clayton Marsh Creek Road cfion and Widening $660,000 $8AS530  13% 0a/20/98 $511.470_ &T%
CC-000028 Charge in Project Goope L asancd 6028 CounlyelConiraCosta BymnaHighway Lot Tum-nnes $668.000 $66387  12% O9/M4/e $460.802 3%
CC-900028 04923235  STPL-5628(039) STP-G LS| 5828 Countyof Contra Costa Byron Highway Modifications $556,000 $96397 12% 09/14/99 3480803  88%
Conira Costa County Guawrantes Total: 36,440,000 $3,171.075  49% $3268925  51%
Contra Costa Local Streets Improvements (STP-D & STP-G) Tolal:  $1,717,215 $531,3681  31% $1,185852  69%
CONTRA COSTA TOTAL: $44,910,215  §7,145041 48% $7,765,174  52%

STPL-6003(012)

{MTCE90002 CA-80-X937 Regional Single Fare Coflection System (Translink) - Murin County portion $378,000 $0
MRN970040  04-928320  CML-6084(017) STP-D___ LSl 6084 MIC Traffc Enginesring Tschnical A Program (TEETAP] - Masin County portion $14,000 $14.000 100% 02/28/97 0 0%
MRNS70064 6003 ___ 57PD 6003 GGBHTD Right of Way Purchase far D Sanf Bus Etorage Faciity GGBHTD $1,913,000 0% $1.913,000 _ 100%
Marin County Discretionary Totsl;  $2,308,000 $393.000  17% §$1,913.000  83%
MRN970030 STPL-5160(005) - STPG___ LS| 8168 City of Larkspur Doherty Drive Improvemants in Larkspur $300,000 $16820 6% 07/2599 $283.180 4%
MRND70015  04-928742 __ STPL-5277(007) STPG__ LS| 8277 City of Fairfax Fairtax Sir Francis Orske Bid. Imp nt $124,000 $885) 7% 10/30/96 3115147 33%
MRN970038 5827 STP-G__ LS| __ 5827 County of Marin County FAS Share, Rural Road Rehabition and Impravements $335,000 0% $335,000 100%
MRN970037  04-928744  STPL-5827(019) STP-G_ 1S 5527 County of Marn While's Hill Slide Repair - Marin County $600,000 $90,035  15% 10726/98 $509.965  85%
MRN970038 5027 STPG __ LS| _ 5927 County of Marin South Novato Bivd. PSR F $112,000 o% $112,000 100%
MRN970038 5027 STPG__ LS| 5327 County of Marin San Rafael Lucas Valley jon Impr $231,000 % $231,000 _ 100%
MRN970020 _04-020573 STPLMAGOD3(006) CA-80-XB54 __ STP-G 8003 GGBHTD GGBHTD Transit v $141,000 $141,000 100% 10/20.96 CC
Marin County Guareniee Total:  $1,843,000 $256.708  14% 14%  $1586232 8%
Mann Local Streets |mprovermants (STP-D 4 STP-G) Total:  $1,716,000 $129.708 8% $1586,292 9@2%
aaron TOTAL: $4,144,0im poan, v VB PR WPy "om

Ona-Time Extenaion Approved & Agrl 1 2001 _S City of Napa Trancas Rouls 29 Mutimodal Facility $563,000
MTC980002  04-828218 STPL-8003(012) CA-80-X937  TP-D 6084 MTC i Singls Fare C hon Systern (Transfink) - N+ 8 County partion $52,000 $52,000 100% 08/27/39 0 0% |
|MTC970020  04-920328 CML-8084(017) STP-D LSl 6084 MTC Traffic Engineering Technical A Program (TETAP) - Napa County portion $7,000 $7.000 100% Q2/28/97 $0 % !
]
Napa Caunty Dé b y Total: $622,000 $59.000 8% $563.000 9% !¢
NAPS70001 5042 STPG__ LS| 5042 City of Napa New Signal: Jefferson and Clay i the Gity of Napa $222,000 % $222000 100%
NAPOT0008  04-923382 5821 STP-G LSt 5921 County of Napa Various Rasurfacings of Rural County Roads $482,000 $219,000 45% 0311500 £283, 000 55%
NAPS70007 0085 CA-80-X856 STP-G 0085 Naupa Valley Transit Thres Bua Rehabilitations for Napa Transit $180,000 0% $180,000  100%
Napa County Guarantes Total: $084,000 £219,000 25% 25% $685,000 T5%
Napa Local Streets iImprovements (STR-D & STP-G) Total: $711,000 £226000 32% $485000 68%
NAPA TOTAL: $1,506,000 $278,000 18% $1,224,000 2%

NTC - Funding asd External Aflirn
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TEA-21 Pre-Cycle
Full Dblig Req by S 30, 2000
ag of Apr¥ 15 2Em bl “
FTA Agency . Program Amount % 9. Balance
TP 1o EA Federtl ProjNo. o ree  Prosmam Type ", Agency Project Title Amount  Obfigstsd Obiig. Date  Remainsing Remain,
MM-38 04-928543  BTPL-5834(076) B STPD LS| 5834 ChyofSanFrancsco  3nd Strwet Timing Project - (1897 RTSOP Jll) $§28.550 $26,559 100% 0331488 9 0%
SFO7AMIS  04-928555 STPL-DP-5304(076) STP-D LS| 5834 Cly of San Francsoo _ Alemany Bivd. / San Jose Ave_ improvements - (1997 RTSOP 11i) $144,255 128320 20% 0373158 $115926  80%
SF-97TAMA0  04-828554 STPL-DB-5034(077) STP-D LS| 5834 Ciy of San Francsan _ Uppsy Market Signal Timing - (1997 RTSOP {ll) $218,585 $58429 27% 033198 $180,188  73%
SF-070037  04-823223 STPLCML-8016(008) CA-00-X803  STP-D 5834 S.F. MUNI Rapl WRehabiitation of MUNI Meto Tracks $3.190,000  $3.190,000 100% Q90385 S0 0%
BRTB75003 04023257  STPL-6000(008) CA-S0-X811 _ &TP-D 6000 BART Rshabilitsion of BART A & B Cars - Sen Frandsco Counly portion _ 81290000  $1,290,000 100% O0W/MDE8NS $0 0%
BF-970170 04623150  STPL6O16(005) STP-D 6016 S.F. MUNI Trollay Overhead raconstucian - Varous Localions $1.736000 $1,736.000 100% 031999 0o
SF-990011 04528320  CML-6084(017) ~ _STRD LS 6084 MTC Tratfic Enginsering Tedthical A Program (TETAP) - San Frandsco Co. portio $43,000 $43.000 100% 022807 80 0%
VRNO70084 8008 _sTPD " " 8003 _GGBHYD Right of Way P for D SenF Bus Sworage Facilty GGBHTD $839,000 0% $335000 100%
San Francisoo County Discretionary Total  $7.487,400 $6,372.317  85% $1,115083 15%
SF-990008  04-026888  STPL-5034 (081) STPG__ LSl 5834  County of San Francac Geneva Street Resurfacing, curh culs, and Bicydle larms from Santos to San Jose Ave  $1.028,000  $1,026,000 _100% 06/30/99 $0 0%
SFI20010  04-828731  STPL-6934 (082) STP-G LS| 5934 County of San Francisc_Sutter Street Resurf: and Bicydle |anes from Powsl Syest to Presidio $682.000 $562.000 100% 092099 $0 0%
SF-890013  04-926747 _ STPL-5034 (083) STP-G LBl 5834 Counly of San Francisc Califomia Skreet Resustacing from Frankin to Arguelio . $829,000 $829,000 100% 08/2099 0 0%
6F-890014  04-926414  STPL-5034 {070} §TP-G 5034 Counly of San Franciac St Charies Ave. Pathwary Rehahilitation for ADA Trensk Acoass $838,000 $1168,000 14% 0873187 $722,000 _ 86%
9501173 04-828413  STPL-5834(080) STP-G 6934 County of San Frandisc_Curb Ramp Construcion st various locations for ADA Compliance L $24,000 $24,000 100% 0831197 0 0%
Project Deleted - Funde 18 Guanrera { [TMS f Bacon STP-G 5034 Counlyol-SenFantisc- o $166;000
SF-090017  04-028244  STPLH-5934(059) STP-G 5934 County of San Francisc_Guersro at 21 Street Barvier ) e 15,000 $14.873  09% 07/26/9 $127_ 1%
SF-890018 5034 STP-G 5834 County of San Frandsc_Integrated Transp 4 System _ $40,000 0% 07299 $40,000 _ 100%
SF-080016 5904 STP-G LSl 5934 Counly of San Frencisc Bacon / San Bruno Traffic Signais e __ $100,000 0% 07/20M8 $100,000 _ 100%
04-828558  STPLMA-5934(079) STP-G 5034  County of San Francisc_Van Ness P ian Safety improvements $858,000 $67.017  10% 04/16/98 $591,983  90%
MRNS90015  04-820575  STPLMA-6003 (008) CA-90-X854 _ STP-G 8003 GGBHTD Femy Fessal Radar Rapl $62,000 $62,000 100% 08/13/98 8 0%
SF-070189  04-923223 STPLCML-6018(008) CA-80-X893 STPG 8018 S.F. Muni Meto Subway Signage and Enhar - Upgrade Signage at LRV Stationt _ __s875000 $675,000 100% 03/0M99 $0 0%
SF890018 04923183 STPL6168(005) CA-80Xas3  STPG 6169 Port of SF (Co. o SF) _ South of Pier 2 o _ 51000000  $1,000,000 100% 07/2099 0 0%
San Francisco County Guarantee Total,  $5030,000  $4,475800 75% 75%  $1,454,110  25%
SanF Local Streets lmpr (STP-D & STP-G) Total:  $3,040.400  $2673.317 88% §$378003 12%
SAN FRANCISCO TOTAL:  $13417400 $10,848,207 @1% $2,569,193 19%
MM-44 97-15 Redirected Furis b Gan Mutes EI Camino Rasl <40+ (£~1 102 Gity-ol-Blemont ElLCaminelnlemonnect— (1007 RTISOR WY o $75,226 $0 0% $25:226  100%
SM-87AM47 04828833 QAASTPL6102(011) STP-D LS| 5102 Ciy of San Mamg Ei Camino Real Intarconnect - (1997 RTSOP (1) ) o $351,120  §977,058 50% 080208 $174061 50%
SM-078020  04-928510 STPL-NDB5174(005) STP-D 5171 Cily of Burlingame Rolling Roed - 101 Freeway On and Off Ramps T $616,000 §90300 15% 1072309 $525700  85%
SM-87AM43  04.028840  STPL.5177(010) STP-D LSl 5177 SouthSan Franasco  Ciy-wida Signal Improvements - (1987 RYSOP IIf) - $146,025 $18873 12% 090308 $929,952  BE%
MM-42 04-928533  STPLDB-5108(014) STP-D LSl 5188 City of Daly Crty Signel Imp - (1997 RTSQP i) $37.170 $37.170 100% 02/24/88 $0 0%
SM-978030 04928564  STPL-S196(015) STP-D §198 City of Daly City John Daly Bivd, Overcrossing Widening at Route 280/Route 1 . $2,383,000 $283295 12% 041398  $2.079704 B86%
SM-87AM44 STPL-5226 (008) STP-D LSl 6226 City of San Bruno Controller Replacemant - (1957 RTSOP 1ii) $4,425 $4425 100% O07/17/8 $0 0%
Project Deisted - Furds Retvned o MTC STRD 6226 GiyotSentinme San-BainoAve+-Ci C A0TRISOR W) o $13.3%6 0 o% 813275 00
SM-97AM48 Project Daietad - Furds Rebumed to MTT S0 §936  CouwnlyofSanMaieo  Habouriivd /&l Camns (RTRTSORIN $17,700 0 0% $7R0  100%
MTCe90002 04-928603  STPL-8003(D12) CA-50-X937  STP-D 8084 MvYC Regional Single Fare C Sysiem (Transink) - San Mateo County pottion $1.187,000  §1,187,000 100% D/27/8 $0 0%
SM-979041 04928320  CML-8084(017) STP-D L6l @08¢ MIC Traffic Engineering Tachnical Assistance Program (TETAF) - San Mateo Co. portion $38,000 $38,000 100% 02/26/97 0 0%
CQon Maten f‘,ml*_v Discrationary Tria) £4 742 740 £ AW 121 0% $2 908617 61%
SM-879028 97-37 Reprogremvtwd Funds & Mamsh Rosd STRG Lol 6036  CounlyofSaniistec  SamTranc'Bus-Stmels™Rebeblikation $000.000 % $900,000  100%
§M-875901% STPLN-8204(019) STP-G 8204  Caltrans Marsh Road interchange Modificartion $900,000 $900,000 100% 07/01/98 $0 0%
SM-8796136 $8-% Re-Progremomd Praject 1 Cyols | STP-G 5835 Countyof SanMater  §an-Mateo-County-Readwey-RehabiiationFAS Shase $300.000 0 O% $300.000 100%
SM-970044 96-10 Re-Prograsmad Prejuctta Cycle | STPG 8089 BanMaleoCTA Northbaund-Auniiiany-Lane or-Route-401 at Bcdale $3.000.000 30 o% $3.000.000  100%
JPBI70001  04-067924  STPL-6170(010) CA-90-X860 STP-G 6170 Caltrain Hilsdale Caltrain Station Parking (RW) o $1,000,000  $1.000,000 100% 04/1398 S0 0%
San Maten County Guarantes Total  $1,900,000  $1.900000 100%  100% 0 0%
San Mateo Local Streels Improvamants {STP-D & STP-G) Total: $578,740 27527 A4T% $303.213  5%%
SAN MATEO TOTAL:  $5842,740  $3,734,123 5% $2908,617  44%
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I Grant # aram  Type “Tp Agency Project Title Amount Obligatnd  Oblig. Date  Remsinsing Remain.
SCLOTAMA9  04-828538  STPL-5005{055) STRD LSl 5005 Cityof San Jose Guadalupa Corridar C » - (1997 RTSOP IN) $283,200 $282200 100% 04/15/98 $1000 D%
SCLI7AMAS  D4-828537L  STPLMA-5318(004) STP-D LSl 5318 City of Cuperino De Anza / Stevens Creek Controller Upgrades - (1087 RTSOP Hl) $307,095 §307,095 100% 042399 $0 0%
SCLO7AMS0 _ 04-926539 _ STPL-5937(049) ) County of Santa Clara | B y. Adapéive Signal Control - (1987 RTSOP Iil) $336,300 §192.756 57% 03/2aM9 $143544 3%
MTCB90002 04-926218  STPLB003(012) CA-90-XB37  SIP-D MTC Regional Single Fare Collaction Sysiam (Transiink) - Santa Clara County portion $611,000 $611,000 100% O0A/27M5 0 0%
SCLI70002  04-028329  CML-BODA(017) STP-D MTC Trathc Eng g Technical Assistance Program (TETAP) - Santa Clara Co. portion $68,000 $88,000 100% 02/28M7 $0 0%
SCLII9003 5-21 Roprogramenad $2.500 In Rie 237 Druinegs 8TAD Calirans. Roules 8307237 iarchangs- Modiications-(Di 5 arben) $-34B000 o $7:149.000
SCL979001 8204 STP-D Calrans Rowles BAO/Z37 flans (Di y Portion) - Remahing $4,649,000 0 o% $4,649,000
SCL990003 04438634 . gmm(m) §TP-D Cattrans Route 237 Dralnage and Pump Station (part of Routes 8B0/237 UC Medificalon) nsoo.yog ) §2.500,000 100% % [ 0%
Santa Clara Caunty Discretionary Tatal,  $8,774,585 53,981,051 45% $4.783.544  55%
SCL97S011  04-923143  STPL-6005 (057) STPG City of San Jose San Jose Straet A (Payback) $1.400000  $9.353555 ©O7% 08/1149 48441 3%
SCLO76005  04-927980  STPL-5037(036) STP-G ___County of Sanis Clara _ Caunty FAS Shera for ion of Stants Teresa Bivd $680,000 $681675 100% 08/02/99 (31.675) 0%
SCLOZA00T Project Duletad - Funds Tranetarsd © Articudoted Busess SRG Sante Clare VTA Rowta-101- Ausiiasy Lawe st Route 52 $6:800.000 o% $6:600000  300%
6067 STP-G San Clara VTA Afbcuiiated Bus Purchase o 35,000,000 o% $5600,000 100%
SCLO70004 arimzmis ® Tombses st Woll SHG Culvans Roule 880a37 & porion) $4:711.000 o $4:345000 100%
SCLV76003 _ 04.926018 __ STPL-5005(039) STP-G 5005 __ City of 5an Jose Trmble Road Widaning $2.880,000 5288000 10% 033188  §2,682000 90%
SCL9810S0 5213 STP-G . 5213 City of Sunnyvale Wolle RoadE| Camina Real Widening and Signal Img $1,831,000 0% $1.631,000  100%
Sunta Clars County Guarantue Total:  $12,391,000  $2,322.2  19% 19% S$IDDE7.786  81%
Sarda Ciars Local Streats Improvemants (STP-D & STR.G) Totat.  $3094 585  $2,905285 94% $189,310 6%
SANTACLARA TOTAL: $21,165,505  $6,304285 30% $14861310 TU%
QLA O
MTCO80002 04-928218  STPL-B003(012) CA-90-X937 STR-D 8003 MTC Regional Single Fare Collection System (Translink} - Solano Counly portion $263,000 $263,000 100% 0827/ $0 0%
MTCO70030 04-928329  CML-B0B4(017) STPD LSl 6084 MTC Traffic Engineering Technical Assistance Progrem (TETAP} - Solno County portion $20,000 $20,000 100% 06G/14/39 0%
SOLIZO032 56-10 Re-Prog d Project ta Cycle | D ' $1451000 % $1464.000  100%
SOLOTO003 04928845  STPL-5003(008] CA-80-X878  STP-D 5009 CityofBenkia DBenicia Transit Bus Purchase - T $198,000 $196,000 100% 070088 0 0%
Solano County Discretionsry Total’ $481 000 $481,000 100% 80 0% !
SOLI70006  04-528479  STPL-5003 {007) STPG__ LS| 5003 Cityof Benicie Chaisea Road Imer City of Banicia $53,000 $52,675 99% 07/14/99 §325 1%
SOLSF0004 Project Delsted - Furds Transferred © Valles Bus Rehet _See 5003 GCiyof-Banicia Thees-Bus-Rehabitetions-losBenicia Toansit $347.000 0 0% §$343:000 300%
SOLS70004 5080 STPG 5003 Cily of Vallajo Three Bus Rehabitations _ $317,000 0% T 7T T s317000  100%
SOL970066  04-823358  STPL-5030{D19) STP-G__ LSl 5030 _City of Vallsio Curioln Parway (3) Imp Valisjo _ $54,000 $54.000 100% 0272200 0 0%
SOL970073  04-923358  STPL-5030{019) STP-G LSl 5030 Ctyof Vallgjo Lemon Sireat (4) Imp Vafiejo _ $26,000 $4,004 15% 02722700 2199  85%
SOL970076 04923358  STPL-5030(018) STP-G LSI 5030 Cityof valtelo Mare [sjand Parkway (2) Improvements, Vallejo $120,000 0% $120000  100%
SOL70082  04-923358  STPL-5030(019) STP-G_ LSl 5030 Cilyof Vallsio Ter (3) Route 29 1o Monlerey in Vallejo $116,000 0% $118000 100%
SOL970138  04-023358  STPL-5030(019) STPG LS| 5030  Cily of Vafleio Ter (2) Main (o Route 20 in Vallejo $69,000 0% $63.000  100%
SOL970139 04973358 STPL-5030(019) STPG LS| 5030 Cilyof Vallsio T (1) Wilson to Marin in Valisio 599,000 % $99.000 _ 100%
SOLO70035  04-928643  STPL-5032 (003) STP-G LSl 5032 Cily of Suisun City Pintail Drive Improver in Suisun City $219,000 $233,000 100% 09/04/98 50 0%
BOL970014 04023115 STPL-5056 (003) §TPG LS8! 5056 City of Dixon Pitt School Road Improvements in Dixon $124,000 $124,000 100% O05/16/09 w0 0%
SOLS70059  04-928412  STPL-5084 (010) STPG LSl 5094 City of Vacaville Peabady Imp - ing, Vacavll $133,000 $133,000 100% 09/3097 $0 0%
SOLA70051 21 Tam e Tt e Ll T Lein P STOZ LSt 5094 CityofVasavitic $ aleusts Town {5). Vasovile $197.002 2% 407000 00K
50L020052 645 Trnsferred Funds from Lleurs ‘B B Lotwure 'A' STRG LSl 5004  CiyolVacevile ? . $20.000 o% $70000 300
SOL970051 a4 STP-G Ls! 5084  Cily of Vacavila Leisure Town (a), Vacavile $267,000 [ $267000 100%
SOLOZ0028  Prepsct Dolsted - Funds 1o Msin Sweet Dvaiay SIRG Sl 5090 CiyefRieVea Aeporl Road Improvements Rio-Vacla . $60,000 [, $80000 __ 100%
SOL870028 5099 STP-G LSl 5099 Cityof Rlo Visia Rio Vista Main Strest lmprovements Projects Overiay $60,000 0% 96000 100%
SOLI70027  04-928623  STPL-5132(007) STP-G LS| 5132 Cily of Faufisld Pannsylvania A " Fairfield $445,000 0% $445000  100%
SOLRTO029  Fuk o Bridge and Var. Overlsys STR-G LSl 5923 Countyol Solano - 3 $602,000 0% $602.000  100%
SOLB70028 _ 10-106534  STPL-5023(006) STP-G___ LSl 5923 Couty ol Bolano Sulsun Valiey Road Suisun Creek Bridge Rep (Crunly FAS G $70,000 370,000 100% 01/26/00 $0 0%
SOLS70031 04923141 STPL-5923(040) 6TP-G LSl 5923 Couny of Salano Solano County - Vardous Roads Pavement Overday (Caunty FAS G ) $532,000 §532,000 100% 0411399 0 0%
Solano County Guarantee Total.  $2,723,000  $1.208,578  #4% M% 31514321 56%
Salano Lacal Streets improvemants (STP-D & STP-G) Total.  §2 428,000 $1,228679 51% £1.197321 49%
SOLANO TOTAL:  $3,204000  §1,6B96T9 5% $181421 4T%
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TEA-21 PreCycle

Full Qbligation Req 30, 2000
ns oy Aprll 14, 2000 .
TP ID EA Fadaral Pra] No. ;"‘: g Progam  Trpe AT' Agency Project Titls ':::::‘ OANM O::ﬂ m R Balance R-:nn.
SONOIMA
SONS70051 5022 STROD 5022  City of Peteluma Muli-Modal Transit u-u §350,000 $0 0% 5350000  100%
MM-69 04-920572 QAASTPL-50Z8(015) STP-0  LS! 5028 City of Santa Rosa S Ade Op - (1987 RTSOP 11 $330,090 $330990 100% OG/OB/S8 0 0%
SONS70075 04928738  STPL-S2MD1T)  CA80-X901  STR-D 5028 City of Santa Rnu Replacement of (3) Fuod Routs Transi Butes $848,000 $348,000 100% 11/24/08 o 0%
SONSTAMS2 04-828004  STPL-5123005) STP-D LS| 5123 City of Sebasing Avarve inerconnact - (1997 RTSOP IIf) $30,090 $30,000 100% 04/30/99 $90 0%
SONS7AMS3  04-828554 srPL-slzn(Ms) STP-D LS| 5920 Cournty of Sonoma s»gnal Symm MgmL Software Lipgrade - (1997 RTSOP Il $14,160 514,160  100% 02/26/08 0 U
SONGIV0EZ  prepeat $18D §320  Ceunly-ofSecoma Adebe-Roed-3ad-Retaluma Hal Road: and Yravaied Way lmp $3:186.000 0 o% $2,1656.000  100%
SONGZ0080 $9-10 Row Furvds to Cycie | $IRD §028  Cliyy-of Santa-Roca Famnors-Lane~-Roule-12 Comidorimprmvements $4700.000 0 b $1700000  30C%
99-10 Re-Proprammed Funds (o Cycle | SWHp L ) Golden-Gale-Bridge-Regionsl-Ti Pointimp 3486:000 0 0% $466.000 100%
MTC290002 04626216  STPL6003(012) CA-90-X937 STP-D 8084 MTC | Singla Fare Collection S (T ) - County porion $171,000 $174,000 100% 0827/99 $0 0%
SONS70039 049263290  CML-G084(D17) 5TP-D 1LS] 6084 WMTC Traffic Enginaering Technecal A Propram (TETAP) - Sonoma Caunty portion $23,000 $23,000 100% $0 0%
MRNO70064 6003 STP-D 8003 GGBHTD Right of Way F For D San Francisoo Bus Storage Facility $247,000 0% $247,000 100%
County D yTotak  $2,014240 81,417,150 70% $597,000  30%
SONO70048  (O4-028745  STPL-S072(037) STRG LSl =073 iy of P Lakevila R ing, Palsk $337.000 $45150 13% 103008 $201.850 B7%
SONB70076  04-020756  STPL-5028(017) CA-80-X901  STPG 5028 City of Santm Rou Santa Rosa Wast Side Transit Cenisr $638,000 $033,000 100% 112498 0 o%
SONOZOIE  Prejsct Duieted - Furc - Overiey 8RG8 6133 Cuyet - ’ burg A Resstating .5 pol $53.000 % §53,000  300%
SONS70078 5123 STRG LS 5123 c«y of Sebash Thwee-Strests in Sebasinpol - Overlay $53,000 % $53,000  100%
SONB70057 sI79 STP-G 5379 City of Rohnert Park_ Rohned Park C Bivd. Bicyria Path $271,000 0% $271.000  100%
SONSZ0020 Funde Redwood Hey STRG Lot 6383 CayoiCowd CotatiOn sigway Resuracing } $164.000 0% $464000  100%
SONS7002¢9 5383 STP-G LSI 5383  City ofCotafi Colat Old R Highweary Imp $154,000 0% $154,000 i00%
SONGZa102 Projsct Daioted - Fursa 1 Ol Redwood ey SRS M2 TownetWindsor Bel-Road-Extencion-in $188.000 [ $386,000  100%
SONB0035  04-928427  STPL-5472(002) STP-G LS| 5472 Townof Winds o Highway - Windsor Rd. to Arsta Lane - Reconstruction $189 000 $189,000 100% OMOUYT $0 0%
SONGEO0SO Project Oeleted - Furxha Steny Point Dverlny SRS B $020 CounlypelS $465.000 0% $485.000  300%
5820 STP-G LS| 5920 County of Sonoma Stony Point Road - Overtay $455,000 0% $465,000  100%
|SON970088 5020 STP-G (=] 5820 Counly of Resurtacing Napa Siyeet (County FAS) $63,000 0% $63.000 100%
SON970089 5320 STPG LS $820 Countyof S Stony Point Road - Phase 3 (County FAS) $631,000 0% $31,000 100%
SON970034 STPLMA8003(009) CA-30-X854 STPG 6003 GGBHTD GGBHTD Computer Equipment $60,000 $50,000 100% 081398 0 0w
SONS70035 STPLMA8003(007) CA-90-X854  STP-G 6003 GGBHTD GGBHTD Rep of Non-Revenue Vehicles $20,000 $£20000 100% 0&/13/98 0 0%
Sonoma Counly Guarantas Total:  $3 111,000 $1,182150 38% $1928850 62%
Sonoma Local Streets improvements (STP-D & STP-G) Total:  $2,270.240 612300 27% $1.657,940 73%
SONOMA TOTAL:  $5,125240  $2,509,00 51% $2,525,040  49%

MTC Region Discretionary Yotal:
MTC Ragion Gusrantse Total:

MIC - Fending mnd Extermsl Afluirs.
4 ProjectFumding\Jp-Crronp’
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MTC Reglon Local Strests Improvesants (STP-0 & STP-G) Total:

NTC REGION TOTAL:

348,480,020
845,533,092

$27,003,412

$26,161,164

$22.282,36%
$14,020,753

$48,443,529

4%
49%

52%

52%

$22,301,356
$29,251,527

$12,082,659

$45,553,303

46%
51%

48%
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