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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC)
AGENDA

1:30 p.m., Wednesday, April 24, 2013
Solano Transportation Authority
One Harbor Center, Suite 130
Suisun City, CA 94585

ITEM STAFF PERSON

1. CALL TO ORDER Daryl Halls, Chair
2.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA

3.  OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
(1:30 -1:35 p.m.)

4. REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, METROPOLITAN
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (MTC), AND STA STAFF
(1:35-1:40 p.m.)

e 2013 Bike to Work Day

5. CONSENT CALENDAR
Recommendation:
Approve the following consent items in one motion.
(1:40 - 1:45 p.m.)

A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of March 27, 2013 Johanna Masiclat
Recommendatior:
Approve TAC Meeting Minutes of March 27, 2013.
Pg.5

B. Project Delivery Update — OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) Jessica McCabe

Programming
Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
following projects for remaining OBAG STP and CMAQ funding:

1. $1,200,000 in CMAQ to STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S)

Engineering Projects;
2. $250,000 in CMAQ to STA Transit Ambassador Program;

TAC MEMBERS
Melissa Morton Joe Leach George Hicks Dave Melilli Dan Kasperson Shawn Cunningham David Kleinschmidt Matt Tuggle
City of City of City of City of City of City of City of County of
Benicia Dixon Fairfield Rio Vista Suisun City Vacaville Vallejo Solano

The complete STA TAC packet is availhble on STA’s website: www.sta.ca.gov
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3. $315,000 in CMAQ and $100,000 in STP to City of Suisun
City’s Train Station Improvements;

4. $450,000 in CMAQ to City of Vacaville’s Allison Drive
Sidewalk + Class I to Transit Center;
$500,000 in CMAQ to City of Vacaville’s Ulatis Creek Class |
Bike Lane (McClellan to Depot);

5. 1,095,000 in CMAQ to City of Vallejo’s Downtown
Streetscape (Maine Street); and

6. $1,800,000 in CMAQ to the County of Solano’s Vaca-Dixon
Bicycle Path

Pg. 11

CNG Feasibility Study for Solano County Robert Guerrero

Recormmendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
following:

1. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement
with SolTrans to develop a Compressed Natural Gas (CNG)
Feasibility Study; and

2. Approve dedicating $20,000 in State Transit Assistance Funds
(STAF) to match SolTrans contribution for the CNG
Feasibility Study.

Pg. 25

6. ACTION FINANCIAL ITEMS

None.

7. ACTION NON FINANCIAL ITEMS

A.

Solano County Project Initiation Document (PID) 3-Year Work Robert Guerrero
Plan for Caltrans

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the Solano
County new 3-year Project Initiation Document Work Plan (FY 2013-
14 to FY 2015-16) and submit to Caltrans.

(1:45-2:00 p.m.)

Pg. 31

Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee (SR2S-AC) Bylaws Danelle Carey

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the STA’s
Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee By-Laws.

(2:00 — 2:05 p.m.)

Pg. 35

The complete STA TAC packet is avaifible on STA’s website: www.sta.ca.gov
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Draft Safe Routes to School Countywide Plan Update

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to release the STA’s
Safe Routes to School Draft Countywide Plan Update for public input
at the SR2S Summit on May 23, 2013 for a 30 day comment period.
(2:05-2:15p.m.)

Pg. 41

STA Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF) Nexus Study
Update

Recommendation:

Recommend forwarding the updated list of RTIF Implementation
Package and Projects specified in Attachment B to the RTIF Policy
Committee and STA Board for approval.

(2:15-2:20 p.m.)

Pg. 47

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS - DISCUSSION

A.

Transit Sustainability Plan — Financial Assessment of Solano
County Transit Operators

(2:20=225pmm)
Pg. 51

Follow up to STA Board Retreat/Workshop

(2:25-2:35p.m.)
Pg. 53

Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) Project Implementation Deadline and
Development of Funding Plan

(2:35-2:45p.m.)
Pg. 163

Highway Projects Status Report:
1. 1-80/1-680/State Route (SR) 12 Interchange
I-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation
I-80 Express Lanes
Jepson Parkway
State Route 12 (Jameson Canyon)
State Route 12 East SHOPP
7. 1-80 SHOPP Rehabilitation

A o

(245=255p.m.)
Pg. 193

Legislative Update

(2:55-3:00 p.m.)
Pg. 197

The complete STA TAC packet is avaiBible on STA’s website: www.sta.ca.gov
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NO DISCUSSION NECESSARY

F.

Local Transportation Development Act (TDA) and Members
Contributions for Fiscal Year (FY) 2013-14

Pg. 251

Fiscal Year (FY) 2012-13 Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA)
Program Second Quarter Report

Pg. 257

Funding Opportunities Summary
Pg. 259

STA Board Meeting Highlights of April 10, 2013

la Va4
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Draft Meeting Minutes of STA Advisory Committees
Pg. 2069

STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule
for Calendar Year 2013

Pg. 277

ADJOURNMENT

Susan Furtado

Susan Furtado

Sara Woo

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

The next regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee is scheduled at 1:30 p.m. on
Wednesday, May 29, 2013.

The complete STA TAC packet is avaifkble on STA’s website: www.sta.ca.gov
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Agenda Item 5.A
April 24, 2013

Sira

Solano Ceanspottation Authotity

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Minutes for the meeting of
March 27, 2013

CALL TO ORDER

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

TAC Members Present: Mike Roberts City of Benicia
Joe Leach City of Dixon
George Hicks City of Fairfield
John Degele City of Rio Vista
Dan Kasperson City of Suisun City
Shawn Cunningham City of Vacaville
Jill Mercurio City of Vallejo
Matt Tuggle Solano County
TAC Members Absent: Melissa Morton City of Benicia
David Kleinschmidt City of Vallejo
STA Staff Present: (In Alphabetical Order by Last Name)
Danelle Carey STA
Robert Guerrero STA
Judy Leaks STA
Robert Macaulay STA
Johanna Masiclat STA
Liz Niedziela STA
Sofia Recalde STA
Others Present: (In Alphabetical Order by Last Name)
Nick Burton County of Solano
Steve Hartwig City of Fairfield



APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

On a motion by Dan Kasperson, and a second by Jill Mercurio, the STA TAC approved the
agenda with the exception to table Agenda Item 7.B, Draft Mobility Management until the
next regular meeting of the TAC on April 24, 2013.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
None presented.

REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF

Robert Guerrero provided a brief status update to the Consortium/TAC regarding the
Alternative Fuels Study. Mr. Guerrero explained that the consultant spent the last 2 months
developing implementation strategies and working on Public Private Partnership
opportunities. Mr. Guerrero indicated a working group meeting is planned next month to
discuss these items in context with draft elements of the Alternative Fuel and Infrastructure
Plan.

CONSENT CALENDAR
On a motion by Mike Roberts, and a second by Matt Tuggle, the STA TAC approved
Consent Calendar Items A & B. Items C & D were pulled for discussion.

A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of February 27, 2013
Recommendation:
Approve TAC Meeting Minutes of February 27, 2013.

B. Minutes of the TAC Special Meeting of March 6, 2013
Recommendation:
Approve TAC Meeting Minutes of March 6, 2013.

C. Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee (SR2S-AC) Bylaws
George Hicks commented that he considers the SR2S-AC to be a neighborhood issue
not a regional policy issue and suggested creating a separate advisory body that
reports to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) under a sub-committee. He stated
that it interferes with funding that is already competitive. He used Complete Streets
and Roads funding as an example.

Matt Tuggle concurred. He suggested adding a local representative from an agency
that knows how to deliver federal projects.

Mike Roberts commented that the funding for the individual agencies was more
formulaic before the OneBayArea Grant (OBAG). He stated that there are projects
competing within the County for the available funding as opposed to having set
amounts funding each jurisdiction. He recommended keeping a strong sense of
localism throughout this regional approach.

Shawn Cunningham commented on the importance of being more specific on the
“Engineering Profession Representative”.



Judy Leaks described that many engineers are a part of the SR2S-AC and concurred
that the section on “Engineering Profession Representative” needs to be rephrased.

Robert Macaulay stated that this specific change will be communicated to the TAC
members to help avoid confusion.

Dan Kasperson asked which committees were appointed by member of the
jurisdiction and not by the STA Board of Directors.

Robert Macaulay responded that the Bicycle Advisory Committee, Pedestrian
Advisory Committee, Paratransit Coordinating Council committees are all nominated
by the jurisdictions.

Judy Leaks stated that the purpose of the bylaws is to keep composition to help avoid
members leaving due to job changes and also to fill in school district and law
enforcement groups.

Dan Kasperson commented that this would enforce the anti-regional aspect of it tying
it to the TAC would allow the TAC body to weigh in on potential issues.

After discussion, the TAC recommended to table until the next meeting in April to
refine the issues.

On a motion by Dan Kasperson, and a second by George Hicks, the STA TAC voted
to table this item until the next TAC meeting in April.

D. Job Access and Reverse Commute(JARC)/New Freedom Funding Applications
Liz Niedziela announced that at their March 26" meeting, the Consortium modified
the recommendation to read as follows:

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to:

1. Submit Letter of Support to Caltrans in Support of the Faith in Action funding
applications for New Freedom for the Volunteer Driver Program for Seniors;
and

2. Apply for Job Access and Reverse Commute (JARC) and New Freedom
funding for the Solano Mobility Management Program; and

3. Submit Letter of Support to Caltrans in Support of the County of Solano
funding applications for New Freedom for Intercity Taxi Scrip Program.

On a motion by George Hicks, and a second by Matt Tuggle, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendations as amended above in bold italics.

6. ACTION FINANCIAL ITEMS

A. Solano County Priority Development Area Investment and Growth Strategy
Robert Guerrero distributed and reviewed the updated Solano County PDA
Investment and Growth Strategy listing all the sections that have been modified by
staff. He cited that the STA is required by MTC to complete the PDA Investment and
Growth Strategy and submit it to MTC by May 1, 2013.



After discussion, the TAC requested more time to provide comments via email to STA
staff and voted to amend the recommendation to read as follows:

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the STA PDA Investment
and Growth Strategy as shown in Attachment B and incorporating comments
received by 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, April 2, 2013.

On a motion by Mike Roberts, and a second by Dan Kasperson, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation as amended shown above in bold italics.

7. ACTION NON FINANCIAL ITEMS

A.

State Route (SR) 12 Comprehensive Evaluation and Corridor Management Plan
and SR 12 Safety Project Update

Robert Macaulay noted that in August 2012, Caltrans staff asked for changes to the SR
12 Comprehensive Evaluation and Corridor Management Plan. He indicated that the
changes do not impact the recommendations of the Plan, however, because the STA
Board had approved the original version of the Plan, it is recommended that the Board
approve the updated version at their April 10, 2013 meeting.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the updated SR 12
Comprehensive Evaluation and Corridor Management Plan as shown in Attachment A.

On a motion by George Hicks, and a second by Shawn Cunningham, the STA TAC
approved the recommendation.

Draft Mobility Management Plan
Liz Niedziela informed the TAC that based on input from the Consortium at their
March 26" meeting, staff recommended to table this item until a future meeting.

On a motion by Dan Kasperson, and a second by Mike Roberts, the STA TAC voted to
table this item until a future meeting of the TAC.

8. INFORMATIONAL - DISCUSSION

A.

Update on OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) Projects and Funding Recommendations
Robert Macaulay cited that MTC will release the draft of Plan Ba}I/ Area on March 22"
and the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) on March 29". He added that the
release of these documents begins the formal public review process, designed to allow
MTC to take final action to adopt the RTP in the summer of 2013. He noted that MTC
and ABAG staff are planning to make a presentation to Solano County elected officials
at the STA Board meeting of April 10, 2013.

Project Delivery Update — OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) Programming

Jessica McCabe reported that STA staff anticipates programming actions for the
remaining of $5.710 M in STP and CMAQ to be taken by the Board in May. She
added that these federal funds would be available to project sponsors by November
2013, should MTC’s 2013 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) development
process remain on schedule.



NO DISCUSSION

C. Legislative Update

D. Funding Opportunities Summary

E. STA Board Meeting Highlights of March 13, 2013

F.  Draft Meeting Minutes of STA Advisory Committees

G. STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule
for Calendar Year 2013

ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 2:30 p.m.

The next regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee is scheduled at 1:30 p.m. on
Wednesday, April 24, 2013.
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Agenda Item 5.A

April 24,2013
Solano Ceanspottation Authozity
DATE: April 15, 2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Jessica McCabe, Project Assistant
RE: Project Delivery Update — OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) Programming

Background:
As the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for Solano County, the Solano Transportation

Authority (STA) coordinates project funding commitments between project sponsors and
funding agencies. This coordination includes recommendations for programming, allocating,
and obligating federal, state, and regional funds for a variety of transportation projects. These
recommendations are based on the current and projected status of projects recommended for
funding by the STA.

On May 17, 2012, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) released guidelines for
the OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) program. OBAG is a new program developed by MTC and the
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) for the allocation of the region’s federal Surface
Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds.
OBAG combines funds for local streets and roads maintenance, Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC), regional bicycle network, CMA Planning activities, and other STP and
CMAQ eligible transportation activities into one grant proposal. For Solano County, OBAG
funding is estimated to be $18.8 M over 4 years.

Between July 2012 and December 2012, the STA Board programmed $12.573 M of the available
$18.769 M of STA OBAG funds for the following projects and programs:

Local Streets and Roads Projects, $5.863 M

STA Planning, $3.006 M

Dixon West B Street Bicycle Pedestrian Undercrossing, $2.535 M

Vallejo Georgia Street Downtown Streetscaping Projects, $0.611 M

Solano Napa Commuter Information, $0.533 M

STA Priority Development Area (PDA) Investment and Growth Strategy, $0.025 M (net
after backfill)

SurwnE

At the March 13, 2013 Board meeting, the STA Board approved the funding strategy for the
remaining $6.196 M of OBAG funds (Attachment A). Of the $6.196 M, the STA Board
approved for programming the $486,000 of STP for planning.

Discussion:

STA Programming Requirements

STA is requesting programming actions for the remaining of $5.710 M in STP and CMAQ to be
taken by the Board in May. These federal funds would be made available to project sponsors by
November 2013, should MTC’s 2013 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
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development process remain on schedule. In preparation and in accordance with STA’s project
delivery policy’s STA requested updated project delivery schedules from project sponsors
(Attachment B). These delivery schedules were reviewed by the Solano Project Delivery
Working Group (PDWG), and will be reviewed for approval by the STA Technical Advisory
Committee (TAC) at their April meeting.

In addition to the approval of project delivery schedules, project sponsors will be asked to enter
into a funding agreement with the STA prior to OBAG funds being programmed. A sample
funding agreement is provided as Attachment C. At the TAC meeting, staff will be seeking
feedback on the sample agreement. With these funding agreements, project sponsors will be
committing to the delivery schedules provided for their OBAG project. If delivery milestones
are not met and funds are not obligated within the timeline committed to, STA will consider
reprogramming OBAG funds to unfunded portions of Tier 1 and/or Tier 2 projects, listed in the
OBAG funding strategy, that are ready to use those funds in order not to lose these funds to other
Counties.

2013 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) Requirements

Subsequent to STA Board action, there are several programming requirements that will need to
be met before OBAG funds can be programmed into the TIP. Project sponsors will be required
to submit an STP/CMAQ resolution of local support, complete streets resolution, OBAG local
agency checklist, and a complete streets checklist. The required documents will need to be
provided to STA staff, to be uploaded into MTC’s Fund Management System (FMS) when TIP
project listings are to be submitted to MTC.

MTC’s Plan Bay Area is currently slated for adoption in June/July 2013, per the attached TIP
development schedule (Attachment D). Once adopted, a 2013 TIP amendment will add or
remove projects not included in the new RTP. August 1% is the deadline for submitting changes,
including new projects, to be included in the first amendment to the 2013 TIP. To adhere to this
deadline, STA will need to submit new projects to be amended into the 2013 TIP to MTC by
July 30™. The attached 2013 TIP Preparation Schedule (Attachment E) shows the STA’s project
programming and delivery schedule, along with each of MTC’s expected programming
milestones.

STA OBAG Funding Recommendation

STA is recommending the remaining OBAG funds be programmed for Tier 1 projects identified
in the STA OBAG Funding Strategy, approved by the STA Board on March 13, 2013. The Tier
1 Projects include:

STA’s SR2S Engineering Projects

STA Transit Ambassador Program

City of Suisun City’s Train Station Improvements

City of Vacaville’s Allison Drive Sidewalk + Class | to Transit Center
City of Vacaville’s Ulatis Creek Class | Bike Lane (McClellan to Depot)
City of Vallejo’s Downtown Streetscape (Maine Street)

Solano County’s Vaca-Dixon Bicycle Path

Fiscal Impact:
No impact to the STA’s General Fund. The STA has $5.710M remaining in One Bay Area

Grant (OBAG) CMAQ and STP funding provided by MTC for programming.
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Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the following projects for remaining
OBAG STP and CMAQ funding:

1. $1,200,000 in CMAQ to STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Engineering Projects;

2. $250,000 in CMAQ to STA Transit Ambassador Program;

3. $315,000 in CMAQ and $100,000 in STP to City of Suisun City’s Train Station
Improvements;

4. $450,000 in CMAQ to City of Vacaville’s Allison Drive Sidewalk + Class | to Transit
Center,

5. $500,000 in CMAQ to City of Vacaville’s Ulatis Creek Class | Bike Lane (McClellan to
Depot);

6. 1,095,000 in CMAQ to City of Vallejo’s Downtown Streetscape (Maine Street); and

7. $1,800,000 in CMAQ to the County of Solano’s Vaca-Dixon Bicycle Path

Attachments:

A. STA OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) Project Funding Strategy, 2-15-13

B. Project Delivery Schedules, 4-12-13

C. Sample OBAG Funding Agreement (To be provided by Legal Counsel under separate
cover.)

D. Tentative 2013 TIP Development Schedule. 1-17-12

E. 2013 TIP Preparation Schedule

13
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STA OBAG Funding Recommendation

ATTACHMENT A

2/15/2013
Funding Considered in OBAG Strategy CMAQ STP STAF TDA TOTAL
FY 2012-13, 13-14, 14-15, 15-16 5,610 586 182 485 6,377
Sponsor  Tier 1 projects
STA SR2S Engineering Projects 1,200 1,200
STA Transit Ambassador Program 250 32 282
Suisun Suisun Train Station Improvements 315 100 150 35 600
Rio Vista  Waterfront Promenade 450 450
Vacaville AII|sor1 Dr Sidewalk + Class | to 450 450
Transit Center
. Ulatis Creek Class |
Vacaville (McClellan to Depot) >00 >00
Vallejo Vallejo StreetScape (Maine St) 1,095 1,095
County Vaca-Dixon Bicycle Path 1,800 1,800
Various Planning Grants 486 486
TOTAL 5,610 586 182 485 6,377
Sponsor  Tier 2 projects Sponsor Tier 3 projects
. First Street Pedestrian . . .
Benicia Suisun Railroad Avenue Extension
Improvements
.. . . Key Destination
Benicia Industrial Park Transit Hub STA . .
sidewalk/Street inventory
Fairfield  West Texas Gateway Access
Suisun Lotz Way Improvements
. Burton Drive and Helen Power
Vacaville .
Intersection
. Vacaville Mason Street at Depot
Vacaville .
Street Road Diet
Vallejo VaIIeJ.O .StreetScape (Maine St,
remaining scope)
TBD Intercity Service for non-ambulatory

riders and mobility programs
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BASIC INFORMATION

Detail Project Information Table

Attachment B

Sponsor:
City of Rio Vista

TIP or Project ID:

|None yet.

Project Title:
Waterfront Promenade Phase 2

Primary Contact:

David Melilli

Project Description:

Pedestrian bicycle Improvements and ADA access
improvements connecting immediately to the south of
Phase | improvements and connecting to Front Street at
Logan Street.

FUNDING INFORMATION

Funding Sources Program Year Upcoming Deadlines Phase Fund Sources Total
Env Design ROW CON
OBAG 2013-14 Feb 2014 E-76 Req $ 40,000/ $ 40,000 $ 370,000 | $ 450,000
TDA 2013-15 Feb 2015 E-76 Req
Other Federal/State ‘
Other Air District 2013-14 $ 47,172
Other Local (Match) 2013-14 $ 61,000]|% 61,000
Shortfall, if applicable
3 -
Project Phase Total: $ 40000 $ 87,172 § - $ 431,000 $ 511,000
Date Duration in
Action / Milestones Completed |Months Notes/Deadlines
STA Board Approval 5/1/2013 0
OBAG Planning Requirements Met 9/13/2013 15
TIP Programming 11/13/2103 2
Request PE authorization? 11/13/2013 0
Receive PE autorization? 11/13/2013 0
Field Review 1/13/2014 2
Federal Enviranmental Type MND/CE CE
Technical Reports to Caltrans 6/13/2014 5
Environmental Circulation/Permits 1/2/2014 2 MND
Environmental Adopted 9/13/2014 1 MND
Request PS&E authorization? 9/13/2014 0
Receive PS&E authorization ? 5/13/2014 0
Final Design 12/13/2014 3
Request ROW Authorization 12/13/2014 0
Receive ROW Authorization 12/13/2014 0
Need ROW Acquisition? No 0
Need Utilities Relocation? No 0
ROW Cert 12/13/2014 0
Request CON Authorization? 12/13/2014 1 Project Map
Receive CON Authorization? 12/13/2014 1
Advertise Date 1/13/2015 1 Potential Project Issues
Contract Award Date 3/2/2015 2
Project Completion 9/2/2015 6
Praject Closeout 12/2/2015 3

Additional Comments:
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BASIC INFORMATION

Detail Project Information Table

Sponsor:
Solano County

TIP or Project ID:

Project Title:

Vaca-Dixon Bike Route Phase 5B

Primary Contact:

Nick Burton

Project Description

Class Il Bike Route on Hawkins Road from Fox

Road to Leisure Town Road

FUNDING INFORMATION

Funding Sources Program Year Upcoming Deadlines Phase Fund Sources Total
Env Design ROW CON
OBAG 2013-14 $ 60,000 5 60,000
Local 2013-14 5 8,000 $ 8,000
OBAG 2014-15 $1,740,000 | $ 1,740,000
Local 2014-15 $ 2254351% 225,435
$ -
$ .
$ %
$ -
Project Phase Total: $ $ 68,000 § - $1,965435 § 2,033,435
Date Duration in
Action / Milestones Completed [Months Notes/Deadlines
STA Board Approval
OBAG Planning Requirements Met
TIP Programming 12/1/2012
Request PE authorization?
Receive PE autorization?
Field Review 1/15/2013
Federal Environmental Type CE
Technical Reports to Caltrans
Environmental Circulation/Permits Already cleared with NES
Environmental Adopted
Request PS&E authorization? 8/1/2013
Receive PS&E authorization ? 10/1/2013
Final Design 12/1/2014
Request ROW Authorization
Receive ROW Authorization
Need ROW Acquisition?
Need Utilities Relocation?
ROW Cert 1/31/2015
Request CON Authorization? 2/1/2015 Project Map
Receive CON Authorization? 3/1/2015
Advertise Date 3/15/2015 Potential Project Issues
Contract Award Date 5/1/2015
Project Completion 6/15/2015
Project Closeout 7/15/2015

Additional Comments:
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Detail Project Information Table
BASIC INFORMATION

Sponsor: Project Title: Project Description
City of Vacaville Ulatis Creek Bike/Pedestrian Path -
McClellan Street to Depot Street
TIP or Project ID: Primary Contact: The project consists of construction of a Class 1 off-

street bike/pedestrian path along Ulatis Creek between
the end of the Vacaville Downtown Creekwalk at
McClellan Street and Depot Street, just south of the
Bridge over Ulatis Creek. The project would include park
and pedestrian elements between McClellan Street and
Depot Street, such as a shade structure, plaza, and
benches to continue the theme of the Downtown

09CTP 109 Tracy Rideout

Creekwalk.
FUNDING INFORMATION
Funding Sources Program Year Upcoming Deadlines Phase Fund Sources Total
Env Design ROW CON
OBAG 2013-14 Feb 2014 E76 Req $ 7500005 75,000 $ 150,000
5 -
OBAG 2015-16 Feb 2016 E76 Req $ 350,000]|% 350,000
Other Federal/State $ -
Other Air District $ -
Other Local $ 97175 9717 $ 45346 % 64,780
Shortfall, if applicable $ _
3 -
$ 2
Project Phase Total: $ 84717 $ 84,717 § - $ 395346 % 564,780
Date Duration in
Action / Milestones Completed [Months Notes/Deadlines
STA Board Approval 6/13/2012 0 complete
OBAG Planning Requirements Met 9/13/2013 15
TIP Programming 11/13/2013 2
Request PE authorization? 12/1/2013 1
Receive PE autorization? 1/1/2014 1
Field Review 3/1/2014 2
Federal Environmental Type CE
Technical Reports to Caltrans 7/1/2014 4
Environmental Circulation/Permits 9/1/2014 2
Environmental Adopted 12/1/2014 3
Request PS&E authorization? 12/2/2014 0
Receive PS&E autharization ? 1/2/2015 1
Final Design 10/2/2015 9
Request ROW Authorization 0
Receive ROW Autharization 0
Need ROW Acquisition? NO
Need Utilities Relocation? NO
ROW Cert 12/1/2015 2
Request CON Autharization? 1/1/2016 1 Project Map
Receive CON Authorization? 3/1/2016 2
Advertise Date 3/15/2016 1 Potential Project Issues
Contract Award Date 5/1/2016 1.5
Project Completion 9/1/2016 4
Project Closeout 12/1/2016 3

Additional Comments:
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BASIC INFORMATION

Detail Project Information Table

Sponsor:
City of Vacaville

TIP or Project ID:

Project Title:
Allison Priority Development Area -
Bike/Pedestrian Improvments
Primary Contact:
Tracy Rideout

Project Description

This project consists of bike and pedestrian
improvements within or serving the Allison Priority
Development Area at three locations: 1) Allison Drive
Sidewalk {East Side) - construct a 7-foot wide sidewalk
and 20-foot wide landscape buffer along the east side of
Allison Drive from the Vacaville Transportation Center
Entrance {across from Travis Way) to Nut Tree Parkway.
Also install a marquee sign at the corner of Nut Tree
Parkway and Allisan Drive. 2) Allison Drive Bike Path
{West Side) - construct a 10-foot wide Class 1 bike path
on the west side of Allison Drive between Ulatis Creek
and Ulatis Drive.

FUNDING INFORMATION

Funding Sources |Program Year Upcoming Deadlines Phase Fund Sources Total
Env Design ROW CON
OBAG 2013-14 Feb 2014 E76 Req § 8000|$% 58000 $ 66,000
OBAG 2014-15 Feb 2015 E76 Req $ 39,000 $ 39,000
OBAG 2015-16 Feb 2016 E76 Req $ 3450001 % 345,000
Other Federal/State $ E]
Other Air District $ “
Other Local § 2000|% 7600 $ 6000 $ 45000|% 60,600
Shortfall, if applicable 3 _
$ "
3 2
Project Phase Total: $ 10,000 $ 65600 $ 45000 $ 300,000 $ 510,600

Date Duration

Action / Milestones Completed |in Months Notes/Deadlines

STA Board Approval 6/13/2012 0 complete

OBAG Planning Requirements Met 5/13/2013 15

TIP Programming 11/13/2013 2

Request PE authorization? 12/1/2013 0

Receive PE autorization? 1/1/2014 1

Field Review 3/1/2014 2

Federal Environmental Type CE

Technical Reports to Caltrans 6/1/2014 3

Environmental Circulation/Permits 8/1/2014 2

Environmental Adopted 10/1/2014 2

Request PS&E authorization? 10/1/2014 1]

Receive PS&E authorization ? 11/1/2014 1

Final Design 5/1/2015 6

Request ROW Authorization 2/1/2015 0 Deadline for E-76

Receive ROW Authorization 3/1/2015 1
|Need ROW Acquisition? YES
|Need Utilities Relocation? NO
|row cert 1/1/2016 10
IRequest CON Authorization? 2/1/2016 Deadline for E-76 Project Map
[Rreceive CON Authorization? 4/1/2016

Advertise Date 4/15/2016 1 Potential Project Issues
Contract Award Date 6/1/2016 1.5 Right of way purchase may be required from
Project Completion 10/1/2016 property owner for project 2. Potential that
Project Closeout 1/1/2017 3 exisitng utilities are located within PUE that

Additional Comments:
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ATTACHMENT D

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Attachment 1 - 2013 Transportation Improvement Program Development (TIP)

Tentative 2013 TIP Development Schedule

Monday, January 07, 2013

Proposed Milestone Dates

Milestone

Tuesday, January 15, 2013

Deadline to submit projects for the Amendments 11-33 and 11-34

Friday, February 01, 2013

Last day to submit changes to current FTIP for Revision 11-32 (Administrative Modification) using FMS

Wednesday, February 06, 2013

2011 FTIP Amendments 11-33 and 11-34 released for public comment

Friday, February 01, 2013

FMS Locked Down - No more changes to 2011 FTIP - Start of 2013 FTIP Development

Thursday, February 07, 2013

Start of review and update by project sponsors and CMAs

Friday, February 15, 2013

Deadline to submit non-exempt project changes (including Capital Phases) to be included in 2013 TIP

Thursday, February 21, 2013

Completion of project review by sponsors and CMAs

Monday, March 04, 2013

Completion of Review by Program Managers

Wednesday, March 13, 2013

PAC Meeting - authorize public hearing and release Draft 2013 FTIP & AQ Conformity

Friday, March 15, 2013

FMS Access Granted - No more changes to 2013 FTIP - Only changes to the 2011 TIP for the Last 2011
FTIP Amendment

Friday, March 29, 2013

Begin of Public Review Period for 2013 FTIP and Conformity Analysis - If conformity Analysis is ready for
Release

Wednesday, April 10, 2013

Public Hearing on Draft FTIP and AQ Conformity Analysis at April PAC

Friday, May 03, 2013

End of Public Review Period for Draft FTIP and Conformity Analysis

Wednesday, June 12, 2013

PAC review of Final 2013 FTIP and Final Conformity analysis and referral to Commission

Wednesday, June 26, 2013

Final 2013 FTIP and Final Air Quality Conformity analysis approved by Commission

Friday, June 28, 2013

2013 FTIP submitted to Caltrans

Friday, July 05, 2013

Start of FSTIP Public Participation (Statewide Public Review Process) - Date Subject to confirmation by the
State

Friday, July 26, 2013

End of FSTIP Public Participation (Statewide Public Review Process) - Date Subject to confirmation by the
State

Friday, August 02, 2013

FSTIP submitted to FHWA/FTA - Date Subject to confirmation by the State

Monday, September 02, 2013

Final FHWA/FTA Approval of 2013 TIP / AQ Conformity Analysis - Date Subject to confirmation by the
Federal Agencies

J\COMMITTE\Partnership\Partnership Joint LSRPDWG\_2013 Joint LSRPDWG\13 Joint LSRPDWG Memos\01_Feb 04 13 LSRPDWG\[05c.i_1_Att 1_Schedule.xIs]Print for Project Sponsors
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2013 TIP Preparation Schedule Attachment E
03-20-2013

MTC TIP Schedule STA Process Local Project Sponsors
April Deadline for submitting last changes to 2011 TIP
May MTC Approves last 2011 TIP Revision STA Board Approval of OBAG STP & CMAQ Projects
-May 8
June MTC Commission approves 2013 TIP

Draft TIP Listing & prep required docs for
submittal into 2013 TIP
July STA staff to work with project sponsors to draft
TIP listings & include required documents
FMS Open - MTC accepting 2013 TIP submittals STA Submits TIP Amendments to MTC (by 7/31)

August 2012-13 OBAG - TIP Amendment #1 due
MTC releases draft TIP lisitings Begin project review process (e.g., schedule
field review)
September
MTC Commission approves TIP Amendment #1
October
November
FHWA approves TIP Amendment #1 to 2013 TIP
December Request E-76 for 2013-14 programmed projects

-due Feb 1, 2014
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Agenda Item 5.C

April 24, 2013
Solano Ceanspottation Authokity
DATE: April 10, 2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Project Manager
RE: Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) Feasibility Study for Solano County

Background:
SolTrans anticipates several bus replacements over the next eight years and is exploring cost

saving options with Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) buses. The STA was recently requested by
SolTrans to partner with them in developing a CNG Feasibility Study. Their request letter is
included as Attachment A.

Discussion:

The CNG Feasibility Study scope is proposed to initially analyze two separate CNG fueling
stations in Vallejo for SolTrans usage. The draft scope can easily be expanded to assess
additional users and other site locations should other cities decide to participate.

In summary, the Feasibility Study Scope includes the following deliverables:
1) Site evaluation related to CNG fuel accessibility (coordinated with PG&E)
2) Fueling needs assessment
3) Equipment recommendations
4) Plot Plan for each location
5) Photographs
6) Cost benefit analysis
7) Opportunities to serve operation and management costs

The draft scope of work for a CNG Feasibility Study is included as Attachment B. The proposed
budget for this effort is $40,000. SolTrans has offered to fund half of this effort and requested
STA match the contribution. STA staff is recommending a matching contribution of $20,000
from State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF).

The CNG Feasibility Study for SolTrans is a logical follow-up to the Alternative Fuels and
Infrastructure Plan that is currently underway. The STA and its consultant, ICF International, are
working on a draft plan for the Alt. Fuels and Infrastructure Technical Working Group to review
in late April followed by the STA TAC review at their May 29" meeting.

SolTrans first opportunity for a potential CNG bus replacement is anticipated in FY 2015-16.
Therefore, there is merit to completing the study in a timely manner in order to accommodate
future investments in infrastructure, such as fueling stations, and the completion of these
projects.
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Fiscal Impact:

The estimated budget for the CNG Feasibility Study is $40,000. STA staff is recommending
$20,000 from State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) to match a $20,000 contribution from
SolTrans.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the following:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with SolTrans to develop a
Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) Feasibility Study; and
2. Approve dedicating $20,000 in State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) to match SolTrans
contribution for the CNG Feasibility Study.

Attachments:
A. SolTrans CNG Feasibility Study Request Letter
B. Draft CNG Feasibility Study Scope of Work
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ATTACHMENT A

Trans

Solano County Transit

311 Sacramento Street, Suite A - Vallejo, CA 94590 - (707) 648-4046 - (707) 648-4260 Fax

April 3,2013

Daryl Halls, Executive Director
Solano Transportation Authority
One Harbor Way

Suisun City, CA 94585-2473

RE: Compressed Natural Gas Feasibility Study for Solano County Transit (SolTrans)

Dear Mr./mrr{' %7

SolTrans is interested in exploring the feasibility of implementing Compressed Natural Gas
(CNG) technology on its fleet and supporting facilities. Given that the Solano Transportation
Authority (STA) is currently leading a countywide alternative fuels study, SolTrans would like to
request that our agencies partner on conducting the feasibility study. SolTrans realizes that
operating and capital costs associated with CNG technology may be lower than that of diesel
technology, which is currently used on its active fleet of forty (40) fixed route buses. Any such
cost savings would undoubtedly strengthen the long-term sustainability of the Agency.

We appreciate your consideration of the matter, and I am available to discuss it further at your
earliest convenience via phone (707-648-4047) or email (mona@soltransride.com).

Sincerely,

Hpee-

MONA AT BABAUTA
Executive Director

Cet SolTrans Board of Directors
Dan Keen, City Manager, City of Vallejo
Brad Kilger, City Manager, City of Benicia
Chron file

27


jmasiclat
Typewritten Text
ATTACHMENT A


This page intentionally left blank.

28



Attachment B

DRAFT- CNG Feasibility Study

Seeking consultant services to conduct a feasibility study and site analysis at two locations in Vallejo for
Compressed Natural Gas Fueling Stations (CNG Stations). The overall purpose of the analysis and study
is to provide a conceptual layout and preliminary cost opinion to construct each facility and to
determine the cost/benefit for each.

Scope of Services Includes:

1. Research and Data Acquisition: This phase will include collecting fueling pattern information for
vehicles that will use each facility. The goal will be to list, by vehicle type, how much fuel each
will use and when they would be fueling at the station. The vehicles should include those from
the current fleet, those planned to be added over a period of time and an estimate of vehicles
from the public or other agencies that would use the station. We will also need information for
each site including location, property boundary and other facilities that are planned shown
graphically. Our proposed fee is based on the understanding that the information would come
from you or the agencies served.

From that information, we would prepare a fueling assessment and fueling curve from which to
size the dryer, compressor(s), storage and to determine the number of fueling hoses.

Finally, we will need to have any site plans or graphical representations of each site from which
to set up our equipment and dispenser layouts. Our assumption is that this information would
also come from you.

2. Meeting and site visit for CNG Station study:

At the kickoff meeting we will bring preliminary layouts of each site along with conceptual
construction budgets to serve as a means of refining scope. During the meeting we will focus on
refining scope, cover construction budget, the compressor and fuel management design
decisions and solicit feedback about operation and maintenance issues.

Following the meeting or meetings (assuming we will meet with agencies for each site), we will
visit each site. Again, the assumption is that we are able to conduct all the meetings in a single
trip. During the site visits, we will confirm preferences regarding location and layout of the
fueling islands, paths of vehicular travel, and layout of CNG equipment. We will also discuss fuel
management preferences. While on site, we will need access to existing utilities that would
serve each site. Our assumption is that the meetings will occur during the same day as the site
visits.

3. Request for Information from PG&E. Following the fueling needs calculation and site visits, we
will prepare a request to the gas company (PG&E) on behalf of the agencies to confirm pressure
and flow rate information from the proposed gas service. This request normally takes up to four
weeks for an answer. The purpose of the request is to see that gas at the flow rate and pressure
is available to a given site prior to proceeding. New CNG sites sometimes necessitate line
extensions or internal upgrades of the grid. In many cases that can be done at no cost, but in
other cases it can cost the customer. This information is therefore critical to design of a station.
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4.

We will also request information from PG&E for electrical service and from the phone or cable
company for communication service to each site. Our cost evaluation will include approximate
cost of service for gas, power and communication to each site.

Study: The study will include the following elements:

a. Gas company Feasibility Study. Gas company feasibility information made available
from the request noted in item 1 above.

b. Fueling needs assessment. A spread sheet listing of the CNG fleet that will be served by
the station along with their fueling capacity and total fueling storage requirements. It
will also provide a fueling curve developed from the data and include equipment sizing
calculations.

c. Equipment Recommendations. Recommendations for compressor and dryer sizing, pipe
sizing, tube sizing, vessel sizing and configuration for fast fill, layout of proposed
equipment and expansion considerations.

d. Plot Plan. A conceptual plot plan for each location. The plot plan will show location of
the dryer, storage, compression, dispensing and electrical equipment and will also show
location of the natural gas source, power sources and communication tie ins.

e. Photographs of each site.

f.  Preliminary cost opinion for each site. (POPCC).

g. Cost Benefit Analysis. A cost benefit analysis will be performed for each site.

h. Opportunities to serve O&M costs. We will look for opportunities to take delivery of
transmission pressure gas. Usually smaller CNG stations are fed by distribution pressure
mains (40 psi range +/-). If higher pressure is available and the amount of fueling
justifies connection to transmission pressure, there should be consideration to do so.
Transmission pressure can cut the power requirements of a station in half and reduce
maintenance costs as well. If there is not the throughput to justify high pressure
connection, the cost of connection to transmission pressure may outweigh benefits.
Stations the size of the one in Vacaville would benefit from high pressure connections.
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Agenda Item 7.A

April 24, 2013
Solano Czanspottation Authotity
DATE: April 11, 2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Project Manager
RE: Solano County Project Initiation Document (PID) 3-Year Work Plan for
Caltrans

Background:
A Project Initiation Document (PID) is commonly viewed as a Project Study Report

(PSR) which is a preliminary engineering report that documents agreement on the scope,
schedule, and estimated cost of a project so that the project can be included in a future
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP). Caltrans requires PID’s for on-
system projects over $3 million.

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) requires a completed PSR for projects
before the project can be added into the STIP. The CTC intends that the process and
requirements for PSRs be as simple, timely, and workable as practical, given that a PSR
must be prepared at the front end of the project development process, before
environmental evaluation and detailed design, and that it must provide a sound basis for
commitment of future state funding. A PSR also provides a key opportunity to achieve
consensus on project scope, schedule, and proposed cost among Caltrans and involved
regional and local agencies.

State statutes provide that Caltrans shall have 30 days to determine whether it can
complete the requested report in a timely fashion (in time for inclusion in the next STIP).
If Caltrans determines it cannot prepare the report in a timely fashion, the requesting
entity may prepare the report. Local, regional and state agencies are partners in planning
regional transportation improvements. Input from all parties is required at the earliest
possible stages and continues throughout the process. The project sponsor should take the
lead in coordination activities. PSRs to be completed by a local agency for projects on
the State Highway System still require Caltrans oversight and ultimate approval.

The State Highway Operations & Protection Program (SHOPP) projects, which Caltrans
is the lead agency, take priority over local projects given Caltrans’ mission for
preservation of the State Highway System.

Caltrans requested STA to develop a 3-year PID work plan for all Solano County

Projects, covering Fiscal Years (FY) 2013-14 through FY 2015-16. Prior to initiating
work on a PID, the sponsor must enter into a Cooperative Agreement with Caltrans.
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For Solano County, the following projects are included in the current PID 3-Year Work
Plan (FY 2012-13 to 2014-15):

FY 2012-13

SOL 1-80 Lagoon Valley Blvd Interchange in City of Vacaville

SOL 1-80 Interchange Modification/Roundabout @ Hiddenbrooke

SOL 1-505 | Widen the SB Off-ramp at Vaca Valley Pkwy to provide protected left
turn pockets, and signalize the SB Ramp intersection in City of
Vacaville (Permit Project)

FY 2013-14

SOL 1-80 Lagoon Valley Blvd Interchange in City of Vacaville (Carryover)
SOL 1-80 Interchange Modification/Roundabout @ Hiddenbrooke (Carryover)

FY 2014-15

SOL I-80 | New EB Auxiliary Lanes Airbase Pkwy to Travis in City of Fairfield

Discussion:

Caltrans is in the process of developing its 3-Year Project PID workload that will be used
to validate PID resource needs for FY 2012-13, and determine PID resource needs for FY
2013-14. As such, Caltrans has asked all counties to update the current 3-year work
plans.

While having a project in the 3-Year Work Plan was required for a local agency to begin
work with Caltrans oversight, it was not a guarantee that the oversight work would have
resources from Caltrans allocated. Over the last 5 years, Caltrans has seen a sharp
reduction in the amount of resources that are provided for all preliminary engineering
work or Project Initiation Documents.

Caltrans will require reimbursement for PID development and oversight for State
Highway System (SHS) projects that are funded entirely with local funds, or a mix of
state and local funds. These projects are recommended to be included in an approved
financially-constrained RTP. The proposed project costs and funding must also be
documented in the 3-year Work Plan. It is important to note that if a PID is developed on
the assumption of 100% State funded and eventually turns out not to be 100% State
funded, Caltrans has indicated that the project sponsor will then be required to reimburse
the State on the development or oversight costs. Based on these factors, STA Staff
proposes to remove the 1-80 EB Auxiliary Lanes from Airbase Pkwy to Travis in City of
Fairfield until funding for the project and PSR is identified and secured.

The Interchange Modification/Roundabout at Hiddenbrook project was included in
previous years; however, the City of Vallejo is re-evaluating potential modifications to
the intersection. Vallejo staff anticipates the need for a PSR in FY 2014-15 instead. The
only other recommended modification to last year’s list was to carry over the Lagoon
Valley Blvd Interchange Project to FY 2014-15. The City of Vacaville is currently
finalizing the agreements process with Caltrans and is planning to begin their PSR in FY
2013-14 and complete the document in FY 2014-15.



The new 3-year Work Plan (FY 2013-14 to FY 2015-16) reflects these changes:

FY 2013-14

SOL 1-80 Lagoon Valley Blvd Interchange in City of Vacaville (Carryover)

SOL 1-80 Lagoon Valley Blvd Interchange in City of Vacaville (Carryover)
SOL 1-80 Interchange Madification/Roundabout at Hiddenbrooke (revised)

FY 2015-16

| No new requests

Fiscal Impact:
There are no fiscal impacts to the STA for this issue because this subject is related to the
development of priorities for PSRs for projects.

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the Solano County new 3-year
Project Initiation Document Work Plan (FY 2013-14 to FY 2015-16) and submit to
Caltrans.




This page intentionally left blank.
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Agenda Item 7.A

April 24,2013
Solano Ceanspottation Authozity
DATE: April 12,2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Danelle Carey, SR2S Assistant Program Manager
RE: Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee (SR2S-AC) By-Laws

Background:
The STA’s Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee (SR2S-AC) was established in

2007 as a part of the first SR2S Countywide Plan adoption to advise the STA on the
development of SR2S projects and programs in the categories of Education,
Encouragement, Enforcement, Engineering and Evaluation to promote healthy and safe
alternative modes of travel to and from school. This Committee is made up of local
experts from law enforcement, public works, public health, education and provides a
broad geographic representation of Solano County. The SR2S-AC has been meeting for
six years without by-laws. To formalize the process, staff has developed by-laws for the
Committee.

Discussion:

STA staff has worked with Committee to develop by-laws for the SR2S-AC for
committee organization, membership responsibility, structure, and managing meeting
agendas. The Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(PAC) by-laws were used as a model in the development of the SR2S-AC by-laws, as
they have proven to be effective in the organization of their meetings. In addition, the
foundation of the SR2S-AC by-laws is established to serve the Committee’s mission as
well.

On February 20, 2013, the SR2S-AC reviewed and unanimously approved the by-laws
for their Committee and forwarded a recommendation to the STA Board for approval.
This Committee requested refinement of the by-laws as follows:

e Participation in the future of countywide and city general plans for new schools
and specific plans for new development; providing comments and
recommendations to decision makers (Section 1. Duties/Responsibilities).

e To include “encouragement of carpooling” (Section 2. Review Process).

The by-laws also lend to supporting a sustainable membership of the advisory committee.
Membership on the SR2S-AC is important as the Committee only meets quarterly to
discuss topics affecting the future of the program, funding and countywide priorities.

Based on the input from TAC members at the March 27, 2013 meeting, attached are
proposed edits to by-laws under Section 1. Representation (Attachment A):
e two (2) representatives from engineering profession appointed by the STA
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC)
e two (2) from law enforcement appointed by Solano County Police Chiefs’
Association
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Funding recommendations pertaining to the Safe Routes to School Program and Plan
updates are also agendized for consideration by the TAC prior to being agendized for the
STA Board.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the STA’s Safe Routes to
School Advisory Committee By-Laws.

Attachment:
A. SR2S-AC By-Laws
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ATTACHMENT A

Sira

Solano Ceanspottation ﬂutﬁa&ity

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOL ADVISORY COMMITTEE BY-LAWS

ARTICLE I

Name of Organization:
The name of this organization shall be the Solano Transportation Authority Safe Routes to
School (SR2S) Advisory Committee (AC), hereafter called the SR2S-AC.

ARTICLE II

Authorizing Agency:

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA), as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) of
Solano County, authorizes the establishment of the SR2S-AC and shall approve all appointments
to the SR2S-AC, the SR2S-AC by-laws, and all amendments to the SR2S-AC by-laws.

ARTICLE III

Purpose:

Section 1: Duties/Responsibilities

The SR2S-AC shall act to advise the STA on the development of projects and programs in the
categories of Education, Encouragement, Enforcement, Engineering, and Evaluation to promote
healthy and safe alternative modes of travel.

The SR2S-AC shall review and prioritize SR2S projects and participate in the development,
review and implementation of the Countywide SR2S Plan.

Additionally, SR2S-AC will participate in the review of future countywide and city general
plans, plans for new schools and specific plans for new developments and may provide
comments and/or recommendations to decision makers regarding these plans.

Section 2: Review Process

The SR2S-AC review process shall ensure that SR2S projects within the seven (7) Cities
(Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, and Vallejo), the County of Solano,
and School Districts Countywide continue to promote the primary goal of the program to
encourage walking and bicycling to and from school most days of the week; thereby reducing
motor vehicle trips, reducing motor vehicle congestion, increasing carpooling, increasing safety,
and improving health and air quality benefits.

ARTICLE IV

Membership:

Section 1. Representation

The SR2S-AC shall be composed of engineering, school, enforcement, public health, BAC,
PAC, and air quality representatives who live or work in the Cities and County of Solano.

The SR2S-AC shall include: two (2) representatives from engineering profession appointed by
the STA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), two (2) from schools, two (2) from law
enforcement appointed by Solano County Police Chiefs’ Association, one (1) from public health,
one (1) STA Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC), one (1) STA Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(PAC), and one (1) from air quality for a total membership of ten (10). Members of the SR2S-
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AC shall be approved by majority vote of the STA Board of Directors. Each representative shall
be a member or professional in the category they represent.

Section 2: Voting Members

Voting privileges are vested exclusively in the SR2S-AC members or their alternates. Voting
members of the SR2S-AC shall be the aforementioned ten (10) members representing the
categories as stated in Article IV, Section 1. Each member of the SR2S-AC shall have one (1)
vote.

Section 3: Non-Voting Members

Non-voting members of the SR2S-AC may consist of representatives from each of Solano
County's member jurisdiction’s planning, law enforcement and public works staff, Solano
County Public Health, School District staff and the public at large. Non-voting member may act
as an alternate in the absence of a voting member in the same category.

Section 4: Appointments

Appointments to the SR2S-AC shall be derived from a nomination or volunteer from each
category group and appointed to the SR2S-AC by the STA Board. Voting members have the
option to appoint an alternate within the same category group with no specific jurisdiction
requirement. In the event an active voting member is unable to fulfill their duties (e.g. retirement,
new position) on the committee, they are requested to nominate a new representative of the same
category/group. If said voting member is unable to fill their seat, appointments will be requested
through STA's member agencies and forwarded to the STA Board for approval.

Section 5: Vacancies
If and when vacancies occur, they must be filled according to Article IV, Sections 2 and 4.

Section 6: Role of STA Staff
The STA shall, under direction of the STA Board of Directors, provide staff and organizational
support to the SR2S-AC.

ARTICLE V

Officers:
Section 1: Elected Officers
The elected officers of the SR2S-AC shall be the Chair and Vice-Chair.

Section 2: Election of Officers

The SR2S-AC shall, at the last meeting of each calendar year, nominate and elect the Chair and
the Vice-Chair for one (1) calendar year term. No officer shall serve more than two (2)
consecutive terms in a given office.

Section 3: Role of Chair

The Chair shall preside over all SR2S-AC meetings, coordinate the meeting agendas with STA
staff, represent the SR2S-AC’s actions to appropriate agencies or designate a representative(s) to
do so, and have general direction and control over the activities of the SR2S-AC.

Section 4. Role of Vice-Chair

The Vice-Chair shall assist the Chair in the execution of the duties of the Chair office. In the
absence of the Chair, the Vice-Chair shall preside over the meetings, and when so acting, shall
have all the powers of the Chair.

Solano3gansportation Authority | SR2S-AC By-Laws



Section 5: Vacancy in the Office of Chair

In the event of a vacancy in the office of the Chair, the Vice-chair shall be elevated to the office
of Chair for the remainder of the calendar year term, and the SR2S-AC shall nominate and elect
a new Vice-chair.

ARTICLE VI
Meetings:

Section 1: Meetings/Attendance

The SR2S-AC shall hold a regular meeting at least once a calendar year quarter and as necessary
to fulfill the mandate of Article I11, Sections 1 and 2. Members of the SR2S-AC that do not
attend three scheduled meetings in succession and do not contact staff to indicate that they will
not be present is considered to be an ‘un-contacted absence’ which may have their position
declared vacant by the STA Board. Absence after contacting staff is considered a ‘contacted
absence.” Contacted absences and un-contacted absences shall be documented in the minutes of
each meeting. If a SR2S-AC member has missed a combination of four contacted and un-
contacted absences in any one-year period, he or she will be sent a written notice of intent to
declare the position vacant. If there is no adequate response before or at the next scheduled
meeting, and based upon a recommendation from the SR2S-AC, the position may be declared
vacant by the STA Board.

Section 2: Special Meetings
The SR2S-AC may convene special meetings as necessary to conduct its business.

Section 3: Public Process
All meetings shall be posted public meetings conducted in compliance with the Brown Act.

Section 4: Definition of a Quorum
A quorum shall consist of the majority of the then appointed SR2S-AC members of the
engineers, schools, enforcement, public health, BAC, PAC, and air quality seats.

Section 5: Actions
Actions of the SR2S-AC require a quorum and the majority vote of the voting members present.

ARTICLE VII

Subcommittees:
The Chair may establish subcommittees or special task forces when they are deemed necessary
to carry out the SR2S-AC’s mandate.

ARTICLE VIII

Parliamentary Authority:

The SR2S-AC shall use “Robert’s Rules of Order” as a general guide for meeting procedures
when they are consistent with the SR2S-AC by-laws. When applicable and consistent with STA
Board policies, the SR2S-AC may use any rules of order the Committee may adopt.

Solano Transportation Authority | SR2S-AC By-Laws
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ARTICLE IX

Adoption and Amendments to the By-Laws:
Section 1. Adoption of the SR2S-AC By-laws
Adoption of the SR2S-AC by-laws will be by a majority vote of the STA Board of Directors.

Section 2. Amendments to the SR2S-AC By-laws

The SR2S-AC may take action, by two-thirds vote, to propose amendments to the by-laws at any
regular meeting of the SR2S-AC, provided that the amendment has been submitted in writing for
the SR2S-AC to review prior to voting. Suggested amendments to the SR2S-AC by-laws by the
SR2S-AC shall be forwarded to the STA Board of Directors.

Section 3. Approval of Amendments to SR2S-AC By-laws
Official amendments to the SR2S-AC by-laws will be by a majority vote of the STA Board of
Directors.

ARTICLE X

Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee Letter Writing Policy:

Letters written by the Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee that are directed outside the
Authority must be reviewed by the STA Executive Director. If in the opinion of the STA
Executive Director, the contents and intent of the letter is either non-controversial or is consistent
with STA Board policies, the letter will be sent out. In all other cases the letter must be
approved by STA Board action.

Solano Transportation Authority | SR2S-AC By-Laws _
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Agenda Item 7.C
April 24, 2013

S1a

Solano Ceansportation Authozity

DATE: April 12, 2013

TO: STATAC

FROM: Danelle Carey, SR2S Assistant Program Manager
RE: Draft Safe Routes to School Countywide Plan Update

Background:
The STA began working on the update to the 2008 Countywide SR2S plan in Fiscal Year

2011-12 to get suggested route to school maps for every school in Solano County. The
Plan update and the Mapping Project added additional schools to the SR2S Plan, design
and market “Suggested Route to School Maps” for all remaining schools in the county.
Alta Planning + Design was selected as the consultant for the plan update.

The 2013 Plan update followed the successful model of the 2008 Countywide Plan and
involved identifying community task force stakeholders, facilitating community task
force meetings, facilitating school site walking audits & evening planning events,
drafting recommendations, and seeking the approval from city councils, school boards,
STA committees, and the STA Board. The STA’s SR2S Advisory Committee (SR2S-
AC) guided the planning process by reviewing materials prior to their use during
meetings and within documents.

Discussion:

Alta Planning + Design has completed an administrative draft of the countywide sections
of the STA SR2S Plan Update, which includes a new introduction, program overview,
revised planning framework, and supporting documentation for capital improvement
priorities. Local plans will be added to the overall Plan once adopted by local
jurisdictions and school districts.

The SR2S Plan Update was presented to the Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee
(SR2S-AC) for feedback and discussion at the November 28, 2012 meeting. Prior to
consideration by the STA Board, the SR2S-AC had the opportunity to review the draft
plan and submit feedback. The SR2S-AC forwarded a recommendation to the STA
Board to support the STA’s Safe Routes to School Plan Update under the conditions that
any feedback submitted from committee members was incorporated and reviewed by the
Chair, Vice-Chair and STA staff. Alta Planning + Design, has since edited the plan to
incorporate committee feedback and SR2S-AC Chair, Vice Chair and STA staff have
reviewed the final draft.

Staff plans to present the draft SR2S Plan Update to the STA Board upon approval of the
Technical Advisory Committee (TAC). The plan is then scheduled to be released for
public input at the SR2S Summit on May 23, 2013. After comments are collected and
necessary updates are made to the plan, the goal is to bring a final draft to the SR2S-AC
for a final review and forwarded to the STA Board for adoption in July 2013.
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Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to release the STA’s Safe Routes to School
Draft Countywide Plan Update for public input at the SR2S Summit on May 23, 2013 for
a 30 day comment period.

Attachment:
A. Draft SR2S Plan Update
(Provided to the TAC members under separate enclosure. The Executive
Summary is attached, but for review and printing of the Plan, please visit STA’s
website at www.sta.ca.gov)
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Executive Summary

The Solano County Safe Routes to School (SR2S) program
is a multifaceted effort to increase the number of students
who walk, bike, rideshare, or take transit to and from
school. The benefits from increased use of these travel
modes are myriad: it can improve air quality, reduce
congestion around schools, reduce health risks associared
with childhood obesity, improve safety around schools,
teach students safety skills, improve students’ focus in the
classroom, and foster a closer sense of community among
participants. Since 2007, the Solano County SR2S program
has focused on educating students at special events,
enforcing traffic laws in school zones, installing safety
improvements, and encouraging families to sidestep traffic
in favor of “walking & rolling” to school.

STA completed and adopted a SR2S Plan in 2008. This
document is an update to that plan and refocuses the goals
of the program while providing new and expanded material
for prioritizing future program investments. This plan was
formed over multiple rounds of input with stakeholders at
the countywide and individual jurisdiction/school district
levels.

The 2013 Plan Update includes evaluation of progress on
the goals and objectives of the STA 2008 SR2S plan, school
site walk audit evaluations for seventeen schools around
the county, an introduction to new program materials
(including new suggested route to school maps and route
planning tools), and data results collected from both
student and parent travel surveys.

The Plan seeks to create a balanced approach to Safe
Routes to School, using all five “E's” of a Safe Routes to
School program: Engineering, Enforcement,
Encouragement, Education, and Evaluation. This plan also
introduces a sixth “E” ~ Engagement - to further the goals
of the program and impact on student families in Solano
County. These six “E's” will inform the goals, strategies, and
tactics of the STA SR2S program in future years to achieve
desired changed in the travel habits of students, parents,
and other travelers within school zones.

ATTACHMENT A

Executive Summary
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Executive Summary

Program Accomplishments

Administered by the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) - and in partnership with Solano County Public

Health, air quality management districts, police departments, city governments, school districts, and

dedicated parent volunteers - the program has successfully leveraged over $2 million to date to build a broad

portfolio of activities aimed at improving school travel. These include:

Traffic Safety Assemblies & Bicycle Rodeos. Class assemblies and skills training have reached over
50,000 kids since 2010 with training to ride and walk safely, with confidence, and for fun. Over 700
helmets have been properly fitted and distributed at these events.

Walk & Roll Encouragement Events. Schools and neighbors celebrate International Walk and Bike
to School days in the fall and spring, and are supported to hold similar events and contests
throughout the year.

Safe Routes to School Capital Improvements. After more than a dozen walk audits' were held at
schools in 2007, local jurisdictions received funding to install 40 speed feedback radar signs and a
number of major roadway safety projects. These upgrades ranged from sidewalk widening and new
crosswalks at school entrances, to a new Class 1 shared use trail overcoming a major barrier, to
substantial reconfigurations of intersections and corridors that improve pedestrian safety and
support more walking and biking,

Program Expansion

Aided by recommendations from the 2008 STA SR2S Plan and years of experience working directly with

schools, agency staff, parents and other stakeholders, the SR2S program is also expanding or preparing to

expand several successful pilot efforts:

Traffic Safety Enforcement Partnership. This pilot program inveolving the Fairfield and Suisun City
Police Departments supports dedicated funding for officers to enforce traffic laws during bell times,
and to develop (and administer) crossing guard training materials for use throughout the county.
Funding for this program continues into 2013, and is under consideration for expansion to other
jurisdictions.

Suggested Routes to School Mapping. In 2009, a pilot methodology was developed and tested at 15
schools for identifying and mapping the “safest and most direct” walking/biking routes to school
using Geographic Information Systems (GIS) software. Additional data collection and mapping for
the remaining 67 eligible schools was completed in 2012, and has resulted in a variety of route
planning and encouragement tools that will be utilized to promote the program over the next several
years.

Walking School Bus Program. Solano County Public Health initiated a pilot Walking School Bus
program early in 2011 at four elementary schools. STA and Solano County Public Health subsequently
were awarded a $500,000 federal grant to expand the program to all elementary schools by 2016.
Lessons learned from the pilot effort, which helped organize a number of local “buses™ through
sustained outreach, will be included in an upcoming training manual that will help prepare new
walking school bus coordinators and parent champions.

' See Appendix E for a more detailed description of walk audits.
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Executive Summary

These new and ongoing efforts constitute an exciting work program for the next several years, and are
specifically designed to address barriers to walking and biking most often cited by parents. These concerns
include “stranger danger,” or the fear of kidnapping, and unsafe traffic conditions due to poor infrastructure
and driver behavior. Despite these concerns, nearly 3 in 10 students travel to school on foot, bicycle, or
another active transportation mode in 2012. A more detailed analysis of historic student hand tally data and
results from a new parent survey (conducted between Fall 2011 and Fall 2012) are included in Section 2.4 and
Appendix B.

Moving Forward

The 2013 STA SR2S Plan Update identifies a number of opportunity areas to improve and expand the Safe
Routes program, and lays out a revised planning framework to guide implementation. This framework
includes the following four goals:

1. Improve the health of Solano County children by focusing attention on and increasing active travel to
school
Facilitate school travel routes are accommodating, safe, convenient, and ‘complete’ for all modes

3. Support sustainable communities by reducing school-related traffic congestion, air pollution, and
vehicle miles traveled (VMT)

4. Develop and sustain a SR2S program for the long-term

Accompanying each of these goals are targeted objectives, priority programs, and suggested benchmarks to
guide program refinement and evaluation. Priority program recommendations include the following;

e Emphasis on ‘Engagement’ as an additional “E” and focus area. Recent website and social media
upgrades support greater engagement opportunities for parents, opportunities for program feedback,
and promotion of new materials. Together with other strategies to cultivate school and parent
champions, these tools will be critical to the expansion of the walking school buses and sustainability
of the program over time.

e Development of a Local Infrastructure Program. While successful in leveraging outside funding for
programmatic activities, there is broad consensus among SR2S stakeholders that more efforts are
needed to improve the physical environment around schools. The program is poised to take advantage
of its recently expanded local travel plans and extensive school route data inventory to advance
priority projects.

e Continued Refinement & Expansion of Skills Training and Curricula. Further development and
maturation of the SR2S program should focus on expansion to middle and high schools as a natural
progression of Safe Routes training/education from early childhood to adolescence. To the maximum
extent possible, basic skills training should be integrated into routine school curriculum and new
programs should be developed that encourage repeat visits to interested schools as well as a focus on

parent and family-oriented education.

This framework both reflects and expands current program emiphases while encouraging greater alignment
with regional funding priorities and sources. Recommendations are based on analysis of parent surveys and
priority school travel activities, experience from other Bay Area programs, and discussions with STA and

Solano County Public Health staff, as well as the countywide Safe Routes to School Advisory Committee.

tes 1o School Plan Update | «iii
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Agenda Item 6.D

April 24, 2013
Solano Ceanspottation Authotity
DATE: April 18, 2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Project Manager
RE: STA Regional Transportation Impact Fee (RTIF) Nexus Study Update

Background:
Since 2008, the STA and its member agencies have studied the potential for a Regional Traffic

Impact Fee (RTIF) to assist in addressing a regional transportation funding shortfall projected to
occur in the next 30 years. In 2009, Economic Planning Systems (EPS) was selected to conduct
an RTIF Nexus Study mandated by AB 1600 to address how a potential fee program would
relate fees collected to improvement projects funded. Since then several milestones have been
met:
e STA Board approves RTIF project eligibility and ranking criteria (March 10, 2010)
e STA Board approves RTIF project list of 89 projects based on the Comprehensive
Transportation Plan list and draft costs (May 12, 2010)
e RTIF Working Group refines project list to 28 projects based on approved criteria
(January 13, 2011)
e STA Model TAC approves use of STA travel demand model for RTIF uses
(June 22, 2011)
e RTIF Working Group approves nexus and project cost estimation methodology
(September 12, 2011)
e RTIF Working Group forwards draft implementation packages of 12 projects to STA
TAC (March 12, 2012)
e Solano County begins an analysis and update to the Solano County Public Facilities Fee
to include a transportation component (July 2012)
e Draft Implementation Package Projects continued to be refined by STA TAC and
Working Group (December 2012)

On December 12, 2012, RTIF Policy Committee met and recommended the STA Board request
the Solano County Board of Supervisors: 1) add transportation facilities to the County’s Facility
Fee Program, 2) designate the STA to manage a portion of the County fee dedicated to
transportation projects, and 3) recommended a fee of $1,500 per dwelling unit equivalent
(contingent on the fee being less than the approved maximum nexus). This action unanimously
approved by the STA Board at the meeting of December 12, 2012 was subject to review and
input by the RTIF Stakeholder input before being brought back to the STA Board with a final
recommendation on projects, working groups and completion of the Nexus Study

The RTIF Stakeholder Committee met on March 28, 2013 to review the recommendation from
the Policy Committee. After a lengthy discussion, the Stakeholders concluded that the RTIF
Nexus Study and Solano County Facility Fee analysis needed to be completed before an action
on the recommendation could be taken.
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Discussion:

The STA’s RTIF Nexus Study has a separate process from the County Public Facility Fee
analysis. The STA is working on completing a draft RTIF Nexus Study for the STA TAC to
review by their May meeting. A tentative schedule is included as Attachment A. Three new
projects were included in the RTIF implementation package as of February 2013:

1) 1-680 Industrial Park Access Improvements
2) Columbus Parkway Improvements near I-780
3) SR 113 Corridor Improvements

Attachment B includes the current list of RTIF Implementation Packages.

The County of Solano is currently working to complete the Facility Fee update analysis in the
coming months. STA staff will continue to coordinate with County staff to ensure the STA
RTIF and the County Fee are compatible. A meeting of the RTIF Policy Committee has been
schedule for May 8 at 4:00 p.m. at Suisun City Hall. A combined public process for both efforts
IS anticipated by summer 2013.

Recommendation:
Recommend forwarding the updated list of RTIF Implementation Package and Projects specified
in Attachment B to the RTIF Policy Committee and STA Board for approval.

Attachments:
A. RTIF Nexus Study Completion Schedule
B. RTIF Implementation Packages
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ATTACHMENT A

Tentative Regional Traffic Impact Fee Nexus Study Schedule
April 15th

Week of April 15
e Benicia and Dixon to finalize RTIF Project Descriptions

April-May
e EPS and Fehr and Peers conduct nexus study model run and complete draft Nexus Study

Week of June 3%
e Tentative RTIF Working Group:
o Draft Nexus Study (Action)
0 Public Input Process (information)

Wednesday, June 26th
e TAC reviews RTIF Working Group Action and forwards recommendation to the Board

July 10th
e Tentative STA Board Action: Submit to County to include in their TIF
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ATTACHMENT B

Draft Regional Traffic Impact Fee (RTIF) Implementation Packages
April 8, 2013

Agencies Project

Package 1, Jepson Parkway Corridor

Fairfield Remaining Segments of Jepson Parkway
Vacaville Remaining Segments of Jepson Parkway

Package 2, State Route 12 Corridor

Suisun City, Fairfield State Route 12 & Pennsylvania Ave Interchange
Rio Vista State Route 12, Church Road Interchange
County of Solano

Package 3, South County

City of Vallejo SR37/Redwood St/Fairgrounds Dr
City of Benicia 1-680 Industrial Park Access Improvements
City of Benicia Columbus Parkway Improvements Near 1-780

Package 4, Central County 1-80 Reliever Route

City of Fairfield North Connector West
County of Solano North Connector West

Package 5, State Route 113 Corridor

City of Dixon State Route 113 MIS Priorities
Solano County State Route 113 MIS Priorities

Package 6, Express Bus Transit Centers and Train Stations

City of Benicia Benicia Industrial Park Multi-modal Transit Center
City of Dixon Dixon Multimodal Transportation Center

City of Fairfield Fairfield Transportation Center, next phase

City of Fairfield Fairfield/Vacaville Train Station, next phase

City of Suisun City Suisun City Train Station improvements

City of Vacaville Vacaville Transportation Center, next phase

City of Vallejo Vallejo Station or Curtola Park & Ride, next phase
Solano County 360 Project Area Transit Center

Package 7, Unincorporated County Roadway Improvements

5% of total
fees collected

Countywide Unincorporated County roadway improvements that
address new growth impacts

5% of total
fees collected
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Agenda Item 8.A

April 24, 2013
Solano Ceanspottation Authotity
DATE: April 15, 2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Liz Niedziela, STA Transit Program Manager
RE: Transit Sustainability Plan — Financial Assessment of Solano County
Transit Operators

Background:
The STA has several transit studies included as part of the STA Board’s adopted Overall

Work Plan for Fiscal Years (FY) 2012-13 and 2013-14. These plans and studies are
intertwined and coordinated with each to provide relevant information to the other studies
such as the Alternative Fuel Study and the Public Private Partnerships (P3) at Transit
Facilities Study.

A critical study that is precursor to the Coordinated Short Range Transit Plan (SRTP) is the
Transit Sustainability Plan Update. The purpose of this Plan is to focus on the financial
condition of the Solano County transit operators in a similar manner to MTC’s Transit
Sustainability Project (TSP) financial assessment. The outcome of this effort is intended to
provide an understanding of the present and future financial conditions and needs of the six
Solano County transit operators: Dixon Readi-Ride, Vacaville City Coach, Fairfield and
Suisun Transit (FAST), Rio Vista Delta Breeze, Solano County and SolTrans.

Discussion:

Pacific Municipal Consultants (PMC) has evaluated the financial and operations data
submitted by each operator. The data has included financial audits, Transportation
Development Act (TDA) claims, National Transit Database reports, and SRTPs. The
current financial condition of each operator was developed using financial and
performance trends. Recent activities by the operators to improve efficiencies and
implement cost savings measures were also reviewed. Separation of operations cost items
such as labor, fuel, and maintenance was conducted to further explain cost trends.

Draft financial condition profiles as well as a baseline five-year forecast have been
developed for each transit operator, including identifying financial and operating
performance measures and trends for the past three years. A revenue analysis was also
undertaken that reviews the relative stability of funding public transit. Meetings with the
operators were conducted to discuss the initial and draft financial profiles and to seek
additional input. All draft reports were reviewed and commented upon by the respective
transit operator. The Transit Sustainability Plan baseline financial data when completed
will be further analyzed by Coordinated SRTP consultant team to develop a more
comprehensive capital and operation financial outlook for the next ten years.
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In addition to the Transit Sustainability Plan, a peer review was conducted by the consultant
involving the five Solano County transit agencies (Dixon, Fairfield/Suisun City, Rio Vista,
SolTrans, and Vacaville) with agencies of comparable size and service profile around the
state. The transit systems profiled in this comparative analysis include those operated as part
of city or county municipalities, and by independent transit agencies.

Each Solano County transit agency was analyzed with five other transit agencies. The
sources of data for this comparable analysis include the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission Statistical Summary of Bay Area Operators, Fiscal Years 2006-07 through
2010-11, the California State Controller’s Office Transit Operators and Non-Transit
Claimants Annual Reports, triennial performance audits, short-range transit plans (SRTPs)
and transit agency staff. The comparable agencies were selected based on the following
criteria:

Agency structure/organization
Service area size (square miles)
Service area population

Fleet size

The Transit Agency Peer Review: Comparative Analysis was submitted to the transit
operators and the comments received from Vacaville City Coach were incorporated in the
review.

The Transit Sustainability Plan and Transit Agency Peer Review: Comparative Analysis are
scheduled to be presented to the STA Board following review by the Consortium. The
Consortium is scheduled to review the study and peer review at their meeting of April 23".
It is anticipated this item will be agendized to be forwarded to the Board and the TAC
meeting in May.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. Transit Sustainability Study (to be provided under separate cover)
B. Transit Agency Peer Review: Comparative Analysis (to be provided under separate
cover.
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Agenda Item 8.B
April 24, 2013

Sira

Solano Ceanspostation Authozity
DATE: April 17,2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director
RE: Follow up to STA Board Retreat/Workshop

Background:
Each year, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) identifies and updates its priority

projects. These projects provide the foundation for the STA’s Overall Work Plan (OWP)
for the forthcoming two fiscal years. Periodically, the STA Board has scheduled Board
retreats or workshops intended to provide a more relaxed forum for the Board Members
and Alternates to discuss aspects and query staff regarding topics that may be new,
complex, innovative, controversial and/or require the participation and cooperation of
multiple agencies to be successful.

Over the past eight years, the STA has held two Board workshops, the first in February of
2005 and a second workshop in June of 2011. Attached are agendas (Attachment A and
B) from each of those workshops that highlight the subject matter for each. Five of the
six Board Member discussion items from the 2005 workshop are part of the STA’s
current 2012-13 and 2013-14 Overall Work Plan and all seven topics from the 2011 STA
Board Workshop are part of the current STA OWP.

On March 13" the STA held a third Board workshop meeting at the Rancho Solano
Meeting Facility in Fairfield with a focus on the following three subject matters:

1. The |1 —-80 Corridor: Specifically System Management and Operational Improvements
2. Mobility Management Plan and Program
3. Discussion of Local Funding Sources

The workshop format approved by the STA Board was as follows:

Introduction of the topic;

Engaging the Board in a policy discussion pertaining to the subject matter;
Obtaining policy direction; and

Providing recommended follow up steps based on the participants’ discussion.

Discussion:
Attachment C is the agenda from the March 13" Board workshop and copies of the
presentations provided on the three topics.

STA staff introduced each subject matter with presentations and/or guest presenters. A

package of relevant background information and policy questions pertaining to each
subject matter was provided to each of the participants prior to the workshop.
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This was provided the eight STA Board members and their eight alternates with an
opportunity to be more familiar and current on the subject matter. The policy questions
were intended to focus some of the discussion on forthcoming decisions that will be
facing the STA Board in the current year or could be considered as part of the STA’s
development and update of its OWP for FY 2013-14 and 2014-15. At the meeting, STA
staff and relevant staff from TAC and/or Consortium or other partner agencies
participated in the discussion and/or answered questions. Staff is in the process of
summarizing the discussion at the Board workshop and will provide an update at the
TAC meeting and discuss next steps to bring recommendations and/or follow up steps
back to the STA for their discussion and subsequent policy direction.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments:

Agenda from STA Board Workshop of February 17, 2005
Agenda from STA Board Workshop of June 27, 2011
Agenda from STA Board Workshop of March 13, 2013
Powerpoint Presentations from Board Workshop:

1-80 Overview

Managing 1-80 Corridor

Ramp Metering

Express Lanes

Mobility Management Plan Update

MTC’s Public Transit Coordinated Plan

Senior & People with Disabilities

Mobility Training

Mobility Management Status

10 Status of Federal & State Funding Sources

11. Local Funding

DOwP

©CoNooA~wWNE
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SPECIAL MEETING NOTICE

February 17, 2005

STA Board Retreat

Travis Credit Union
2020 Harbison Drive

Vacaville CA

9:00 A.M. Meeting Time

ATTACHMENT A

MISSION STATEMENT - SOLANO TRANSPORTATION

AUTHORITY

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

Time set forth on agenda is an estimate. Items may be heard before or

after the times designated.

STA Board Members:

Mary Ann Courville, Chair
City of Dixon

Len Augustine, Vice-Chair
City of Vacaville

Steve Messina
City of Benicia

Karin MacMillan
City of Fairfield

Eddie Woodruff
City of Rio Vista

Jim Spering
City of Suisun City

Anthony Intintoli
City of Vallejo

John Silva
County of Solano
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STA Alternates:

Gil Vega

Steve Wilkins

Dan Smith

Harry Price

Ron Jones

Michael Segala

Pete Rey

John Vasquez
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ITEM

I1.

I11.

IVv.

BOARD/STAFF PERSON

CALL TO ORDER — CONFIRM QUORUM

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

STAFF PRESENTATIONS/SETTING THE STAGE
(9:15a.m. - 10:00 a.m.)

A.

Progress Report on STA’s Overall Work
Program (OWP)

1.) Planning the Future

2.) Project Development

3.) Transit/Rideshare

4.) Funding the OWP and CTP
Informational

Development of a Five-Year Vision for the
Solano Transportation Authority (STA)
Informational

Overview of STA’s Roles and Responsibilities as
the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for
Solano County

Informational

BOARD MEMBER DISCUSSION ITEMS

A.

Initiation of Regional Impact Fee Study
Discussion
(10:00 a.m. —10:45 a.m.)

MEETING BREAK - 10:45 a.m. to 11:00 a.m.

Initiation of Transit Consolidation Study
Discussion
(11:00 a.m. —11:45a.m.)

Implementation of TLC Program
Countywide/Improving the Linkages and
Coordination Between STA’s
Transportation Planning and Local Land
Use Planning

Discussion

(11:45a.m.-12:15 p.m.)
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Daryl Halls

Daryl Halls

Dan Christians

Dan Christians

Elizabeth Richards

Daryl Halls



LUNCH BREAK - “Guest Speaker on Land Use and Transportation

Planning”
(12:15 p.m. - 1:00 p.m.)
D. Acceleration of Project Development and Mike Duncan
Project Delivery
Discussion
(1:00 p.m. - 1:15 p.m.)
E. Setting Near Term Priorities for Funding Mike Duncan

Priority Projects

1.) Federal Funding Priorities
2.) STIP Funding Priorities

3.) SHOPP Funding Priorities
4.) Regional Funding Priorities
Discussion

(1:15 p.m. - 1:45 p.m.)

F. Follow Up to Measure A/Development of an Daryl Halls
Expenditure Plan of Critical Project that D.J. Smith
Require a Local Funding Source
Discussion

(1:45 p.m. - 2:45 p.m.)
VI. BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS/NEXT STEPS

VII. ADJOURNMENT - Next Meeting: March 9, 2005 at 6:00 p.m., at Suisun City Hall
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ATTACHMENT B

Sira

Solano Czanspottation Authozity
... woeking foz you!

STA BOARD WORKSHOP

10:00 a.m. — 2:00 p.m., Monday, June 27, 2011
Conference Room B
Solano County Events Center

MEETING AGENDA

I. CALL TO ORDER /INTRODUCTIONS Chair Price
II. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA
III. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
IV. WORKSHOP ITEMS

A. The Status of Solano County’s Comprehensive Daryl Halls
Transportation System
(10:05 - 10:25 a.m.)
Pg. 1

B. STA Priorities for SR 12 Corridor — (Funding, 2 Lanes Robert Macaulay
versus 4 Lanes, Rio Vista Bridge, and Economic Analysis)
(10:25-11:00 a.m.)
Pg. 31

C. Implementation on I-80 Corridor - Express Lanes, Janet Adams

Freeway Performance Initiative and Ramp Metering
(11:00 - 11:30 a.m.)

Pg. 37
D. Opportunities for Public Private Partnerships Janet Adams
(11:30 — 12 Noon)
Pg. 73
LUNCH BREAK

(12 Noon - 12:20 p.m.)

The complete STA Board Workshop Packet is also available on STA’s Website at www.sta.ca.gov
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VI

Solano County Transit Long Range Sustainability
(12:20 - 12:50 p.m.)
Pg. 83

Implementation of Sustainable Communities Strategy —
Development of Alternative Fuels Strategy and
Infrastructure for Transit

(12:50 — 1:20 p.m.)

Pg. 91

Funding of Local Priorities such as Safe Routes to School,
Senior and People with Disabilities Mobility and Local
Streets and Roads

(1:20 - 1:50 p.m.)

Pg. 101

WRAP-UP / BOARD COMMENTS
(1:50 - 2:00 p.m.)

ADJOURNMENT

Elizabeth Richards

Robert Macaulay

Daryl Halls
Elizabeth Richards
Sam Shelton

The complete STA Board Workshop Packet is also available on STA’s Website at www.sta.ca.gov
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Solano Ceanspottation Authotity
... wotking pot you!

STA BOARD WORKSHOP

1:00 — 5:00 p.m., Wednesday, March 13, 2013

WORKSHOP ITEMS

Clubhouse Terrace Room
Rancho Solano Country Club
3250 Rancho Solano Pkwy
Fairfield, CA 94533

MEETING AGENDA

CALL TO ORDER / INTRODUCTIONS

APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

A. 1-80 Corridor — System Management and Operational

Improvements

(2:00 - 2:15 p.m.)

1. Overview of the 1-80 Corridor
O Historical Perspective
0 Current Status

2. Presentation from Caltrans
0 Managing the Corridor

3. Implementation of Countywide Ramp Metering
o Local Concerns to Convey to the STA Board

4. Regional Express Lanes Network
o0 Governance and Regional Schedule

5. Express Lanes Implementation in Solano
o0 Project Schedule
o Funding Priorities
0 Revenue Forecast

Board Discussion/Comments

BREAK
(2:15-2:25 p.m.)

ATTACHMENT C

Chair Hardy

Daryl Halls

Janet Adams

Bijan Sartipi, Caltrans

Janet Adams

Shawn Cunningham,
City of Vacaville
(TAC Representative)

Melanie Crotty,
MTC

Janet Adams

Group

The complete STA Board Workshop Packet is also available on STA’s Website at www.sta.ca.gov
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B. Mobility Management Plan and Program
(2:25-3:50 p.m.)

1. MTC Regional Coordinated Public Transit/Human
Services Transportation Plan

2. Presentations:
0 Senior Transportation Needs

0 People with Disabilities Mobility Needs

0 Low Income Mobility Needs

3. Draft Solano Mobility Management Plan

Board Discussion/Comments

BREAK
(3:50 - 4:00 p.m.)

C. Discussion of Local Funding Sources
(4:00 - 5:00 p.m.)

e Presentation on State Funding
e Status of Traditional Transportation Funding Sources
o Federal
o State
0 Regional
e Local Funding Sources
o0 Bridge Tolls
Private-Public Partnership (P3)
Sales Tax
Vehicle License Fee
Transit (District/Parcel Tax)
RTIF

O O00O0oOo

Board Discussion/Comments

5. WRAP-UP/BOARD COMMENTS / NEXT STEPS

6. ADJOURNMENT

Daryl Halls

Jennifer Yeaman,
MTC

Rochelle Sherlock,
Senior Coalition of
Solano County
Danielle Roundtree,
Independent Living
Resource Center

Christina Arrostuto,
First Five Solano

Elizabeth Richards,
STA Project Manager

Group

Daryl Halls
Jim Earp (Tentative)

Daryl Halls

Daryl Halls

Group

The complete STA Board Workshop Packet is also available on STA’s Website at www.sta.ca.gov
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m Overview of |-80

Corridor in

Solano County,
Historical Perspective
& Current Status

Photos court

$552 M invested on I-80 over the last 12 years

* 513M from
Transpaortation
Corridor Relief
Program (TCRP)
far 1-80/1-
680/SR 12 1C
$8M fram and North
e Connector
Surface :
i Environmental
Transportation
Improvement Documents
= 5100M from AB
Program (STIP) .
1171 Bridge Toll
for 1-80/I- Findling Tory
680/5R 12 unding for |-

Interchange 80/1-680/SR 12

IC
113 121 121
T |
Prior 2000 2001
* STA Board .

identifies the I-
80/1-680/5R 12
Interchange (IC) as
a priority and
includes the project
inta MTC's
Regional
Transportation Plan
1-80/1-680/1-780
Corridors Major
Investment Study
(MIS) Begins

ATTACHMENT D

Waterman Bl
Alr B se Pkv
1|

of Caltrans D4 Photography

+ |-80 East Bound

Truck Scale
* $100M from * $140M SHORP Relocation
RM2 Funding Programmed for * 54.9M Ramp Project Breaks
for 1-80/1- I-80 Pavement Meters on I-80 Ground
680/5R 12 1C Rehabilitation installed in * 1-80/1-680/SR
* $56M Prop. 1B Fairfield 12 EIR/
= 1-80/1-680/SR CMIA Funds for I- * Vacaville NOD/Initial
12 MIS and 80 HOV 5 %l{r:rm Transportation Construction
Transit Corridor * Benicia/Martinez WicGary Road (I Center Package
studies adopted  * S17M SAFETEA Bridge new span o Completed approved
* |-80/1-680 Funds for 1-80/1- project e a8
Auxiliary lanes 680/SR 12 IC completed oad) 551.6
completed 490.7 491.7 491.7 496.6
* AlZampa Bridge = Cordelia Truck 434
(formally Scales Study
Carquinez Adopted
Bridge) new
span completed 21 238 238 i55
121 121 4100
i 56.7 55
| m ¥ m
2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012
Initiated the s Initiatad I1-80 « $6.9M from * 1-80 Pavement * 555M Ramp
Cordelia Truck Smarter Growth ~ SHOPP Funds Rehabilitation in Meters on |-80 in
Sl Study with MTC ~ for 1-80/SR121C  Completed Vallajp.&
Relocation and ABAG Truck Climbing ~ * 1-80 PSR for Vacaville breaks
Sty Lane- Project HOV Lanes in ground
ST Hnlard C leted i Vallej * Suisun Valley
recoinites |- ompleted in allejo "
80/1-680/5R 12 2008 Completed Parkway
Ic, 1-80 High * $49.BMTCIF = Completed 1-80 completed
Occupancy Funds for 1-80 Smarter Growth (North Cannector
Vehicle Lane Truck Scales Study with MTC Project)
(HOV) and 1-80 Relocation and ABAG ¢ |-80 East CSMP
Express Bus Adopted

Infrastructure
as priorities for
Bridge Toll
funding
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Next Steps

Receive May 2013 CTC
Vote for I-80/680/SR12
project to meet delivery
deadlines

Begin designing the next
1-80/680/SR12
construction package
Express Lanes to [-505

Pave 80 SHOPP Vacaville
to Dixon
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& Managing Interstate 80 Corridor
Gltrans

Solano County Transportation Authority Board Workshop

March 13, 2013
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District Overview

ﬁ METROPOLITAN
¥ RAT manseouranion
‘Zh’/éyh COMMISHIIN

G/rans

® Encompasses the 9 counties of Alameda, Contra
Costa, Marin, Napa, San Francisco, San Mateo,
Solano, Sonoma, and Santa Clara.

® Qver 3,400 positions with an annual operating
budget of over $500 million.

® Manages 6,468 lane miles on over 770
centerline miles of conventional highways and
690 centerline miles of freeways including 442
miles of carpool lanes.

® Qver $5.27 billion and 189 capital outlay
projects currently under construction.

® QOperates seven state owned toll bridges:
Antioch, Benicia, Carquinez, Richmond-San
Rafael, San Mateo-Hayward, San Francisco-
Oakland, and Dumbarton.

District 4 — Bay Area

DISTRICT 4
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E California State Highway System

&fbrans
Lane Miles 50,000 6,468 650
Bridges 12,559 2,500 212
Acres of Landscape 29,000 4,600 969
Culverts 205,000 43,059 3,386

Roadside Rest Area 87 3 1

Park & Ride Lots 325 46 6

Vista Points 146 20 3

ﬂ California State Traffic Operation System

Gltrans
CCTV — Closed Circuit Television Camera 371 27
TMS — Traffic Manitoring Station 2,334 137
CMS — Changeable Message Sign 123 G
HAR — Highway .Ad.visory Radio 25 2
EMS — Extinguishable Message Sign 81 7
RM — Ramp Meters 360 0
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*  Freeway Congestion Trends
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7

¢ 133,000 daily vehicle hours of delay in 2012.
= 3RD most congested region in U.S.
e 2" most congested region in California.

200
180 S
160

140

M Delay H Projected Delay

100
80
60
40
20

Daily Vehicle Hours of Delay X 1000

‘98 ‘99 ‘00 ‘01 ‘02 '03 '04 ‘O5 ‘O6 ‘07 ‘08 '09 ‘10 ‘11 12 2035
Year

Source: Year 1998 — 2008 data taken from HICOMP reparts. Year 2009 — 2012 data taken from PeMS as of September 30, 2012.
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San Francisco Bay Area
Freeway Congestion By County

San Francisco
6%

Source: Based on delays at 60mph recorded by PeMS 01/01/2012 - 09/30/2012.

Gftrans

Solano County

Freeway Traffic Volumes & Incidents

Average Annual Daily Traffic Volumes

Accident & Incident Data (2010 TASAS & PeMS)

250,000 T — g )

© Volumes

£ I-80 east of 1-680
& 150,000 .

§ 1-80 west of I-680
& 100,000

B
| E e e T T

5 50,000

< ! 1-680 south of I-80

0
2000 2001 2002 2003! 2004 2005 2006 | 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

i District 4 Solano County I-80 Solano County
Incidents 126,707 8,705 5,878
Accidents 29,578 2,041 1,411
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Gftrans

Redwood
On-ramp

Georgia
On-ramp
1-780
On-ramp

Solano County Interstate 80
2015 Expected Congestion & Bottlenecks

. /,DV 0T T e L o el |
t / +—/ Lanedrop
P L [ west of Weber,
| On-ramp

Yolo County

Causeway

Lane drop
west of
Richards Blvd
On-ramp

Lane drop
west of
North Texas
On-ramp

(3-7 p.m.)
emmm——

(3-8 pm.)
S BTN Mt

(5-10am)

(3-8p.m.)
]

Bottleneck Location (2015)
EB Weekday PM Queues
EB Friday PM Queues

WB Weekday AM Queues

WB Sunday PM Queues

11

Moblllty Now

Build-Out Traffic Operations Systems
* Incident Management
*  Traveler Information
*  Corridor System Management Plans

*  Ramp Metering

*  Express Lanes

%

METROPOLITAN
AT tnansrorIAmoN
COMMISSION

70
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&ftrany

Caltrans’ Current Key Focus Areas

® Build-out of Traffic Operations System
(TOS):

e System Monitoring

System
* Performance Measurement System Compiation

and
Expansion

* Incident Management
Operational Improvements

* Traveler Information
* Corridor System Management Plans
e Ramp Metering B350 o iand Manuetant Valda preig

L Express Lanes Maintenance and Preservation

System Monitoring and Evaluation

13

ﬂg . Mobility in San Francisco Bay Area

e MTC’s Plan Bay Area investment strategies are consistent with

Caltrans’ vision for mobility and commits to significant investments in Freeway
Performance Initiative and Express Lanes Network.

* Investment Strategy No. 5, “Squeeze More
Efficiency Out of the Existing System”, improves reliability

and reduces delays in congested corridors by maximizing efficiency and management
of existing freeway, highway, and arterial infrastructure.

T2035 by Function -$218 B Plan Bay Area by Function -$277 B
Expansion-

Bridges
0% b
14%

51%
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San Francisco Bay Area
Gbrans System Monitoring

| CHP CAD Incidents (per day)

* Total “incidents” reported 2,700

* Traffic hazard reports 660

* Accident reports 340

* Reports passed to Caltrans for review 300 o i, i
CHP Computer Aided Dispatch Incident Data

* Reports requiring action by Caltrans 50

(PeMS)

e B e * Statewide (Districts/Regions/Cities)
District 4t Bay Area
Current Location g Dashboard Facilities & Devicss »  Performance DataQud @ Real Time & Archived since 1998

Status Check ?

Santa Rosa Sacramenio
) °
Faitfiald Delay by Day of Widk =] DaShboal dS

Cencord ' ~Biockton
w @

i 300k T T
Eranenll s e0aKAN 3 4 oo § 2o /ﬁ\ ® De'ay
e Matas Fremont 3 £
i Pl : . . T
U e ]l | » Travel Time Reliability
S L 1 w Th F

Sants Cruz
7 I Last Year I Last ook 1 This Wesk

sl s gzt e * Detector Health

Maps: RealTime | Performance | loveptory

7 Lone Glosiifes

Directional Distance
Controllers
Stations

Detactors

Traffic Census
Stations

|5}
B
L]

California Highway Patrol

BN
B2
£ 8
o
[
(=3
b3
<

Incidents

Quick Links
[iew this page far another district..

i e *  Weigh-In-Motion Data

3-8 PM

[Jump to derault page for county...

[Jump to detault page for city.

* Vehicle Classification Data

[KIRCINEIRE]
3

Featured Sectians i E Statewids Gosl: 90% L) Roadway |nvent0ry
Mobility Performance Renart 0

Datector Health 1 )

cHP Incidants e * Web Accessible

Lane Closure System L

Corridors

Pnstolon Viewsr L g edts S T * Google® Map Enabled

Touols mare

[Jumip to default page for resway.
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San Francisco Bay Area
Gitrans Incident Management Goals

* Clear Incidents:
¢ Caltrans & CHP’s goal is to clear major highway incidents within 90 minutes or less.

= Caltrans and CHP responded to 1,339 major incidents in 2012.
* Nore than 75% of incidents cleared in less than 90 minutes.

* Inter-agency Coordination & Interoperable communication:

* Greater responder safety.
* Quicker incident clearance.

* Reduced congestion.

San Francisco Bay Area

sz Freeway Service Patrol (FSP)

80 contracted roving tow trucks on 36 beats
Over 10,000 assists/month (Avg.)

* 8 minutes, average response time

¢ Roved just under 4 Million miles/year

¢ Joint Operation: Caltrans/CHP/MTC

18
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“inj}ll, v Advist
* California QUIckMap

e Caltrans Telephone
Highway Information
Network (CHIN)

* Bay Area 511
°* PeMS Commercial
Web Portal
e Solano-Napa Commuter

Information Web Site

* Focus on Nine Corridors:

e US-101 North (Mrn/Son)

* US-101 Peninsula (SMISC])
@ 1 80 East (Solano) i

« 1-80 West (Ala/CC)

1-880 (Ala/SCI)

* 1-580 (Ala)

* SR-4 (CC)

* SR-24 (Ala/CC)

* SR-12 (Nap/Sol)

ah

74
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Glbrans

Solano County Interstate 80

1-80 is designated as:
* Statewide Lifeline Route;
* Inter-Regional Route System (IRRS);

* Surface Transportation Assistance Act (STAA)

National Network;

* State Highway Extra Legal Road (SHELL)
network.

I-80 carries the third highest truck

volume in the region

s connects with the transcontinental truck
network and interregional freight corridors
including I-5, SR-99, US 101 and I-880.

I-80 serves both recreational &

commuter traffic (with weekday and

weekday congestion patterns).

s 1-80 will be 60% gridlocked by 2030/

Corridor System Management Plan

|
é Dn_vl.si

5] Bottleneck Location (2015)
(3-7 p.m.)
s EB Weekday PM Queues

3-8 p.m

'('—1—) EB Friday PM Queues
(5-10 a.m.)

e WB Waeekday AM Queues
(3-Bpm)
pEa—

WB Sunday PM Queues

21
Solano County Interstate 80
Corridor System Management Plan
e 2015 Recommended Improvement Strategies
» Complete TOS:
* Close gaps in current TOS coverage (add 89 TOS elements)
e Extend coverage eastward from Air Base Parkway to Yolo County Line
(add 73 TOS elements)
* Complete Ramp Metering:
Route (PM) Limits Scope Capital Cost Schedule
Sol 80 From Red Top to Completed
(11.4/20.1) Air Base Parkway 18:Rampeters 5.9 Fall 2012
In
Sol 80 From Redwood Street
(0.0/R28.4) to junction 1-80/505 A7 Hamp Melees $12.86 M C°"(§g:‘:)”°”
From
Sol 80 In PA/ED
Junction |- 80/505 23 Ramp Meters |
(R2Z.A/RA47) | 0 \olo County Line $20.0 M (TBD)
¢ Extend HOV Lane/Convert to Express lane (air Base Parkway to Alamo
Drive)
22
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Solano County Interstate 80
Gutrans Corridor System Management Plan

e 2030 Recommended Improvement Strategies

e Complete Ramp Metering
° From SR-29 to Yolo County Line

e Extend HOV lanes

¢ Westbound: from I-505 to Air Base Parkway, and from SR-37 to Carquinez Bridge
* Eastbound: from Alamo Drive to I-505 and from SR-29 to Red Top Road

* Interchange Modifications

* [|-BO/SR-12 West * |-80/SR-12 East * |-80/SR-37
* [-80/1-680 * |-80/SR-29

* Add Auxiliary Lanes

e Westbound : Between Travis Boulevard & Air Base Parkway; North Texas Street & Air
Base Parkway; and Alamo Drive & Pleasant Valley Road

¢ Eastbound: Between Abernathy Road & West Texas; Cliffside Drive & Allison Drive;
Cherry Glenn Road & Pleasant Valley Road; and SR-12 & I-680

* Add General Purpose Lanes
* Provide 5 lanes in each direction, between 1-680 and SR-12 West
* Provide 5 Westhound and 6 Eastbound lanes, between SR-12 East and I-680
23

24
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ﬂ What is Ramp-Metering?
Glrans

e Signals regulate traffic to enhance
safety & mobility.

e At intersections, traffic signals
ensure safety by eliminating
conflicting traffic movements to
prevent accidents.

e At on-ramps, ramp-metering signals
minimize congestion and enhance
safety by balancing conflicting traffic
demands commensurate with
available capacity.

25

% Why Ramp-Metering?

&trans

 Maintains peak performance flow at freeway on-ramps.
* Breaks up vehicle “platoons”, making merges safer.

* Reduces total delay for a
driver’s entire commute.

* Reduces cut-through
traffic on local roads and
reduces ramp volumes.

* Provides reliability &
consistent travel times
for travelers.

* Promotes Carpool
incentives with Bypass
Lanes.

26
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& Typical Ramp-Meter Design

Glbans
Ramp-Metering Hardware
L_EM End-of-Queue T

Traffic flow direction

Advance Warning Sign
(“METER ON")

Loop TN

Ramp Meler Signal Standard, 9
with signal heads and signs Eeriet Lyops

In-pavement delector Lirnit Lin
{loops)

Ramp Meter Passage Loo
Controller cabinet
Enforcement &
Maintenance Pul

[EHRMY B30T

End-of-Queue loop
detectors at
entrance of on-
ramp prevent local
street congestion
by releasing ramp
traffic when

o 1h

------------------------------------------------------------------------------ queues are
present over
detector.

27

* How Is Ramp-Metering Implemented?
G/trans

e Corridor Appr oach: Implemented on corridor level and in appropriate phases.

On-going communication: information sharing with elected officials,

community outreach with public groups, chambers of Commerce and service clubs;
advance notification via highway signs, websites and 511, and coordination with media.

* Local Engagement: ramp metering technical committee comprised of

representatives from affected local agencies, technical staff, CMA, MTC, CHP & Caltrans
develops consensus on metering strategies and sets metering rates.

e Local SenSitiViLV: Impact on local streets is avoided through end-of-queue
detectors, ramp widening, or improvements at local intersections.

e Measuring Effectiveness: sefore & After studies; real-time adjustments;

telephone hotline for addressing complaints.

e Develop & Execute Single Countywide MOU, taking into

account local concerns.

28
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:ﬁ San Francisco Bay Area

Ramp-Metering Benefits:
Reduction in Travel Times

Reduction In Reduction In
County/ Corridor Travel Time Duration of Peak
Route Minutes] % Period, hours
SM 101 | SB Hillsdale to University 19 571 1
ALA 580 | EB Foothill to Greenville 1 33 2
SM 280 | NB Sneath to Serramonte 3 28 1
SCL 85 | SB Almaden to Cottle 4 52 1
SCL 87 | NB Route 85 to Skyport 4 30 2
SCL 87 | SB Charcot to Santa Teresa 9 4 1
ALA 580 | WB Interstate 205 to Foothill 7 24 1
SCL 101 | SB Embarcadero to De La Cruz 1 5 N/A
SCL 880 | SB Route 237 to Stevens Creek | /111 38 1

e Travel Time: reduced 1 to 19 minutes of (or 5 to 57%)
* Duration of Peak Period: reduced 1 to 2 hours

‘* Ramp Metering Benefits
Gltrars

29

Reduction in Accidents on Eastbound I-580, Alameda County

Phase I: Hopyard On-ramp to Santa Rita On-ramp

“Before”
(6/1/02 to 5/30/03) 248 0 59 189 '/"'\\
| v-21 °/31
AL 205 1 58 146 e

(6/1/03 to 5/30/04)

Phase II: Foothill On-ramp to Greenville On-ramp (including Phase I)

“Before” T
(1/1/07 to 10/30/07) 197 0 58 138 ’I o\‘
“After: ‘;25 rel

: 157 0 37 120 -

(1/1/08 to 10/30/08)

Notes:
1. Source: Caltrans Traffic Survelllance and Analysis System (TASAS)
2. Metering Period (M - F 2-7 p.m.)

79
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‘i I nterState 80 | 1-80 ~ Ramp Metering Equipment Status |
Ramp-Metering ﬂ‘ : |

Sacramento County:
* Operational -
Truxel Road to Antelope Road

Yolo County:
* Operational --
Two Eastbound ramps @ Mace BI.

£ vacaville

*  Future --
Both directions from Richards BI. Falrfield
to Route 50
12
* Solano County:
° 2014 - Vallejo to Vacaville
* Future: Other segments
* Contra Costa County: »
s 2015 6 B
* Alameda County:

* 2015 msmmsmss  Existing/Installed
wssssssm  Under Construction
memmmmmm PA/ED

| mmmmmmmm Future Plans (TBD)

% Solano County I-80
Planned Ramp Metering Activation

N e

Existing/Installed
Under Construction
PA/ED

Future Plans




arare Express Lanes Network’

Conversion of HOV lanes to /
Express operations bl »
optimizes use of existing N\ |
system. ’ '
Improved mobility for all, s

utilizing available unused capacity in HOV Lanes.

Dynamic Pricing controls demand &

preserves ridesharing incentives.

Added Choice & Reliability

Enhanced Environment

New funding source to close | =yae
gaps in network, to provide e
additional time savings and incentives for transit — Comtrc uew VRO one

& carpools. 2 il

San Francisco Bay Area

e

Collaboration: Caltrans, MTC, and thé‘ i

Bay Area CMAs are working together to implemefib"“," i
initial projects. v

Fu ndlng » The financial plan contemplates
using toll revenue, equity contributions, bond

financing, TIFIA, and federal and local grants. The Nl
Network is included in the current T-2035 Plan. .

Cost Effective: the Network has an

estimated benefit-cost ratio of 3.3 (including
reductions in travel delay, emission, and

collision but excluding revenue). 2OMiles s
4 260 Miles E!:::um T ass L \_‘
Success requires: T el \

= A regionally recognizable, consistent, e W E T g .
seamless, and connected system; !

* Preserved incentives for transit and EB )
ridesharing through optimized ; . - 2 v
operational hours and carpool eligibility, ===t i
requirements as well as sensitive pricing e e @-.- (}‘ﬁi:%:,"ﬁ%‘:‘;’;“

policy.
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Future Vision
SMART Corridors & Active Traffic Management

[ ]

Connected Vehicles

COMMISSION

boe SIrE (@

METROPOLITAN
TRAKSPORTATION

Smart Corridors & Active Traffic Management:

Steer away from reactive and static solutions to proactive and dynamic strategies.
Real-time and integrated incident management from TMCs.

Real-time multimodal Traveler Information: freeway, arterial, transit, rail, ferry.
Coordinated adaptive ramp-metering and local arterial signals .

Connected Vehicles (formerly IntelliDrive or VII):

e V2V or V2Roadway Applications: intersection safety such as lane departure warning or

collision avoidance, in vehicle signage; tolling; & enforcement.

+ Berkeley Highway Lab (2 mile section on I-80)
* 40 hot spots on the Peninsula along three corridors.

Integrating technology in everyday tools:

¢ Obtain and disseminate valuable real-time multimodal data for travelers.
* Computers, cell phones, vehicles, and infrastructure.

More choices, convenience, reliability, and safety.

82
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Safety

Mobility

37
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STa

Solano Transpottation Authotity

Implementation of
Ramp Metering

Countywide vs. Local MOUs with
Caltrans to operate ramp metering in
Solano County

STOP
HERE ON

RED

IR TL Y
AR

1-80 EB at North Texas St.
in Fairfield

STA’s Role in |I-80 Corridor Planning
and Operations

* 2004, 1-80/680 Major * Sept 2010, Corridor System
Improvement Study (MIS) Management Plan (CSMP) for I-80
* 2008, STA Board Adopts MTC adopted by STA Board
Freeway Performance Initiative * Dec 2010 Solano Highways
(FPI) Partnership (SoHIP) discusses
* 2010 Solano Highways Operations ramp metering projects
Study ¢ March 2011 SoHIP approves ramp

. ity metering study scope of work
operations * Dec 2011 Fairfield ramp metering
Improvements project complete

including Intelligent ;
Transportation Feb 2013 Draft ramp metering
Systems (ITS) and study for internal review
o Traffic Operations

| Systems (TOS) e Dec 2014 Vallejo & Vacaville

elements project to be complete
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Ramp Metering MOUs

* (Caltrans built ramp *  Goals,
metering in Fairfield and =  governance,
is bU|Id|ng ramp meters ®  pperating principles and
in Vallejo and Vacaville parameters,
with MTC-sponsored »  implementation phasing,
funding sources with »  Capital improvements
tight delivery deadlines e Monitoring & Maintenance
(Use it or lose it, Prop 1B e Technical Committee Role
Bond funds). —  Scope of effort

—  Metering plan
— Capital improvements

e (Caltrans will activate

— Agreements
ramp meters once an b anionia
operating agreement = Membirebis

through a memorandum I T
of understanding (MOU)

is executed with the

following sections:

C/CAG & VTA Ramp Metering MOU
key principles

*  Provide consistent & predictable travel times

*  Minimize Corridor delays with ramp metering \f
during peak periods s

*  Minimize impacts on local streets from ramp Richard N}cr‘_ _
osteite i O Cor QU T

* Use spillback loops to avoid local street impacts “Qur board now is in a position that we can’t put

- it : ; amp metering up fast enough
*  Specific communities are not disproportionately SR Bab b
... turn it on as fast as you can.

burdened with ramp delays Richard Napier, Executive Director,

®  Prior to implementation, Local Ramp Metering C/CAG in San Mateo
TACs reviews and recommends metering plan to
policy board

*  Local Ramp Metering TACs adjust ramp metering
timing with Caltrans

*  Prompt Caltrans response to local agency
metering changes

* Issues resolved at policy board “As a county, we approached [ramp metering] in a
*  Annual Review very different way ... I'm very proud of what we've

done here in [San Mateo] County.”
Larry Patterson, San Mateo Public Works Direcgor

*  Problem sites become candidates for future
improvements
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¢ Ramps could exceed storage

Local Agency Concerns

Shawn Cunningham, City of Vacaville, Director of Public Works

if metered too aggressively

Older, substandard ramps
lack capacity to handle
ramp metering

Traffic could divert from
freeways to city streets and
county roads to avoid ramp
meters

e With regard to an MOU,

local agencies would have
less control of traffic
management on city streets
if other agencies or even
the STA are given authority
over ramp metering timing,
as a signatory to a Ramp
Metering MOU

The public could push back
against unnecessary ramp
metering because traffic is
relatively light compared to
other areas of the Bay Area

Countywide Concerns

Highway-to-highway
meters require
countywide consensus
to implement

Ramp meters are one
part of a suite of
highway operations
technology designed to
provide predictable
travel times
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e Future highway

improvements (such as
express lanes) could be
tied to successful
implementation of
ramp metering
operations along the
entire corridor, not just
in one city



Local Agency MOUs with Caltrans

PRO:

Local Ramp Metering TACs
recommend plans to City Councils
to make final decisions regarding
ramp metering implementation

Local MOUs are consistent with
current Caltrans practices of
O&M MOUs for interchanges,
traffic signals, and landscaping
near freeway ramps

Local issues specific to each
interchange ramps are given local
focus vs. upstream or
downstream benefits or impacts
of other jurisdictions

CON:

Neighboring city bottleneck
issues not addressed

Highway-to-highway connector
implementation delegated to
Caltrans

Future improvements with
regional funding are not
addressed and may impede full
corridor plan implementation

Countywide MOU with Caltrans

PRO:

Local Ramp Metering TACs
recommend plans to STA Board to
make final decisions regarding
ramp metering implementation

Neighboring city bottleneck
issues debated at Solano
Highways Partnership & STA
Board

Highway-to-highway connector
implementation discussed by
Solano Highways Partnership and
STA Board

Future improvements with
regional funding are considered
by STA Board

88

CON:

City Councils do not make final
decisions regarding ramp
metering implementation, other
than first entering into a
Countywide MOU

A Countywide MOU is
inconsistent with current Caltrans
practices of O&M MOUs for
interchanges, traffic signals, and
landscaping near freeway ramps
Local issues could be outweighed
by regional ramp metering
benefits



~ EXPRESS
' LANE NETWORK

Solano Transportation
Authority Workshop

March 13, 2013

Presented by Melanie Crotty
Director, Operations

‘ool

| |

{ | | METROPOLITAN

s | DAY AREATOLL MR T TRANSPORTATION
e A i s e U R S AUTHORITY COMMISSION

Bay Area Express
Laelsysteny il

550 miles total
= MTC — 270 miles /f\ e *)
(Oct. 2011 CTC action) i}b\\\
= Alameda CMA & Sunol JPA — e
90 miles

= Santa Clara — VTA 190 miles

Express Lanes to be operated |
MTC

All parties are committed to B |

X spralid Lot
making the system seamless __ ANERRIE
for drivers g —

HOT nat tion no gap
Strest base map © Thomas Aros. Mags. All rights reserved,
MTC Graphicyiob — 1.24.2011
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* High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes b
‘ .
pasTRA

* HOV with toll option
— Carpools, buses free

— Other drivers can choose to pay G

— “Congestion insurance”
* Electronic toll — FasTrak®

* Dynamic tolls keep lane free
flowing (congest

option to use it.”

-Alameda County focus group participant
(November 2012)

llc EXPRESS
__LANE NETWORK

The Express Lane Network

e Connects HOV lanes to serve
buses & carpools better

* |ncreases HOV lane reliability
through better incident
detection (cameras, speed
sensors, etc.)

® Uses existing capacity more
efficiently

¢ Shifts vehicles from regular
lanes

XPRESS. 10T
" LANE NETWORK
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Vista _.-"i

Rio |

128
Heshiskurg

Sonoma

MNapa
121

Contra
Costa

Daily

Express
Bus Trips

wer than 20
20-200

Solano County i
us Trips

(current servic

Route

A. 1-80 Yolo County to 1-505 15

B. l—$0 I-505 to Carquinez 108
Bridge

C. I-680 Gold Hill Rd. to I-780 13

Solano County Van Pool Route

I-80 Yolo County to |-505
I-80 I-505 to Carquinez Bridge
I-680 Gold Hill Rd. to I-780

Peak Period

- Improvement:

More than 200

Convert existing, or phased

and fully funded HOV lanes

to express lanes

e)
Add new express lanes

Operational gap closures

Miler

0 26
} Kilomaters

0 E)

Street basa map & Thomas Bros. Maps. All rights reserved.
MTCGraghicupb —9.1.2011

Van Pools

(eurrent service)

203

21
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Beneflts to Carpools

* Connected Network serves Use by Carpools on |-15 San Diego Since
existing and new. Express Lane Expansion

* Number of paid vehicles will be 20,000 -
limited so they do not congest 17,500 A
the lanes. 16,000
* Carpooling has increased on 12,500 1
[-15 in San Diego and SR-91 in % 10,000 -
Orange County. 7,500 -
- 1 TR 5,000 -
e, 2,500 -
% i iy 0
, R =N T 2008 2010 2011

(< EXPRESS
LANE NETWOHK

Proven Corridor Management Tool

Fewer Delays Reported
(Minneapolis) 20%

Reduced crashes
(Minneapolis) 12%

Improved Travel Speeds
| (Minneapolis) 5%

7 Increased Carpooling
(San Diego) 58%

‘Doubled Vehicle Throughput
(Orange County) 100%

T T T T T T T T 1

-40% -20% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 120%

92 : LANE NETWORK



ary Corridol
It Strategies

Freeway
Performance’
Initiative

= CpeniUnder Construction

| Implementation by:
— 2015
feapital Fuinded via Ok 2;
$12M shoattall)

| = 2020
Desgn Fundsd.
Atrsbunatod Cajital Needs §140M)

— 2025
Pl Bay Are s Busld Our;
unfundsd hesds: $31 84}
| NOTE Map shows ramp metering
| stategic pian. Capital devery nesds
| amoums inclusle A and 7O

EXPRESS
LANE NETWORK

~ Coordination is Key

Public
~ Information
. & Messaging

Project
Design

METROFOLITAN
M T TRANSFORTATION
- COMMISSION
\".,:'MW//
’
#

= ALAMEDA

= Counly Transpartation
% ormimission

R Yl

AR

An 5 e, @HP  SE

J transportation
G authority

10 il XPRESS

Operations
| & Policies

Illu,’

I
o

LANE NETWORK
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Current Project Plan

__(MTC Network)

1. Conversions first
(benefit cost ratio = 5)

Low cost & low risk

— Toll-system comprises most

of the investment
150 miles

2. Close gaps, segments with
better revenue/cost ratios
(benefit cost ratio = 3)

65 miles

Solano I-80 Corridor

13

Damile

'”’, ey @vg% ikland
San 1
Current r“'ff'__}, 2D

Project Plan

s, B8

== Currently open
== Tier1

=== Previously Authorized
Lanes in Santa Clara
and Alameda Counties

&

nies

o 0 i 0
Kilometers

o o EH Ed

Ciirrant Projert Blan

Streat bata man © Thoman Brod. Waps, Al nghts resarved,
MIC Graphicsite — 2.21.2011

/airfield

7z

680

W T v

‘,;- Vacaville
-

12

1

e

— AL

Currént
Project Plan

== Currently open

== Tier 1
SsiziTiapd ACRNIEZAIRIENI VS, WIS e VSRS ARt e
s PreviouslyAuthorized

Lanes jrf Santa Clara

angrAlameda Counties

L/

5 3 i} T
e —— ) Kilometers

Qurrent Project Plan

‘Street hase map © Thomas Bres. Maps. All rights resarved.
MITC Graphsdc — 2.21.2013
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Tier 1 Conversions

118 (]

MTC Network Projects Underway

d
90 miles open in 2015 fi“ - .
s
| e
n progress Jo%
* Toll system concept /}UA\ i
-~ e Sany i
* Environmental clearance QU
W\\\ ,
Next steps in 2013 Tier 1 "
y Projects
* Toll system requirements &
procurement = Currently open f
) == Tier 1 projects underway
o Roadway dESIgn == Remaining conversions
zzzz Tier2
=== Previously authorized
Remaining Conversions bk i sl

60 miles

Secure funding and initiate

studies/environmental LI
clearance in 2013 15 b e s M s

Bay Area Infrastructure

___Financing Authority (BAIFA)

+ Created by MTC and BATA in 2006 to finance the state contribution to the toll
bridge seismic program and “to plan, develop and fund transportation and related
projects”

* Amended in September 2011 to include development, operation and financing of
express lane facilities

Recommendation: Revise board membership for express lane responsibilities.
Both MTC and BATA must approve this change.

Current Membership Proposed Membership

1. MTC Chair Tissier 1. MTC Chair Worth

2. MTC Vice Chair Worth 2. BATA Oversight Chair Dodd

3. BATA Oversight Chair Dodd 3. Alameda County Haggerty
4. BATA Oversight Vice Chair Bates 4. Contra Costa County Glover

5. Programming & Allocations Chair Glover 5. Solano County Spering
6. Programming & Allocations Kinsey 6. Business, Transportation  Sartipi

Vice Chair & Housing Appointee (non-voting)

|1~ EXPRESS ,
LANE NETWORK

14
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_ P.o'_l'icy- Dec-isi'olh's and ,Ré-s'pOhSibiI'iti-es for BAIFA

Developing, Operating and Funding the Network

1. Approve phasing and financing plans
—  Which projects get built first;
— How the network will be financed.

2. Design, procure, install and construct the
express lanes and toll system

3. Adopt business rules, tolling and operating policies
in coordination with Caltrans and CHP
— Recommend hours of operation
(peak only, all day, weekends)

— Toll rates and requirement for toll free travel
(HOV2 or HOV3+

— Toll collection methods, )
violation procedures and penalties

[ psman: | ONLY ToLL

TO BOLLINGER CANYON s 0.50
HSJL?’ TO SOUTH MAIN $ 200
pkell  HOV 2+ NO TOLL ]

MON-FRI

4. Operate and maintain the express lanes and toll system

5. Take steps necessary to fund the project "1 (- EXPRESS
e ____LANE NETWORK

BAI FA Timeline

Feb ly]Information item on BAIFA
2/13 BATA Oversight & MTC Admin.
Mar O Revise BAIFA Board

3/6 BATA Oversight & MTC Admin.
3/27 BATA & MTC

U Approve MTC-BAIFA coop
3/6 MTC Admin.

3/27 MTC

Apr U First BAIFA express lanes meeting
O Approve MTC-BAIFA coop
4/24 BAIFA

Spring 2013 and O Monthly BAIFA meetings

beyond

MTC ==

o LANE NETWORK



I Today

2012

| I Civil Portion (Roadway)

Project Approval/Environ. Process
(projects underway)

Design & Construction

Toll System

Reguirements &

i sl Design/Installation/Testing

(@fo]gel=] 0]

+|EXPRESS
LANE NETWORK
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STa

Solano Transpottation Authotity

Solano Mobility Management Plan

= 4
Solano Seniors and People with Disability Transportation
Advisory Committee

Senior Coalition of Solano County

STA Board Workshop | March 13, 2013

£ sTa
Why Mobility Management? s

The development of a mobility management plan for Solano County
emerged as a countywide priority based on:

STa (-

Five (5) Community-Based Transportation Plans

Two (2) Solano County Senior and Disabled Transportation Summits

Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities (2011)

Four (4) Advisory Committees:

Solano Seniors and People with Disabilities Transportation Advisory Committee

Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC)
Intercity Transit Consortium
Lifeline Committee Sulano County Mobility ManagementPlan

Drakt

Octolver 19,2012

Solano Tran‘:pon:mun Study for
Seniors & People with Disabilities

wewmsazn  aResem




STa

Sofano Transportation Authotity

Demographics — Low Income

Population of Solano County and Cities in Poverty or with Low-Income

City Total Low Income* % Below Poverty® %

Benicia 26,877 3,596 13.4% 1517 5.6%
Dixon 18,071 4,226 23.4% 1500 8.3%
Fairfield 97,319 26,140 26.9% 11274 11.6%
Rio Vista 7,088 1,526 21.5% 666 9.4%
Suisun City 27,662 6,991 25.3% 2,466 8.9%
Vacaville 82,430 15,688 19.0% 6,350 7.7%
Vallejo 114,708 |

Sola i

B

*Low income defined as <200% of Federal HHS Poverty Guidelines
Apoverty defined as <100% of Federal HHS Paverty Guidelines

Source: ACS 2007 - 2011 5 Yr Estimates {51701)

Sira

Sofana Transpettation Authotity

Demographics - Seniors

Solano County and Cities by Senior Age Brackets

Percent of
Solano Percent

City Population | 50-64 65-79 Over 80 Population over 65
Benicia 26,178 25.6%) 8.9% 3.5% 6.4%| 12.4%
Dixon 17,341  13.8% 6.7%) 2.7% 4.3% 9.4%
Fairfield 103,305  15.0%| 6.2% 2.7% 25.4%) 8.9%
Rio Vista 7,460 20.2%| 27.8% 5.5% 1.8%| 33.3%
Suisun City 26,737|  17.5% 5.5% 1.7%) 6.6%) 7.2%)
Vacaville 91,828 16.9% 6.9% 2.9% 22.6% 9.8%
Vallejo 115,073] 18.9% 8.4% 3.7% 28.3% 12.1%
Other Solano Count 18,539 4.6%
Solano County | 406,46 re 4%

Source: STA, Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities, 2011
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Sira

h Sodano Transpertation Authorily
Baby Boomers
began to reach Growth in Solano County’s Older
65 in 2010. Population — 65 and Over
120,000
By 2020, there
will be nearly B0
20,000 more g5+
- 5 60,000
seniors in Solano ol = 7584
County. s0000 118 6574
20,000 +
By 2035, Solano’s 0% T
senior population 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035
iS projected to Source: STA, Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities, 2011
double.

ra

Demographics — People with Disabilities st

Growth of ADA Eligible Population in

Seolano County by Cities with a Disability Solano County
78%
16,000 -
City Total Disability Percent
Benicia 27,026 2,481 9.2% T
Dixon* NA NA NA 12,000 -
Fairfield 99,388 9,657 9.7% 10,000 -
Rio Vista* NA NA NA
= = 8,000 -
Suisun City 27,803 2,927 10.5%
Vacaville 81,579 8,327 10.2% il
Vallejo 115,291 13,569 11.8% S 000
Solano County 395,310 41,829 10.6% 2,000 -
Bay Area 7,096,180 642,730 9.1% 4 ,
* Disability population data not available for Dixon and Rio Vista 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030
Source: ACS 2009 - 2011 3 Yr Estimates (DP02) Source: STA, Solano Transportation Study for Seniors and People with Disabilities, 2011




STa

Sofano Teansporlation Authotity

Upcoming Mobility Programs in Solano County

1. One-Stop Transportation Call Center

Senior Driver Program Information
Travel Training and Transit Ambassador Program

Countywide ADA Eligibility and Certification Process

Pl e

Intercity Taxi Scrip Phase Il

Sira

ofano Transpettation Authority

One-Stop Transportation Call Center including
Senior Driver Program Information

SNCI already performing Call Center Functions
In 2012:
* SNCI received and responded to 3,004 phone calls.

®* The SNCI website was viewed 23,377 times.
— Over 1,800 hits for Trip Planning
— 2,472 for hits for Transit
— 729 for hits for Mobility, Seniors, and People with Disabilities




STa

Sobano Transportation Authozity

Countywide ADA Eligibility Process
and Travel Training

* Countywide In Person ADA Eligibility and Certification

Process

— Preserves the quality of service for the passengers who need it and
the integrity of the ADA eligibility process and the Regional Eligibility
Database (RED).

* Travel Training and Transit Ambassador Program

— Travel training involves teaching people to independently use fixed-
route public transportation.

5. Solano County Intercity Taxi Scrip

Intercity Taxi Scrip Phase | launched in February 2010 providing subsidized taxi scrip
for intercity travel for ambulatory ADA certified passengers

Solano County is taking the lead in the development of Phase Il of the Program

*Phase Il will expand the program to provide service to non-ambulatory ADA
passengers

*MOU is in process of review with transit operators

*Next steps
*Release Request for Proposal for Services
sLaunch Phase I

s ClTYC@CH FAST) (. JTrans

AL RPRO0IN il chapeesmpiny 47 e S S T TAIMIBARE SRR AT

S-Ira DELTABREEZE

Sobano Peanspottation Authatity
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Tentative Funding Plan for Mobility 51|'§

Management Programs

2013 2014 2015 2016

Jan- | Apr- | Jul- | Oct- | lan- | Apr- | Jul- | Oct-| Jan- |Apr-| Jul- | Oct- [Jan-|Apr-| Jul- | Oct-
Mar | Jun |Sept| Dec | Mar | Jun | Sept| Dec | Mar | Jun |Sept| Dec |Mar| Jun | Sept | Dec

Board Approval for Final
Mobility Management Plan

Countywide ADA Eligibility
and Certification

Potential Funding Potential Funding |Potential Funding OBAG

Travel Training and Transit JARC and/or New |OBAG (pending Board {pending Board

Ambassador Program Freedom (last cycle) Approval) Approval)
Mobility Management
Website FEEAT I

One Stop Transpartation Call Potential Funding
Center (Expand SNCI) JARC and/or New | Potential Funding MAP 21 5310, Lifeline, STAF
including Senior Driver Info Freedom (last cycle)

STa

F u n d i n g Sotano Teanspottation Authority

® Current Funding
— JARC is funding staff, website, outreach, travel training guides
(Funding ends Dec 2013)

— STAF Regional Paratransit is funding Countywide In Person Eligibility
Process (Pilot program for two years 2013-2015)

* Potential Funding Sources
— JARC and New Freedom (last cycle 2014)
MAP 21 FTA 5310 (New Freedom will be combined with FTA 5310)
Lifeline
— OBAG
— STAF

|
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_P'ré:_s;e:nted"l y: Rochelle Sherlock
Senior Coalition of Solano County

Senior Coalition of

Solano County

What: An advisory board to the Board of Supervisors.

Mission: To advocate for and support efforts that
improve and enrich the lives of seniors living and working

in Solano County.

Vision: Solano County is a place where seniors are
healthy, safe and secure; share their skills and
experience; and are valued and celebrated for their
wisdom and contributions.
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Older Adult Population in

Solano County

= 11.7% of Solano County’s population is 65 and older (46,487)
* 17% of Solana’s population are 60 years and older {(69,705)
* 44% of seniors are 75 years or older (20,850)

Oldar Adult Population by Age
2010 Cansus Solano County
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' » "”'* Older Adults as a Percentage

of the Population by City

CITY # OLDER ADULTS % OF POPULATION

Benicia 3,400 12.5%
Dixon 1,575 8.5%

Fairfield 10,825 10.2%

Rio Vista 2,395 32.3%
Suisun 2,181 1.7%

Vacaville 9,774 10.5%

Vallejo 14,136 12.1%
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Transportation Needs of

Older Adults

Three themes:
1. Driving is the preferred method of transportation;

2. Transportation needs among older adults tend to be
age/gender and income related;

3. Transportation options need to be aging friendly and
wheelchair accessible.

Age/Gender Related

Transportation Needs

Driving is the preferred mode of transportation; however, in 2000 only 50% of men over 85 years
of age in the County and 21% of women in this age group held driver’s licenses.

- Many older adults self limit their driving to daytime, close to home, and on smaller roads due to
changes in health (e.g., poor eyesight, cognitive changes), and physical mobility and coordination

- Driving cessation results in the perceived loss of freedom and control often resulting in depression,
isolation, and functional decline

- Driver’s training is needed to help older adults to drive longer

- 44% of older adults in Solano County are 75 years or older {20,850)

Reliance on friends - Friends or relatives are relied upon for transportation by many non-driving
older adults; this provides door-to-door service.

-Friends are aging and decreasing their driving and/or stopping altogether

- Only 61% of those surveyed indicated that they have a strong family and friend network to rely on

Primary Destinations - Transportation for healthcare-related appointments is one of the biggest
challenges for older adults . Transportation for urgent same-day medical trips is a high priority. Other
primary destinations include grocery shopping, other shopping, and social activities (e.g., church).

Source(s): Senior and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Study, (2011); U.S5. Department of Transportation, (November 2003), Safe Mobility for a Maturing
Society: Challenges and Opportunities. Washington, DC; Status Report on Seniors in Solano County (2008).
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Income Related

Transportation Needs

Driving is the preferred mode of transportation; however, automobiles are expensive to
own, maintain, and insure

Taxi’s can provide a flexible transportation option; however, taxi's are expensive and can
be a hardship for lower income older adults

Fixed route is more affordable but less flexible; those among the lowest of income still
struggle to pay for fixed route fares

Below Federal Poverty - In 2011, an estimated 7.1% (3,542) of individuals 65 years and

over in Solano County are below the federal poverty level. If using the Elder Economic

Security Index then up to 26% of the older adult population may need some form of

3ssis)tance (**Note, this depends on multiple factors that cannot be known from census
ata

.5, Department of Transpertation, (November 2003). Safe Mohility for a Maturing Society: Challenges and Opportunities. Washington, DC

Solano Transportation Autherity {2011). Seniors and Persons with Disabilities Study

Transportation Needs of the

Frail and those with Disabilities

Door-through-door transportation — The frail elderly and those with
disabilities may need additional support to get to and from the vehicle.
Door-through-door transportation services allow frail and disabled
individuals to continue living in their own homes and still stay connected

Flexible transportation options for those with disabilities (e.g., Taxi’s
equipped with wheelchair lifts)

{Source: Status Report on Seniors in Solano County, 2008)

118



Aging Friendly

Transportation Needs

Livable communities — The mental and physical well-being of older adults is dependent,
in part, upon their mobility.
- Livable communities support older adults to lead healthy productive lives
- Livable communities are typically considered to be walkable, mixed-use communities
with good transit services close to homes

Pedestrian access to destinations and transit

- Older adults find it difficult to walk and/or wait at bus stops

- Bus stops need shelters and benches. Older adults do not always feel safe at bus stops

- Need for bus stops near major senior housing with access to grocery stores, medical
facilities, etc.

- Safe places and ways to cross large streets (e.g., a delayed cross walk signal to allow
sufficient time to cross

- Walking is an important mode of getting around, but not all areas are pedestrian-friendly

- Some transit facilities are not sufficiently ADA accessible

(Source: Status Report on Seniors in Solano County, 2008; Senior and Persans with Disabilities Transportation Study, 2011)

Aging Friendly

Transportation Needs cont.

Fixed Route

The elderly move more slowly, are less stable in their balance and as a result feel more
vulnerable. Full, consistent implementation of aging friendly practices on transit systems is
a need.

- Drivers need to consistently enforce rules on the bus and manage rowdy teenagers

- Ensure the front seats are available for seniors

- Announce stops on the microphone in a loud and clear manner

- Wait until the older adult is seated before taking off especially if using an assistive
device

- Many older adults do not know how to use fixed route and/or are intimidated by it

- Travel training/mobility management is needed
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Transportation Needs

Spatial

Healthcare-related appointments can require travel outside the immediate residential area
or city (e.g., David Grant, Specialist out of county). Few older adult communities are
conveniently located near medical facilities, shopping centers and grocery stores.

Connectivity

Improved transfers and connections between different systems. Consistent fare structures
between agencies.

Temporal
Earlier and later weekday service is needed for doctor’s appointments (e.g., Dialysis)

More frequent weekday and Saturday service, and some service on Sunday (both fixed-
route and paratransit) for visits to religious services and social visits.

Paratransit users would like shorter reservations times, improved punctuality, and expanded
hours, since it is not always possible to schedule appointments during the hours when
paratransit is running.

Transportation Needs

continued

Informational and Supportive

- Access to information about service, transfers, and fares, particularly for those who do
not speak English

- Better public information to include more informative bus stops, better maps, and
clearer schedules. Schedules with very small type are hard to read for seniors and those
with visual impairments

- Older adults do not know about the full range of transportation options available to
them

- Many older adults do not know how to use fixed route and/or are intimidated by it
- Older adults would benefit from a “travel training” program

Flexible

- Destinations (e.g., a specific doctor’s office) may not be along the fixed route. Older
adults, especially those with physical mobility limitations, need door-to-door
transportation options. Some need door-through-door transportation options (e.g.,
volunteer based transportation programs).

120




_Ie:'w‘S e_'r._l_ock,‘j senior Coalition of Solane County
. 707-864-3984

ochelle sherlock@comeast.net

121



122



Trans'ortatlon Needs of Old@

--tdults n Solano County |

Senior Coalition of

Solano County

What: An advisory board to the Board of Supervisors.

Mission: To advocate for and support efforts that
improve and enrich the lives of seniors living and working
in Solano County.

Vision: Solano County is a place where seniors are
healthy, safe and secure; share their skills and
experience; and are valued and celebrated for their
wisdom and contributions.
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Older Adult

Solano

Population in

County

= 11.7% of Solano County’s population is 65 and older (

»  44% of seniors are 75 years or older (20,850)

Oldar Adult Fopulation by Age
2010 Cansus Solano County

46,487)

17% of Solano’s population are 60 years and older (69,705)
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""* Older Adults as a Percentage

of the Population by City

CITY # OLDER ADULTS
Benicia 3,400
Dixon 1,575

Fairfield 10,825

Rio Vista 2,395
Suisun 2,181

Vacaville 9,774
Vallejo 14,136
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Transportation Needs of

Older Adults

Three themes:
1. Driving is the preferred method of transportation;

2. Transportation needs among older adults tend to be
age/gender and income related;

3. Transportation options need to be aging friendly and
wheelchair accessible.

Age/Gender Related

Transportation Needs

Driving is the preferred mode of transportation; however, in 2000 only 50% of men over 85 years
of age in the County and 21% of women in this age group held driver’s licenses.

- Many older adults self limit their driving to daytime, close to home, and on smaller roads due to
changes in health (e.g., poor eyesight, cognitive changes), and physical mobility and coordination

- Driving cessation results in the perceived loss of freedom and control often resulting in depression,
isolation, and functional decline

- Driver’s training is needed to help older adults to drive longer

- 44% of older adults in Solano County are 75 years or older (20,850)

Reliance on friends - Friends or relatives are relied upon for transportation by many non-driving
older adults; this provides door-to-door service.

-Friends are aging and decreasing their driving and/or stopping altogether

- Only 61% of those surveyed indicated that they have a strong family and friend network to rely on

Primary Destinations - Transportation for healthcare-related appointments is one of the biggest
challenges for older adults . Transportation for urgent same-day medical trips is a high priority. Other
primary destinations include grocery shopping, other shopping, and social activities {e.g., church).

Source(s): Senior and Persons with Disabilities Transportation Study, (2011); U.5. Department of Transportation, (November 2003). Safe Mobility for a Maturing
Society: Challenges and Opportunities. Washington, DC; Status Report on Seniors in Solano County (2008).
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Income Related

Transportation Needs

Driving is the preferred mode of transportation; however, automobiles are expensive to
own, maintain, and insure

Taxi’s can provide a flexible transportation option; however, taxi's are expensive and can
be a hardship for lower income older adults

Fixed route is more affordable but less flexible; those among the lowest of income still
struggle to pay for fixed route fares

Below Federal Poverty - In 2011, an estimated 7.1% (3,542) of individuals 65 years and

over in Solano County are below the federal poverty level. If using the Elder Economic

Security Index then up to 26% of the older adult population may need some form of

3ssis)tance (**Note, this depends on multiple factors that cannot be known from census
ata

U.5. Department of Transportation, (November 2003). Safe Mobility for a Maturing Society: Challenges and Opportunities, Washington, DC

Solano Transportation Authority (2011). Seniors and Persons with Disabilities Study

Transportation Needs of the

Frail and those with Disabilities

Door-through-door transportation — The frail elderly and those with
disabilities may need additional support to get to and from the vehicle.
Door-through-door transportation services allow frail and disabled
individuals to continue living in their own homes and still stay connected

Flexible transportation options for those with disabilities (e.g., Taxi’s
equipped with wheelchair lifts)

(Source: Status Report on Seniors in Solano County, 2008)
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Aging Friendly

Transportation Needs

Livable communities — The mental and physical well-being of older adults is dependent,
in part, upon their mobility.
- Livable communities support older adults to lead healthy productive lives
- Livable communities are typically considered to be walkable, mixed-use communities
with good transit services close to homes

Pedestrian access to destinations and transit

- Older adults find it difficult to walk and/or wait at bus stops

- Bus stops need shelters and benches. Older adults do not always feel safe at bus stops

- Need for bus stops near major senior housing with access to grocery stores, medical
facilities, etc.

- Safe places and ways to cross large streets (e.g., a delayed cross walk signal to allow
sufficient time to cross

- Walking is an important mode of getting around, but not all areas are pedestrian-friendly

- Some transit facilities are not sufficiently ADA accessible

(Source: Status Report on Seniors in Salano County, 2008; Sentor and Fersons with Disabilities Transportation Study, 2011}

Aging Friendly

Transportation Needs cont.

Fixed Route

The elderly move more slowly, are less stable in their balance and as a result feel more
vulnerable. Full, consistent implementation of aging friendly practices on transit systems is
a need.

- Drivers need to consistently enforce rules on the bus and manage rowdy teenagers

- Ensure the front seats are available for seniors

- Announce stops on the microphone in a loud and clear manner

- Wait until the older adult is seated before taking off especially if using an assistive
device

- Many older adults do not know how to use fixed route and/or are intimidated by it

- Travel training/mobility management is needed
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Transportation Needs

Spatial
Healthcare-related appointments can require travel outside the immediate residential area

or city (e.g., David Grant, Specialist out of county). Few older adult communities are
conveniently located near medical facilities, shopping centers and grocery stores.

Connectivity

Improved transfers and connections between different systems. Consistent fare structures
between agencies.

Temporal
Earlier and later weekday service is needed for doctor’s appointments (e.g., Dialysis)

More frequent weekday and Saturday service, and some service on Sunday (both fixed-
route and paratransit) for visits to religious services and social visits.

Paratransit users would like shorter reservations times, improved punctuality, and expanded
hours, since it is not always possible to schedule appointments during the hours when
paratransit is running.

Transportation Needs

continued

Informational and Supportive

- Access to information about service, transfers, and fares, particularly for those who do
not speak English

- Better public information to include more informative bus stops, better maps, and
clearer schedules. Schedules with very small type are hard to read for seniors and those
with visual impairments

- Older adults do not know about the full range of transportation options available to
them

- Many older adults do not know how to use fixed route and/or are intimidated by it
- Older adults would benefit from a “travel training” program

Flexible

- Destinations (e.g., a specific doctor’s office) may not be along the fixed route. Older
adults, especially those with physical mobility limitations, need door-to-door
transportation options. Some need door-through-door transportation options (e.g.,
volunteer based transportation programs).
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Independent |
Living

Mobﬂity Training through
Independent Living Skills

March 15, 2013

Supporting the Disabled Community of Selano & Contra Costa

a1 b &

Independent
[ " About Us

Independent Living Resources (ILR) is a non-profit organization
dedicated to helping people with any type of disabﬂity live

normal, independent lives.

Through education empowerment and advocacy, ILR strives to
fully incorporate those with disabilities into the community and
eliminate institutional, social and attitudinal barriers that hinder

I)TOgI'(‘)SS.

P 7. | SJ Supporting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa
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Inde endentx‘ sre e
Living Our Mission

of Solino & Contra Costa Counties

® Empower persons with disabilities to control their own lives
® Provide advocacy and support

® Create an accessible community free of physical and attitudinal
barriers

® Advocate for complete social, economic and political integration

Independent :
Living Our Services
l'f Solano & Contra Conta € m;n“n
Accessibility Services Assistive Technology Benefits

Counseling/Advocacy

\

All of our services are provided free of charge for persons with disabilities and seniors, their lamilies, and the
agencies that serve them,

| > |
; St \# / Supporting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa
f




Independent ‘ .
Living Our Services

ef Solano & Contra Costa Countices

Independent Living Skills Housing Services Peer Counseling/Support

 ~

All of our services are provided free of charge for persons with disabilities and seniors, their families, and the
agencies that serve them,

7 Supporting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa

Independent ;
Living | Our Services

of Solann & Contra Conta Countics

Systems Advocacy Community Education

Rty
et

All of our services are provided free of charge for persons with disabilities and seniors, their families, and the

agenciea that serve them.

} Suppaorting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa
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Independent |

Living Mobility Training

of Sulsna & Contra Conta Counties

® How to get to an from the bus stop
® How to understand the transit system

® Learning the different bus routes to independence

| St ::h \ 45 v E ) Supporting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa
4 (aTas iy

Ind dent | ; 15 5 x
Lril\gig%en “ I Benefits of Mobility Training

® You don’t need to rely on family and friends
® Freedom to go when you want and where
® Increase confidence and independence

® Jess expensive than Para-transit

) AR __.i | -5 N ;S } Supporting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa
iy o sy gl




Independent | . .
Lrilvi?*llgenC =) Our Mobility Trainers

of Solino & Contrs Costa Countics

® Have experience in the Transit System
® Training in a peer environment
° Working with your schedule

® Learning to plan your schedule with the bus route

]\ i\  Supporting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa
f gt 34 #

ind_ependent ’,' Mobility Training allows you to live in your
—I—V—H}é—j- _ Community

of Solana & Contra Costa Counties

® To make your Medical appointments to your schedule
® Work or Volunteer in your community

® Shopping

® Visit Friends and attend Community Functions
® Recreational Programs

® Living in the Community!

¢~ Supporting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa
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Independent f |
Living i

Rep 6 ¢ Eb D)
of Salano & Contra Costa Counties l

Contact Us

WWW.ilrscc.org

470 Chadbourne Blvd. Ste B
Fairfield, California 94534
Phone (707) 435-8174

ilrscc. org

Supporting the Disabled Community of Solano & Contra Costa
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[ATION
and Young Families:

First 5 Solano Data

First 5 Solano Children and Families Commission

FIRSTS

A CHILDREN ﬂND FJ\MII.IES EOMMISSII]N Ao

£ Invest in community-based and public organizations
serving children 0-5, their families & providers

£l Help organizations leverage funds

©1  Collect, analyze and report outcomes data for
accountability and for learning

t1  Build provider capacity by supporting
collaboratives, education and training to expand
and sustain the early childhood development
system
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First 5 Mission, Vision & Core Values

VISION
All Solano
County
MISSION children ara

i loved, healthy,
Children and confident,
Families Gaﬁﬁf lﬁ E'ﬁm.
Commission is a nurtured by
COHE YALLURR feader that fosters their families,
o i Ve y  And austains caregivers, |
s intevashans wih oraa rolies, effective programs e '
ety wry e sfevod ar}?‘?:nnersﬂlm“ an i
wi & community communities.
T ess aravars O eyt promote, support
services and busing commundy and improve the
CACBEY, CONBISENNG I8 TYghest and lives of young
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wm w: families and theit
sWoare communities

."ﬂ
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et | Tursted erdeavors.

2 P2 P3 P4
Health and Early Childhood Family Support First 5
Well-Being Learning and and Parent Fustiires

i Development Education

Key Criteria: evidence-based, focus on high risk/ high need, coordination, collaboration, leveraging, access

s o AR v S

G2 G3 G8 G7
All children All children All children All childran All All parents The early
are barn to maintain learn and enter families and primary childhood
their optimal optimal develop kindergarten are safe caregivers system is
health health thraugh high ready to and support their strengthened,
patential qualily care learn stable children's expanded and
development sustained
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First 5 Solano — 2011-12 Key Results

260 babies born to high-risk moms were full-term & a healthy birth weight. These newborns were far less likely to
need costly Neanatal ICU time because BabyFirst Selano helped moms get early prenatal care and aveid alcohol,
tobacco and other drugs

o 1,008 uninsured young children were enrolled in Medi-Cal, Healthy Families or Healthy Kids insurance programs,
helping ensure their well-child care and avoid costly illnesses and emergency room visits,

199 young children got treatment for serious mental or developmental disorders, increasing their chances of
entering school without the need for costly special education services.

11 83 licensed child care providers were trained to use the Early Childhood Enviranmental Rating System tool to
improve the quality of their services to young children.

©1 246 young children reported to CPS and served by the Integrated Family Support Initiative's multi-disciplinary
team were connected to services through the county-wide network or Family Resource Centers, and were able to
remain safely in their homes and communities and out of Foster Care placement..

o 21 families served by Heather House Homeless Shelter were able to transition to permanent housing and sustain
their residence, thanks to First 5 support.

o %$4.4m in First 5 Solano funding was leveraged by local health, social services, public health and mental health
agencies, school districts and community- and faith-based organizations to bring an additional $5.7M for local
programs and services.

o 2,472 families received the extensive and effective parent education tool, the “Kit for New Parents, customized with
a car window shade, information about local library services and baby's first toothbrush.

2011 Community Input Report (CIR)

Cross-representation of groups according to
type, socio-economic status & location

1 10 Parent & Caregiver groups
o1 14 Community coalitions, agencies and business
groups
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2011 CIR - Key Findings

(1 The economic crisis has hit families hard, leading to increased
issues surrounding family stability

r1 Families continue to struggle with finding and affording both
drop-in and regular child care

1 Parents want their children to have access to recreational

activities

0 Safety and transportation issues were prominent in both 2007

and 2011 CIRs

2011 CIR — Key Findings for Priority 3

(quilyﬁ_ Suppor!___u_%_ch: rent Educc:’rion_)_‘____“_____

Family Support & Parent Education has two general goals: (G7) All families have
access to support systems and community services; and (G8) All parents support their
child’s development. The concerns most mentioned by participants under this priority
were the need for parent education and parenting skills, transportation and location of
services, basic needs and family support. This Priority received the most discussion and
input of all the Priorities among all groups.

Parents/Caregiver Groups | Mentioned Coalition/Agencies Groups Mentioned

Behavior/Discipline 6 of 10 Parent/caregiver education 10 of 14

Parent/caregiver education 6 of 10 Traqsportahon/iocatlon ol 8 of 14
services

Traqsportatmn/locahon of 40f10 Basie Needs 8 of 14

services

Caregiver/family support 30of10 Caregiver/family support 8 of 14
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2011 Family Survey

L

1 Use of Public Transportation. Nine percent of random sample
respondents and 15% of grantee sample respondents reported using
public transportation as their main type transportation to get around
town. Ninety percent of random sample respondents and 97% of
grantee sample respondents who reported using public
transportation had annual household income below $36,000.

1 8% of parents randomly sampled, and 19% of parents receiving
services, cited transportation issues as a barrier to engaging in family
activities

0 Transportation needs was the highest-rated barrier among African-

American families (over problems relating to time and cost of
activities

2011 Family Survey

[ Grantee Distribution @ Random Sample

Rent, food, utilities,
or other basic needs assistance |

Disciplining my child |

Finding high quality child care B

Connecting with other parents |

Transportation assistance

Referrals to services
for children with special needs |

Substance use servicesand treatment |,

0% 10% 20% 30% A0% 50%

Percentage of Respondents
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2011 Family Survey

1 Type of transportation. Respondents reported on the 1ype of transportation they use 1o "get around town.” More random
sample respondents cited using a car to get around town than grantee survey respondents. Nearly all respondents from the
random sample (95%) and three-quarters of respondents from the grantee sample (79%) reported using a car to get around
town, The difference between the two samples for this response option is statistically significant.

o Use of public transportation. Nine percent of random sample respondents and 15% of grantee sample respondents reported
using public fransportation as their main type transportation to get around town. Ninety percent of random sample respondents
and 97% of grantee sumple respondents who reported using public transportation had annual household income below
$36,000.

'I’mmpoﬂulfan Used fo Get Arcund Town'
wdom Sa ' i

1 Grantee Distribution  ® Random Sample

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
Percentage of Respondents

2011 Family Survey

11 Limitations due to lack of transportation. Overall, a higher percentage of grantee survey respondents reported that the lack of
transportation limited their abilities to get to work, take their child to the doctor or child care, shop for groceries, or visit the library
compared to random sample respondents. Over half of respondents in the grantee sample {56%) “strongly agreed"” or “agreed” that
lack of transportation limited their ability to shop for groceries or get food, while only about one-third (35%)of random sample
respondents “strongly agreed" or "agreed.” Similarly, 56% of grantee survey respondents and 39% of random sample respondents said
lack of transportation limited their ability to get to work.

Grantee Distribution |
Gettowork E
Randam Sample

the doctor

Random Sample

N {Grnnme Distribution |

F tee Distributi
Shopfor gmm.es it
or get foo Rantom Sample
Grantee Distr bution
Take my child to
<hild care or school Randonm sample

Grantee Distribution
Visit the Hbrary or HEEERNRRAE
park with my child Haidomiame

0% 5% 0% 75% 100%
Percentage of Respondents.
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2011 Family Survey

0 Transportation issues were of significant concern to
families in both the 2008 and 2011 Family Surveys

0 In 2011, 8% of parents randomly sampled, and
19% of parents receiving services, cited
transportation issues as a barrier to engaging in
family activities

01 In 2011, lack of adequate and/or affodable
transportation was the highest-rated barrier among
African-American families (over problems relating
to time and cost of activities)

Discussion /Questions

bk

5—‘“ CHILDAEN AND FAMILIES COMMISSION (00
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Mobility Management Plan Status

STA Board Retreat
March 13, 2013

Sobano Transpottation Authokify a divislon of paratramit, Inc.
+ .. wotking fot you!

Sa o
ullding Mo erships

Why Mobility Management?

Priority of previous outreach and studies

» Two Senior Summits

» Solano Transportation Study for Seniors & People with
Disabilities

» Community Based Transportation Studies

» Advisory Committees

» Metropolitan Transportation Commission

sra et st
ullding Mel 'artnerships

Sofano Transpottation Authotity advisen of paratranlt, Ine.
.. working por youl
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Status of Mobility Management Planning
Process

» Completed: Stakeholder input, data gathering (transit
operators, social services, non-profits)

» Completed: Initial advisory committees input

» Seniors & People with Disabilities Transportation
Advisory Committee

» Senior Coalition
» Paratransit Coordinating Council
» SolanoExpress Transit Consortium

s1ra Innovative Paradigms
Bullding M:.l!: ity Partners @

| hips
Safano Transpottation Authotity a dividon of paratranlt, Inc.
i vobkdngg ot et

Solano County

Target Markets: Seniors, People with Disabilities, low-
income

» One-Stop Transportation Traveler Call Center
» Older Driver Safety Program Information

» County-wide travel training program

» County-wide ADA in-person eligibility

s 1ra Innovative Paradigms

Bullding Mobllity Partnerships @
Sofano Teanspotiation Authotity adividon of paratramit, Inc.

.. wotking fot you!
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One Stop Transportatlon Traveler CaII Center

» Directory of services
» Public transit, human agencies, non-profit,
private, etc.
» Call center functions
» Trip planning
» Personalized
» Matching the caller to the “right ride”

Sofano Transportation Authotity divislen of paratramt, Ine.
. working por you!

STa oo ptons
ullding Mol artnerships

Initial Recommendations:

» Link to Older Driver Safety Program Information

> Pilot program built upon existing Solano Napa
Commuter Information (SNCI) resources

» Outreach, reporting, and evaluation are important
elements

STa ocatys Farsdiom
ullding Vo artnarships

Sofane Transpotiation Authority slon of paratranslt, ine.
.. watking por youl
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» Recognizes preference and value of driving as
mobility choice by many seniors

» Referral to existing Older Driver Safety Programs
offered by multiple organizations identified in MM
Plan

» Resource to Older Driver Safety Programs

5 1r a Innovative Paradigms
Bullding Mobllity Partnerships
Solano Transportation Authozity adivislon of paratramit, Inc.

..... king pot you!

Initial Recommendation Summary

» Maintain and Disseminate Older Driver Safety Training
Information and Transportation Programs through Mobility
Management tools (e.g. call center and website)

» Resource to Older Driver Safety Programs. Provide
information about transit services, travel training and other
programs

Sodano Cransportation Authority
+« - working ot you!

51ra Innovative Paradigms
Bullding Mebillity Partnerships @
adivisien of paratransit, Ine.
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Countywide Travel Training

» Travel Training Guide
» Travel Training Video
» Outreach Presentation
» Website
» One on One Travel Training
» Transit Ambassador Program

STra

Safano Transpotiation Authotity
... wotking for you!

[ - T o5 _
7 o f
R 1{ k) i

Innovative Paradigms
Bullding Mebllity Partnerships
adivislon of paratramit, Inc.

Countywide Travel Training

Includes full spectrum of training: from relatively easy to

train to intensive training needs (developmentally

disabled).

program(s)

Trains to travel between operator’s service areas
Can be overlaid on existing local travel training

Can be coordinated with any locally operated program

through a referral process between the two based upon

training needs and capabilities

Sira

Solano Transportation Authotity
..... thklig hob youl
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Innovative Paradigms
Bullding Mcbllity Partnerships
a divislon of paratransit, Ine.



CountyWIde Travel Tralnlng

Initial Recommendations:

> One Countywide program that leverages existing
Travel Training services offered by transit operators
and non-profits.

> Contract to develop Travel Training in areas lacking
services

> Develop in collaboration with local operators to
implement complementary services, outreach, and
referrals

Safano Transpottation Authotity a divislon of paratraml
.. wotking for youl

Sira neyetee Ferndime
ullding Mel narships

Countymde ADA In- Person E|lglbl|lty Process

» Expand process to in-person

» One ADA eligibility process for entire county
» Improve paratransit capacity available for eligible individuals
» Ensure that qualified professionals are making determinations
> ADA eligibility is based on applicant’s functional ability or inability to
access fixed route transit

» Communities can make decisions on service standards
beyond ADA for paratransit

s1ra Innovative Paradigms
Bullding Mublllty Pnrtnurlhlps@

Sodano Transportation Authotity adviden of paratramit, Ine.

.. wokking fot youl
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RFP for Countymde In Person ADA Ellglblllty
and Certification Program

Initial recommendations:

» Contract for countywide in-person ADA Eligibility process to
be in place by July 2013

» Establish “circuit rider” process to bring assessments to
each community

» Determine ADA eligibility consistent with Bay Area process.

» Appeals process centralized countywide

» Travel Training offered to ADA eligibility applicants

s “ a Innovative Paradigms
Bullding Mnblmy Pnrtn-rshIp:
Sofano Transportation Authority of paratramsit, Ine.

.. wotking por you!

Funding

» Mobility Management pilot programs to be initially
funded with secured JARC and STAF/Regional
Paratransit funds.

» Future Funding potential:
» Federal funds — MAP 21 FTA 5310
» Regional (stay involved with MTC Coordinated Plan)

STa eyetee Parioms.
uliding o artnarships

Sofano Transpottation Authority adividen of paratranslt, Inc.
... wotking for youl
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Next Steps 2

Travel Training

* Propose STA Board to release *  RFP Release: June 2013
draft plan to public: April e  PilotImplementation; August 2013

20 e Call Center

. Countywide In-Person ADA . Website Housing Transportation

Eligibili Options, Travel Training Video, and
hglblllty Process Older Safety Driver Information:

. Contractor selected: March 2013 October 2013
. Pilot Implementation: July 2013 -2015 ) Pilot Call Center Implementation:
January 2014

s1ra Innovative Paradigms
Bildig goly P

Sobano Transpottation Authority
.. . wotking fot you!
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Status of Traditional Funding Sources
Federal, State, and Regional

e 2008 STA Project Construction Map

Siale  Reglonal Federal Local
$420M  §29M  $19M 6 M

Tolal Cost of Construction Projects
§482M

SR12

Jameson

Canyon

Widening
\ 3

[ =" Miles




2012 STA Priority Projects Map

Legend
Loty
() Wanway Frojects
|:] Translt Projects

O Pregirinayy Engassing!
Evtonmantal Al

Ipoircnemd POt
Firt Design | Aghtat Way

@

@ =
Corgion

1191M
‘Total Cout of Prieity Projects

unu bt : mu

l-un-u-'ﬂ"l

March 22, 2012

Comparing 2008, 2012, and 2016

Active Funding for priority projects

428
: $666 M
A
319
$482 M 1
A J
210
|
j - !
- w®m| ¢ i Only Jepson Parkway
s 3 % B ‘ 92
o 2| & 3 | $92 M
N ‘ 45 53|
19 |
6 |
Him 2 | ] 0 T 0
2008 Construction Map 2012 Priority Projects Map 2016 Projection
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$86.6M over 12 years

from the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

2000-2012 STIP Added Programming Capacity For Solano County

17,350

10,041

16,828
12,540
11,953
9,026
7,972
I 940
r T T T T T T - T T

2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

S372M in one-time funds from State

sources

* STIP, Interregional TIP
— §14M, Jameson Canyon

* Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP), 2000
— $9 M, I-80/680/SR12 Interchange
— S$3 M, North Connector

®* Prop 1B Programs

— 556 M, Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA)
[-80 HOV Lanes

— $49.8 M, Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF)
EB Cordelia Truck Scales

* State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP)
— State Route 12 East Safety projects, $75.4 M since 2007

— Pave 80, 5120 M with the last phase from Vacaville to Dixon
beginning soon
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Regional

* Bridge Tolls

— AB1171, $S100 M for the 1-80/680/12
Interchange

— RM2
* 5100 M for the 1-80/680/12 Interchange

e S80M for Transit Centers and Train
Stations

* $45M left to shape into a focused
delivery strategy

e Aijr District Grants

— Bay Area and Yolo-Solano Air Quality
Management District grants are small
and best suited for bicycle,
pedestrian, or alternative fuels
projects or vehicle retrofits

Federal

* STP/CMAQ (Cycle funds, OBAG)

— MTC Programming, Caltrans
Delivery

— $85.6 M from 2000 to 2012
— $18.8 M for OBAG to 2016
e Farmarks

— $46.8 M, 95% of earmarks
obtained prior to 2007

° ARRA

— One-time money, I-80 HOV lanes
and mostly LS&R projects

156



Local Funding

Sources

Trends, STA
progress, and other
potential sources

STA Board Workshop
March 13, 2013




Local Funding vs. other funding

A little can go a long ways... but there is not much available.

e Local match for other funds » Difficult to obtain in today’s recovering economy
— 11.47% to 20% matches — People vote with their pocketbooks; 2002, 2004,
and 2006 sales tax measures failed super-majority
vote marigins
*  Main sources of local transportation funds come
directly to local agencies from the State through
HUTA or TDA:
— HUTA gas tax for street pavement, storm drains,
and maintenance crews

* Helps prepare projects to be
“shovel ready” when other funds
become available

— Transit Center phases, priority
bhicycle projects, etc.

*  Fund projects or programs that are
not eligible for other sources

. — Local TIFs for new roadway projects related to new
— School crossing guards

growth
o cal aliEe N Rouds aVe TRt — TDA 4/8 transit operator funds and “revenue
* Canaddress Solano County’s top based” funds for mainly operations and
transportation priorities vs. replacement buses
federal, state, or regional priorities e  STA “local” sources of discretionary funds are
e Cannot be redirected by the State managed through other agencies:
to balance the State budget — MTC, TDA Article 3, about $275,000/year

—  MTC, STAF population funds, about $400,000/year
— BAAQMD, TFCA, about $270,000/year

— YSAQMD, CAF, about $260,000/year
4/18/2013 * Shared governance through shared board members 3

Why explore new local funds?

* No additional State funding
— BOE Annual Gas excise tax increases are “revenue neutral”

e No new Federal earmarks

— New grants are from National Discretionary programs (e.g.,
TIGER, TIFIA)

— Future MTC OneBayArea Grants (OBAG) are likely to be
closely connected to specific criteria

* Few Regional opportunities remaining

— RM2, $45M left

— RM3, unknown. Depends on spending $45M RM2 wisely
and preparing projects to compete for space in a future
RM3 expenditure plan

4/18/2013 4
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What if the 2004 Transportation Sales Tax Passed?

Project Cost ~ Unfunded Recom'd Fundmg

Project Name {in millions) need Funding| bV 2013 per year Potential 2013 result
I-80/1-680 SR12 Interchange 1,000 617 250 50 gag [FirstPackagein CON, r;::é:
1-80/1-680/1-780 Carridor Projects 1,126 1,126 350 70 11.67 Aux Lanes and Transit
. L S M e T T
2251)2 Qe LG et on & 213 174 75 15 2.50 SR113 improvements
complete
Commuter Rail Service (Sac to FF/VV Train Station fully
Oakland, Solano to Napa) ey il - 23 i funded with station structure
Senior and Disabled Transit Service 125 125 105 21 3.50 SERICE OpRTSNG ri,rei}z
Expa.nded Express Bus Service & Ferry B 6 i48 30 Al Expanded 80/680 and Nt.ew
Service SR12 express bus service
Local Return-to-source projects TBD TBD 140 28 4.67 Vit furitis levordf
new grants to County
Estimated PCl up 10 pts,
Local Streets and Roads 963 605 210 42 7.00 saved over $150M deferred
) costs
' Safe Routes to School
Safety projects 100 100 25 5 0.83 Crossing Guards &
Engineering projects
STIA Admin/Finance 1% of tax 14 3 0.47 N/A

4,271 3,131 1,430 288 47.67

4/18/2013

T

$280 M of RM2 funds similar to
5288 M of projected Sales Tax Revenues

* Express Bus Transit Hubs (580 M)
— Benicia Military & Industrial hubs
— Fairfield Transportation Center

— Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal
station

— Vacaville Intermodal Station
— Vallejo Station
— Vallejo Curtola Transit Center

° Roadway projects (5100 M)
North Connector / Suisun Parkway
— [|-80 HOV lanes in Fairfield

— |-80/680/SR12 Interchange, first
construction package
e AB1147 5100 M RM1
— |-80 EB Cordelia Truck Scales

— 1-80 Express Lanes (PA/ED)

4/18/2013
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Local Streets and Roads

e Currently adopted Bay Area U
transportation sales taxes set aside
on average 28% for Local Streets and
Roads (LS&R) pavement projects
* Each Solano sales tax expenditure
plan set aside increasing percentages
of funds for LS&R projects: ]
— 2002, 10%
— 2004, 15% (25% if “return to source”
were spent on LS&R projects)

— 2006, 20% (30% if “return to source”
were spent an LS&R projects) .

Gravel:
The new

road
standard

Public Private Partnership (P3)
Feasibility Study

SOLANO COUNTY il
SWA  VEHICLE REGISTRATION FEE

DRAFT EXPENDITURE PLAN

FOR PUBLIC INPUT

eyt

s5Ta 1A o Mt by 17010

Regional Transportation
ImpactFee (RTIF) Update

Developing a Nexus Study and a Fee Program

Salana Transportation
Autherity Workshop
March 13, 2013

Presentedby Melaniz Crotty
Directar

4/18/2013

542 M of 2004 sales tax investments
could have reduced deferred
maintenance countywide by $150 M
and increased countywide pavement
condition index scores by 10 points
from fair (66) to good (75).

To maintain current countywide
pavement conditions over the next
15 years, Solano agencies would now
need to spend 40%* of a future ¥4
cent sales tax on LS&R

To reach cost effective conditions in
15 years, Solano agencies would now
need to spend 100%™* of a future ¥
cent sales tax on LS&R

* Assumes no new funding sources and
maintaining current local agency levels of effort
from recent general local sales tax increases e

Public Private Partnerships (P3)

— Study underway for transit centers,
funding for Phase 2 in 2013-14

Vehicle License Fee (VLF)
— Tabled in Summer 2010
— Local projects included LS&R, SR2S,
and Mobility Management
Regional Transportation Impact Fee
(RTIF)
— Potential partnership with County
Public Facility Fee

— Includes roadway and transit center
projects with regional benefit (e.g.,
Jepson Parkway)

Express Lanes in Solano County

— Lanes authorized by CTC and and
next I-80 segments in design phases



Future Funding Sources not yet in
Overall Work Plan:

Solano
Transportation
Improvement
Authority

161

Transit Districts / SolTrans

— Dependable local operating funds
vs. state excise tax from TDA 4/8
and STAF

Sales Tax Measure
— 55% voter threshold would make
this easier
Tolling SR12 for Rio Vista Bridge,
Safety Improvements, and added
capacity
— Improvement projects would be
candidates for Transportation
Infrastructure Finance and

Innovation Act (TIFIA) program
funds if SR12 Bridge is tolled
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Agenda Item 8.C
April 24, 2013

Sira

Solano Ceanspottation Authozity
DATE: April 15, 2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Janet Adams, Deputy Executive Director/Director of Projects
RE: Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) Project Implementation Deadlines and

Development of Funding Plan

Background:
On March 2, 2004, Bay Area voters passed Regional Measure 2 (RM 2), raising the toll on the

seven state-owned bridges in the Bay Area by $1.00. This extra dollar is to fund various
transportation projects within the region that have been determined to reduce congestion or to
make improvements to travel in the toll corridors. The projects are specifically identified in
Senate Bill (SB) 916. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) manages the RM 2
funding for projects and programs, and STA or individual jurisdictions are project sponsors for
Solano County capital RM 2 projects for a total of $184 M with the STA, the Cities of Benicia,
Fairfield, Vacaville and Vallejo, and SolTrans serve as project implementing agencies,
depending on the project.

Discussion:

Solano County RM 2 Capital Project Balance

Attached is a summary of all Solano County RM 2 programming, allocations, unallocated
balance, cash flow and cost savings (Attachment A): $84 M for Transit & Rail Capital projects
and $100 M for Highway projects. $136.2 M has been allocated by MTC to project sponsors
leaving $47.8 M unallocated.

MTC Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC), March 2014 Allocation Deadline

On April 10, 2013, MTC staff updated the Programming and Allocations Committee on the
progress to deliver nearly $1.5 B in RM 2 funding, $300 M of RM 2 funds which has yet to be
allocated. MTC staff discussed a policy proposal of requiring sponsors with unallocated
balances to submit a proposal by October 2013 to direct unallocated balances towards ready-to-
go usable segments by March 2014. In addition, MTC staff will return to the Commission in the
fall of 2013 with a recommendation that include redirecting funds from projects that don’t have a
viable strategy to re-investing into projects that are ready to go (Attachment B).

The STA is currently arranging to meet with the project sponsors to draft a plan to implement the
remaining projects. In addition, the STA will be proposing a back-up plan for Solano County
that will insure that any project that is unable to meet MTC’s proposed deadline requirements,
the remaining funds will be directed to another RM 2 funded project in the County that can make
the regional deadlines to insure that the funds are not lost from the County. Following
consultation with all Solano County RM 2 project sponsors, STA staff will present to the TAC
and the STA Board the recommended Solano RM 2 Implementation Plan. This is anticipated to
occur by July of this year.
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Fiscal Impact:
None at this time.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments:
A. Solano County RM 2 Projects
B. MTC Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) Program update, 04-10-2013
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Solano County Regional Measure 2 Project Balances

Updated 12/19/2012 Programming & Allocations Unallocated
RM2 Project Implementing RM2 Program RM2 Program Not yet allocated
Number  Project Title Sponsor Agency (Programmed) (Allocated) by MTC *

Express Bus North - Benicia
Park/Industrial I/C Improvements
17.4 and Park and Ride MTC Fairfield (Benicia) $ 1,250,000 $ - $ 1,250,000

Solano County Express Bus Intermodal
6.2 Facilities - Benicia Intermodal Facility =~ STA Fairfield (Benicia) $ 3,000,000 $ 3,000,000 | $ -

Solano County Express Bus Intermodal
Facilities - Fairfield Transportation

6.3 Center STA Fairfield $ 5,500,000 $ 1,000,000 | $ 4,500,000
Express Bus North - Fairfield

17.2 Transportation Center MTC Fairfield $ 2,250,000 $ - $ 2,250,000

total $ 7,750,000 $ 1,000,000 | $ 6,750,000

Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal Rail
14.2 Station and Track Improvements CCJPA Fairfield $ 22,250,000 $ 5,715,000 | $ 16,535,000

Solano County Express Bus Intermodal
Facilities - Vacaville Intermodal

6.4 Station STA Vacaville $ 5,500,000 $ 5,500,000 | $ -
Express Bus North - Vacaville
17.3 Intermodal Station MTC Vacaville $ 1,750,000 $ 1,750,000 | $ -
total $ 7,250,000 $ 7,250,000 | $ -
5 Vallejo Ferry Intermodal Station Vallejo Vallejo $ 28,000,000 $ 17,359,354 | $ 10,640,646

Solano County Express Bus Intermodal
Facilities - Vallejo Curtola Transit

6.1 Center STA Vallejo $ 6,000,000 $ 1,500,275 | $ 4,499,725
Express Bus North - Vallejo Curtola
17.1 Transit Center MTC Vallejo $ 5,750,000 $ - $ 5,750,000
total $ 11,750,000 $ 1,500,275 | $ 10,249,725
14.1 Benicia Siding Extension CCJPA CCJPA $ 2,750,000 $ 2,750,000 | $ -
Solano North Connector (Abernathy to
7.1 Green Valley Road) STA STA $ 30,300,000 $ 28,000,000 | $ 2,300,000
Solano 1-80 HOV Lanes from Red Top
7.2 Rd to Airbase Parkway STA STA $ 11,000,000 $ 10,922,008 | $ 77,992
7.3 Solano 1-80/1-680/ SR 12 Interchange STA STA $ 16,400,000 $ 16,400,000 | $ -
I-80 Eastbound Cordelia
7.4 Truck Scales Relocation STA STA $ 25,900,000 $ 25,900,000 | $ -
7.5 [-80 High Occupancy/Express Lanes STA STA $ 16,400,000 $ 16,400,000 | $ -
total $ 100,000,000 $ 97,622,008 | $ 2,377,992
* Does not reflect project cost savings from completed projects. Grand Totals $ 184,000,000 $ 136,196,637 | $ 47,803,363

$184 M made $136.2 M requested  $47.8 M not yet
available in 2004 requested
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ATTACHMENT B

Metropolitan Transportation Commission

April 10, 2013

Programming and Allocations Committee

Item Number 3b
Regional Measure 2: Capital Program Monitoring

Subject:

Background:

Delivery Strategy:

Issues:
Recommendation:

Attachments:

Regional Measure 2 (RM2) Capital Program Update

As of December 2012, MTC has allocated over $1.2 billion in RM2
capital funds of the $1.5 billion available.

The attached staff presentation is the semi-annual report for the RM2
capital program focusing on the largest RM2 projects.

The RM2 program is in its ninth year and will reach its 10" anniversary in
March 2014. Over $1.2 billion of the program funds, or 80%, have been
allocated to the approximately 129 sub-projects in the program leaving
$240 million in unallocated funds as summarized in Attachment A. Some
of these projects are still not fully funded and do not have a good prospect
of being fully funded in the near term. Other projects are experiencing
implementation challenges due to lack of consensus on scope or
complications in obtaining environmental approval. Staff is therefore
proposing the following “delivery strategy” to address slow project
delivery on some projects and make the best use of unallocated RM2
funds:

1. Provide sponsors of projects with unallocated balances five months to
submit a proposal for how unallocated balances will be directed to
ready-to-go, usable segments before March 2014, the 10" anniversary
of the passage of Regional Measure 2.

2. Staff will evaluate the responses on a case-by-case basis and return to
the Commission in late Fall 2013 with recommendations.

3. Recommendations may include re-directing funds from projects that
don’t have a viable strategy to eligible corridor projects that are ready-
to-go.

None.
Information.

1) Attachment A
2) Presentation Slides

JASECTION\ALLSTAFF\Resolution\TEMP-RES\MTC\April PAC\3b_1-RM2 Presentation Update.doc
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Attachment A

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Regional Measure 2 - Summary of Unallocated Amounts*

Project Name

Sponsors/
Implementation
Agency

Current
Project
Phase

Total Project Cost

Unallocated RM2  Unallocated % of Total

Balances

RM2 funds

1 |BART/MUNI Connection at Embarcadero and Civic Center Stations BART Scoping TBD $3,000,000 100%
4 |Dumbarton Rail San Mateo TA, ACTC, VTAUNIon o $701,216,000 $34,693,000 79%
City, CCJPA
5 |Vallejo Station - Phase A City of Vallejo, STA CON/ Phase A Completed $76,745,000 $10,040,646 36%
6.1 |Vallejo Curtola Transit Center City of Vallejo, STA ENV/PE $63,935,000 $4,499,725 75%
6.3 |Fairfield Transportation Center STA/ Fairfield Suisun Transit ENV/PE $16,325,000 $4,500,000 81%
9 |Richmond Parkway Park & Ride AC Transit ENV/PE $28,780,000 $15,150,000 95%
11 |U.S. 101 Greenbrae I/C Corridor and Bike/ Ped Improvements TAM ENV/PE $159,703,000 $45,650,000 2%
12.2 |I-680 Southbound HOV Lane Gap Closure CCTA ENV/PE $80,000,000 $9,200,000 66%
14  |Fairfield/ Vacaville Intermodal Train station City of Fairfield ENV/PE $49,124,000 $16,535,000 74%
City of Vallejo, Fairfield, Vacaville,
Benicia/CCCTA/Napa Completed/CON/Design/ENV/P 0
17  |Express Bus North VINE/GGT/Richmond/MTCINCTPA!  |E/ROW $20,747,000 $14,568,000 3%
GGBHTD
24 |AC Transit BRT AC Transit ENV/PE $177,859,000 $39,843,000 61%
25 |Commute Ferry Service for Alameda/Oakland/Harbor Bay WETA Scoping TBD $12,000,000 100%
26 |Commute Ferry Service for Berkeley/Albany WETA Scoping TBD $12,000,000 100%
28 |Water Transit Facility Improvements WETA ENV/PE $76,745,000 $19,845,000 41%
TOTAL --- >>>> $1,451,179,000 $241,524,371

* Does not include projects with unallocated balances that are in construction and proceeding.

4/3/2013

Page 1
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Capital Program
Update

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION




13 Select Projects —
Semi-Annual Reporting

Dumbarton Rail

Solano County 1-80/680 IC
U.S. 101 Greenbrae
SMART Rail Corridor
eBART

Transbay Terminal/DTX

Oakland Airport Connector

171

AC Transit Enhanced Bus

Commuter Ferry Service
Expansion (WETA)

-880 North Safety
Improvements

BART Warm Springs

1-580 Rapid Transit
Corridor Improvements

Caldecott Tunnel



Capital Program Summary

RM2 passed in March 2004
37 Projects in Statute, $1.5 billion program
Allocations through Dec 2012: ~ $1.2 billion

Approx. 80% of program allocated

Project No. of Amount

Phase Allocations ($ millions)

PA/ED or Study 85 $223 18%
Design 50 $179 15%
Right-of-way 24 $131 11%
Construction 115 $693 56%
Total 274 $1,226 100%

172




$ Billions

Capital Program
Summary

1.6

1.4

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

$1.5 Billion

$ 1.2 Billion

$ 0.9 Billion

Programmed Allocated Amount
Amount

Reimbursed
Amount
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Most of the $0.3 billion not yet
allocated is for the following projects:

Greenbrae Interchange ($47 M)

Water Transit Facility Improvements/
Commute Ferry service ($44 M)

AC Transit BRT ($40 M)

Dumbarton Rail ($35 M)

Richmond Parkway Park & Ride ($15M)
Regional Express Bus North ($15 M)

Most of the roughly $0.3 billion not yet
reimbursed is for the following projects
currently under construction:

BART Extension to
Warm Springs ($80 M)

Oakland Airport
Connector ($60 M)

E-BART ($29 M)

Caldecott Tunnel Improvements —
Fourth Bore ($30 M)

SMART Extension ($23 M)



Completed Project Elements -
Since Last Report

1-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange: Environmental document
approved.

Water Transit Facility Improvements: Installation of Clipper
Card fare payment system at SSF Terminal complete.

Transbay Terminal: Five Utility Relocation Packages
completed.

RN/ 22/2013
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Projects: On Track

Transit

Under Construction
(Estimated Completion Date)

= SMART (Spring 2015)

= QOakland Airport
Connector (Summer 2014)

= eBART (2017)

= BART Extension to
Warm Springs (Fall 2015)

= Transbay Terminal —
Utility Relocation, Basement
Train Box Excavation
(Fall 2017)

Tranhsbay Terminal —
“Basement Excavation
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Projects: On Track

H|g hway _Caldecptt Tunnel Constructlon ™

Under Construction
(Estimated Completion Date)

= Caldecott Tunnel Fourth Bore
(Late 2013)

= SR-4 Median Widening (eBART)
(Summer 2015)

= |-80/I-680/SR 12 Interchange —
I-80 Eastbound Truck Scales
Relocation (Late 2013)

Starting Construction/
(Estimated Completion Date)

= [-580 WB HOV Lane At
Improvements/EB Auxiliary Lane g
(Fall 2014)

= 1-880 North Safety ,,,- SR-4 Wideniomesville Interchange |
Improvements (Summer 2018)
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Project Progress

:: Petaluma Platform Construction

SMART Extension:

Construction contracts awarded
below estimated costs:
= Savings allowed SMART to restore

some previously deferred project
elements.

= SMART amended construction contract
to include systems work; saves time
and reduces contractual risks.

Construction b/w 6t & 9th Streets
2 — Santa Rosa

Construction proceeding according
to schedule:
= Mainline track re-construction ongoing.

= Vehicles currently being fabricated,;
design to be modified to meet FRA
safety standards.
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Project Progress

Oakland Airport Connector
Utility relocation completed

Construction approx. 75% complete

Airport and Coliseum Stations platforms
and canopies installed.

Doolittle Drive tunnel completed, all column F48
& bent caps in place; 98" Avenue -
crossing complete.

Construction of maintenance facility
and aerial guideway in progress

Car shell fabrication & systems
design underway

Project on schedule for completion in
September 2014
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Project Progress

BART Warm Springs
Extension
Central Park Subway Segment
= Design-build, began in Nov 20009.

= 99% compete; track and system
work remaining in LTSS contract.

Subway Aerial

Line, Track, Station & Systems
Contract —

s

= Design-build contract awarded in
June 2011.

= Final design progressing, minor
utility relocation and construction =
work in progress; contract 23% .
complete.

Project on schedule
= Projected opening date: Fall 2015
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Project Progress

eBART
Transfer station & SR-4 Widening progressing.

Railroad Avenue Station design to proceed; currently only
foundation construction is funded.

Venhicles and Rail procurement contracts being advertised
with anticipated awards in late 2013.

Schedule, cost and funding to be updated.




11

Project Progress
Solano County 1-80/680

Interchange
= Environmental document approved in December 2012.
= Utility Relocation work ongoing.
= CTC programmed TCIF in lieu of CMIA funds.

= Buy America provisions may delay schedule

Truck Scales Relocation
= Construction ahead of
schedule. j

= Expected to be
complete by
late 2013.
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Project Progress — ) W.

B

e — e i S e
& West section progress /.| |
w i - iy

Transbay Terminal

Temporary terminal, five utility relocation
packages, and demolition of existing
terminal completed.

One underground utility relocation

contract, basement train box excavation,
concrete substructure in progress, design
of main terminal approaching completion.

Project Design and Construction mostly
on schedule, minor slippage.

Superstructure steel frame bid received,
$100M over estimate.

Phase 1 costs have increased in light of
risk analysis and increasing reserves;
TJPA exploring revenue opportunities.
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Project Progress —) 1

Caldecott Tunnel Improvements — Fourth Bore

= Main Tunneling contract — awarded in 2009,
Construction approximately 72% complete.

Main tunnel and cross passages excavation completed — was considered
highest risk element of project.

Current work focused on installation of tunnel lining, fire, life, and safety
systems and Operations & Maintenance Center (OMC).

= Qverall project on track for opening to traffic in late 2013.

Project will need additional reserves or contingency for the fire,
life and safety system.

OMC Building
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Projects: At Risk

AC Transit Bus Rapid Transit — Telegraph Ave,
International Blvd, and East 14t Street

= Environmental and local agency project approvals secured.

= Proceeding into design phase; cost, funding and cash flow plan
being updated by new AC Transit project team.

= Project construction funding and cashflow may have timing
Issues; need to identify additional near-term funding or reduce
project cost.
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Projects: At Risk

Water Transit Facility
Improvements (WETA)

SSF Ferry Terminal construction complete
and service launched in June 2012
Layover berth for two ferries at

Pier 9 completed

Final environmental document for
Berkeley Ferry Terminal progressing; draft
environmental for Hercules Ferry terminal
on hold

WETA commencing studies for additional
ferry terminals at other East Bay locations

Unallocated balances under commute ferry |
service projects for Berkeley/Albany and
Alameda/Oakland/Harbor Bay, scope under
discussion
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Projects: At Risk

US 101 Greenbrae

= Draft environmental document released for public review.
= Lack of consensus on project scope.

= TAM established committee of local officials to provide project
directions — may delay project and result in additional
environmental work.

= Current funding does not cover cost for entire project; multi-phase
project concept under consideration.
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Projects: High Risk/At Risk

Dumbarton Rail
= Project underfunded by at least $400 million;
no potential funding source identified to close shortfall
In near term.

= Environmental review ongoing.

= |nterim bus service started on July 1, 2012.

187
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Program Outlook

Major Contracts Anticipated to be Awarded:

eBART:
= SR4 Widening Segment 3B (Hillcrest Interchange) —
Winter 2013 awarded.

= Rail Procurement — Fall 2013

= Vehicles — Late 2013

Transbay Terminal:
= Above-grade structures — Spring 2013

= Glazing Contract — Winter 2014

1-880 North Safety Improvements:
= CTC Approval of project May/June 2013

= Award likely in Fall 2013/ Winter 2014
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Program Assessment

Majority of projects “On Track™ & “Under Construction”.
Economy and sales tax revenue stabilizing.

Upturn in commercial construction may lead to cost escalation over next
few years.

Some major projects still not fully funded and are not likely to have a full
funding plan in the near term.

Some projects experiencing implementation challenges due to lack of
consensus on scope or complications in obtaining environmental approval.

Action Plan: Staff recommends a “delivery strategy” to address slow project
delivery on some projects and make the best use of unallocated RM2
funds/savings.
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RM2 Delivery Strategy

Background:
= RMZ2 in its ninth year, will complete 10 years by March 2014.
= $1.2 of the $1.5 billion already allocated; $240 million in unallocated funds.

Goals:

= Reduce congestion and make improvements to travel in the toll bridge
corridors.

= Spend RM2 dollars to deliver these projects efficiently and quickly.

Proposal:

= Require sponsors with unallocated balances to submit a proposal by
October 2013 to direct unallocated balances towards ready-to-go usable
segments by March 2014.

= Staff to evaluate responses on a case by case basis and return to the
Commission in late Fall 2013 with recommendations; including re-directing
funds from projects that don’t have a viable strategy and re-investing into
projects that are ready-to-go.

190



Unallocated

Amount

Project Name (In Millions)

BART/Muni Connection $3.0
Dumbarton Rail $34.7
Vallejo Station $10.0
Vallejo Curtola Transit Center $4.5
Fairfield Transportation Center $4.5
Richmond Parkway Park & Ride $15.2
U.S. 101 Greenbrae $45.7
1-680 Southbound HOV Lane Gap Closure $9.2
Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal Train Station $16.5
Express Bus North $14.6
AC Transit Enhanced Bus $39.8
Commute Ferry Service for Alameda/Oakland/Harbor Bay $12.0
Commute Ferry Service for Berkeley/Albany $12.0
Water Transit Facility Improvements $19.8
Total $241.5

*Does not include projects with balances that are in construction and proceeding.
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Agenda Item 8.D

April 24, 2013
Solano Cranspottation Authotity
DATE: April 15, 2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Janet Adams, Deputy Executive Director/Director of Projects
RE: Highway Projects Status Report:

1.) 1-80/1-680/State Route (SR) 12 Interchange

2.) 1-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation
3.) 1-80 Express Lanes

4.) Jepson Parkway

5.) State Route 12 (Jameson Canyon)

6.) State Route 12 East SHOPP

7.) 1-80 SHOPP Rehabilitation

Background:
Highway projects in Solano County are funded from a variety of Federal, State and local

fund sources. With the passage of the Proposition 1B Bond in November 2006, the Solano
Transportation Authority (STA) was able to secure additional funding from the Corridor
Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) for the State Route (SR) 12 Jameson Canyon
Project. In addition, the 1-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation Project received
nearly $50 million in funding from the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) of
Proposition 1B and the 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange Project Initial Construction Package.
With the Proposition 1B funded projects ready for construction and limited new state or
federal funds expected to be available in the foreseeable future, it will be necessary for the
STA to seek non-traditional fund sources to deliver other major freeway and highway
projects during this critical financial time.

Discussion:
The following provides an update to major highway and local projects in Solano County:

1.) 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange Project
The Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS)
was completed in December 2012. Staff has been working on the right of way
acquisitions for the Initial Construction Package (ICP) in early 2012 and has obtained
all necessary rights to the properties to start construction.

In addition, staff has been working with the Water Board, the US Fish and Wildlife
Service (USFWS), the Army Corps of Engineers (ACOE), Department of Fish and
Wildlife, Bay Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) and the EPA to
permit this initial construction project. Permitting must be completed prior the this
initial project being allocated funding from the CTC. Currently the project is scheduled
to go to the CTC on May 7, 2013. However, the permits for the projects have yet to be
secured despite the fact that this STA and Caltrans have been working with the
permitting agencies since 2012 on this specific process. Prior to the request for the
permits being made, the Project team had worked throughout the environmental process
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2)

3.)

with these agencies, so they are very familiar with the environmental impacts and
mitigation requirements. This project is proposing to complete substantial off site
mitigation in the project area to meet the mitigation requirements for the entire Phase 1
Project, not just the ICP. The critical path is securing the ACOE Individual Permit. To
complete this task, the ACOE has now required that the mitigation site be included in
the Phase 1 Project description and federal permitting and consultation be completed
prior to them (ACOE) issuing their permit. STA staff met with the ACOE to discuss
the steps and timelines required to get this permit by April 30, 2013. This requires the
Mitigation and Monitoring Plan (MMP) to be completed by April 19", the BCDC
Consistency Determination (COMPLETED), the USFWS BO issued by April 26™.
Then is these steps are achieved, the ACOE will push to issue a permit by April 30™.

MAP-21, the new federal transpiration bill, has added a new requirement with regard to
Buy America. The new requirement states that all contracts and agreements must
comply with Buy America provisions. This includes work that is not funded with
federal funds, such as utility relocation agreements. This new requirement does impact
the Interchange Project as there are a number of utility relocations that are required.
Specifically PG&E and AT&T facilities. The utility companies are not currently able
to comply with Buy America. The Caltrans Director is scheduled to meet with the
Utility companies executives in an attempt to work through this issue. The Project
must comply with Buy America in order to begin construction so this is another critical
item to work through.

I-80 Eastbound (EB) Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation Project

The Project will construct a larger, more efficient truck scale facility on eastbound 1-80
approximately %2 mile to the east of the current facility in a large oval configuration.
Associated new on- and off-ramps are being constructed, and, upon completion of the
project, the existing facility would be demolished.

Construction for this facility began in early spring 2012. Since the project award was
based on not only the value of the work, but also the number of days to construction the
project, significant progress by the contractor can be seen already. With the
compressed schedule, the new facility is planned to be opened in the summer of 2013,
two years ahead of schedule. This time savings is based on two factors; one was STA’s
ability to get the project to construction one year earlier, and two is due to the
contractor’s bid for the number of days to build the project.

I-80 Express Lanes

The first segment (Red Top Road to 1-505) of the 1-80 Express Lanes has been initiated
with the Project Study Report being approved by Caltrans is late 2011. Since that time,
the Cooperative Agreement has been updated to include environmental clearance work
by the STA. The traffic work is underway and the project is moving forward with a
continuous access approach. The Project Approval/Environmental Document (PA/ED)
phase of the work is expected to take two years to complete. This is expected to be
completed in mid 2014.

The 1-80 Express Lanes are part of the Bay Area Regional Express Lanes Network. As
such, the STA has worked with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
staff, and staff from Alameda County Transportation Commission and the Contra Costa
Transportation Authority, and a Subcommittee of MTC Commissioners with regard to
governance of the network. This issue is key, as it will set the stage for the long term
management structure and decision making approach for this Network. In March 2013,
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4.)

5.)

MTC did approve the governance structure to the Regional Express Lanes Network.
This governance body is called the Bay Area Infrastructure Financing Authority
(BAIFA). Membership is comprised of:

MTC Chair

BATA Chair

Solano Commissioner

Contra Costa Commissioner

Alameda Commission

Caltrans District 4 Director (non-voting member)

The STA will continue to work with MTC and BAIFA to fund the full 18-mile segment
of the Express Lanes on 1-80 (Red Top Road to I-505).

Jepson Parkway

STA completed its work to prepare alignment plans for the four (4) EIR/EIS
alternatives and to complete a range of environmental studies. The overall estimated
construction cost of the remaining segments is estimated at $185 million.

Progress is being made on Phases 1 and 2 with the approval of the Memorandum of
Understanding (MOU) and a Funding Agreements with the City’s of Fairfield and
Vacaville and Solano County. Phases 1 and 2 that are moving forward to construction
are the 4.5 mile segment between the new Fairfield/Vacaville Train Station at Cement
Hill Road and VVanden Road to north of the Alamo Drive/Leisure Town Road
Intersection. Construction is currently planned to begin in Fiscal Year (FY) 2015-16.
The funding agreements are in process of being updated to reflect updated costs and
design need requirements. STA has been asked to be the co-lead for the R/W
acquisition on the Segment 1 Project in partnership with the City of Fairfield.

The Jepson Parkway Concept Plan Update has been initiated. Fehr and Peers has been
selected to complete the update. The Jepson Parkway Working Group has been
participating regularly in the Plan Update. This Plan update is expected to be
completed in mid 2013.

State Route 12 (Jameson Canyon)

The existing State Route (SR) 12 has one lane in each direction with no median barrier.
It has sections that do not meet current highway standards and consistently maintains a
poor level of service. This Project will widen approximately 6 miles of SR 12 from two
to four lanes and upgrade the highway to current standards from 1-80 in Solano County
to SR 29 in Napa County. The purpose of this Project is to add capacity to relieve
traffic congestion and upgrade the facility to improve safety and operations along the
route.

The construction of this project began in early spring 2012. The construction is being
completed with two construction contracts, a Solano County contract and a Napa
County contract. Retaining walls are being constructed to the north side of the
roadway. The construction for the Napa contract has necessitated a supplement funds
need of $2 million. The supplemental funds request will go to the CTC at the May 7,
2013 meeting. The funding will come from previously dedicated State Transportation
Improvement Program funds for this project. The improvements are on track to be
fully open to the public by mid 2014.
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6.) State Route 12 East Projects
The next safety project on SR 12 East is $9 million of improvements designed to reduce
accidents and minimize accident severity involving fixed objects, and provide a clear
recovery zone off the roadway between Azevedo Road and Liberty Island Road. This
process involves removing trees to widen the shoulders, correcting the vertical curves
to meet the stopping sight distance for a 55 mph design speed, constructing left-turn
pockets, and installing a 6 asphalt overlay. Caltrans has obtained environmental
clearance and has obtained the necessary right-of-way approvals to move ahead to the
CTC for a funding vote in May 2013. Construction is expected to start in 2014.

7.) 1-80 SHOPP Rehabilitation Projects (Vacaville to Vallejo)
Caltrans has completed over $120 million of State Highway Operations & Protection
Program (SHOPP) rehabilitation projects programmed for 1-80 between Dixon and
Vallejo. These projects started in FY 2007-08.

The remaining section on 1-80 to be rehabilitated is the section between Vacaville and
Dixon. The California Transportation Commission funded this rehabilitation work in
April 2012. This work has been initiated.

Recommendation:
Informational.
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Agenda Item 8.E
April 23, 2013

Sira

Solano Ceanspoetation Authotity
DATE: April 15, 2013
TO: STATAC
FROM: Jayne Bauer, Marketing and Legislative Program Manager
RE: Legislative Update

Background:
Each year, STA staff monitors state and federal legislation that pertains directly to transportation and

related issues. On March 13, 2013, the STA Board approved its amended 2013 Legislative Priorities
and Platform to provide policy guidance on transportation legislation and the STA’s legislative
activities during 2013. Monthly legislative updates have been provided by STA’s State and Federal
lobbyists for your information (Attachments A and C). A Legislative Bill Matrix listing state bills of
interest is included as Attachment B. A Federal Funding Matrix is included as Attachment D.

Discussion:
FEDERAL
Staff is working with STA’s federal lobbyist, Susan Lent of Akin Gump, to coordinate meetings
June 17-20" in Washington DC with Solano County’s federal legislative representatives and with
key federal agency staff. The strategy will focus on the following as they align with STA’s Federal
legislative priorities (Attachment E):
1. Monitor the Department of Transportation’s Implementation of Moving Ahead for Progress
in the 21° Century (MAP-21) and Comment on Proposed Regulations and Policies
2. Identify and Advocate for Grant Opportunities
3. Develop Positions on Reauthorization of MAP-21 and Advocate in Support of those
Positions
4. Schedule annual Board Trip to Washington DC to meet with Federal Agencies, Members of
Congress and Committee Staff in Support of STA priorities.

MAP-21 has added additional requirements with regard to Buy America. MAP-21 now requires
all contracts, which includes all Utility Agreements (even if the work is not funded with federal
funds or is being used as federal matching funds) associated with Federal Aid projects to
implement the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA) “Buy America” requirements.

An unintended consequence of the “Buy America” requirement may jeopardize the delivery
schedule and funding for the 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange — Phase 1 project (and 44 projects in
California) due to stringent requirements without exception clauses. The immediate issue is the
potential loss of funding for 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange — Phase 1 Initial Construction Package
project, which is on a very critical timeline this year. In order to meet that timeline, the project
needs to receive an allocation at the May 7, 2013 California Transportation Commission (CTC)
meeting. The SR 12 East Safety project and other Bay Area and California projects are also
impacted by this issue.

A solution needs to be found before project progress is negatively impacted not only in Solano
County, but in projects across the United States. Staff from STA, Alameda and Contra Costa have
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been working with Caltrans Director Malcolm Dougherty to seek assistance in addressing the
issue. STA staff believes that a solution is being implemented so that the 1-80/1-680/SR 12
Interchange project can move forward. However, staff is also working with Susan Lent to address
both the immediate and long-term concerns with Solano Congressional representative John
Garamendi, who serves on the Transportation and Infrastructure Committee.

STATE
Staff provided a transportation briefing and tour on April 4™ for Senator Lois Wolk, and will
schedule a similar event in the near future with Assembly Member Susan Bonilla.

Cap-and-Trade

The State Cap-and-Trade program is part of the California Air Resources Board’s (ARB) effort to
reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions to 1990 levels by 2020. Assembly Bill (AB) 32, the
Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, sets a limit on the total GHG emissions that can be
emitted by specific sources in California. Those emitters that plan to produce higher volumes of
emissions than they hold “allowances” for must purchase more allowances through a market-
based, auction system. Likewise, those emitters that plan to produce lower volumes of emissions
than they hold “allowances” for can sell their extra allowances.

According to the Legislative Analyst’s Office, revenues expected from the auction may range
anywhere from $650 million to upwards of $14 billion per year during the life of the program. The
first two auctions were held on November 14" and February 19" (results listed below). The next
Auction is scheduled for May 16.

In 2012, the Governor signed AB 1532 (Pérez) into law [Chapter 807, Statutes of 2012], which
will guide the development of an investment plan for Cap-and-Trade funds. AB 1532 directs that
“Moneys appropriated from the fund may be allocated....for the purpose of reducing greenhouse
gas emissions in this state through investments that may include, but are not limited to....funding to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions through....low-carbon and efficient public transportation.”

The STA Board approved the following language to be included in the STA 2013 Legislative
Priorities and Platform:

Support the State Cap and Trade program:

1. Dedicate the allocation revenues related to fuels to transportation investments.

2. Invest a major portion of fuels related revenues to implement the AB 32 regulatory
program by reducing GHG emissions from transportation.

3. Structure the investments to favor integrated transportation and land use strategies.

4. Allow flexibility at the regional and local level to develop the most cost effective ways to
meet GHG reduction goals through transportation and land use investments.

5. Provide the incentives and assistance that local governments need to make SB 375 work.

Staff subt:nitted a letter stating the STA’s priorities for Cap-and-Trade Proceeds in Solano County on
March 8",

Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA)
As directed in 2007 by Senate Bill (SB) 976, the San Francisco Bay Area Water Emergency
Transportation Authority (WETA) Board is comprised of five members with a term of six years.
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Solano County, with 53% of the ferry ridership under WETA’s jurisdiction in Fiscal Year 2011-
12, has been represented by former Vallejo Mayor and STA Board Member Anthony J. Intintoli
since the authority’s creation. His appointment was made in 2008 by former Governor
Schwarzenegger and will expire in 2014.

SB 1093 (Wiggins) made amendments to SB 976 in 2008 to clarify property transfers,
reimbursements and items to be included in the WETA transition plan. The bill, however, did not
address a concern of STA’s to “specify that the City of Vallejo will have a statutorily-designated
representative on the WETA Board (Section 66540.12 (c).”

On February 22, 2013, Assembly Bill (AB) 935 was introduced by Assembly Member Jim Frazier.
The bill, co-authored by Assembly Member Bonilla, proposes to require:

that one of the members appointed by the Governor be selected from a list of 3 nominees
provided by the Contra Costa Transportation Authority and one from a list of 3 nominees
provided by the San Mateo County Transportation Authority.

On March 13", The STA Board authorized the Executive Director to seek an amendment to AB
935 to include similar language for Solano Transportation Authority as one of the Governor’s three
appointees. On March 18", AB 935 was amended to include this request (Attachment F):

(C) One member appointed by the Governor shall be a resident of the County of Solano and
shall be selected from a list of three nominees provided by the Solano Transportation
Authority. If the authority fails to submit a list of three nominees within 45 days of a vacancy,
the Governor shall appoint a resident of that county.

AB 935 went before a hearing of the Assembly Local Government Committee on April 10"
Several members of the committee expressed their desire to see the bill return with amendments
that reflect more of a consensus from all affected parties; specifically, all counties that have current
and proposed ferry service, as well as longshoreman union representatives. The bill was approved
by a vote of 7-2, and is now headed for the Assembly Committee on Appropriations. Staff will
continue to work with Assemblyman Frazier’s office as the bill is crafted and process through
various Assembly and Senate Committees.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments:

Shaw/Yoder/Antwih State Legislative Update
STA Legislative Bill Matrix

Akin Gump Federal Legislative Update
Federal Funding Matrix

Federal Funding Priorities

AB 935 (Frazier) amended 3/18/13
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ATTACHMENT A

SHAW/YODER/ANTWIH, inc.

LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY « ASSOCIATION MANAGEMENT

March 26, 2013

TO: Board Members, Solano Transportation Authority
FROM: Gus Khouri, Legislative Advocate
Shaw / Yoder / Antwih, Inc.

RE: STATE LEGISLATIVE UPDATE- MARCH

Given the bill introduction date of February 25, the myriad of amended bills, and the Spring
Recess (March 22-March31), the month of March proved to be fairly quiet.

Nevertheless, your advocacy has been monitoring and referring bills of potential interest to
STA staff, such as AB 935 (Frazier), which would ensure that Solano County retains a seat
on the San Francisco Bay Area Water Emergency Transportation Authority. We have also
been working to identify state funding opportunities for transportation given the maturation of
Proposition 1B and inability of the gas tax to keep up with demand. Please see below for a
summary of potential options and prospects of success for each.

Securing New Funding

The Governor’'s budget had some language that acknowledged the need to continue the
state’s investment in transportation infrastructure given that existing resources are dwindling
and will soon expire. Acting Business, Transportation and Housing Secretary Brian Kelly has
stated that he intends to convene a working group beginning on April 9 to discuss the
prospects of creating a pay-as-you-go funding stream for the future. Your advocacy team will
be at the table to provide input and shape that conversation in order to help position STA to
acquire prospective funding.

As a result, your advocacy team has already spent a considerable amount of time trying to
shape and figure out what will happen in transportation this year. We have met with the
Speaker, Senate President pro Tempore, Committee Chairs and members, California Air
Resources Board, Business Transportation & Housing Agency, and California Transportation
Commission on a number of issues.

Here’s a menu of options thus far and the prospect for each item this year:

1. Lowering the vote threshold:

Thanks to the 2/3 majority in both houses, many non-self-help counties are hoping that the
legislature will consider passing a constitutional amendment to allow for the vote threshold to
be reduced from 66% to 55% for transportation sales tax measures. There are currently, 19
counties that have a sales tax dedicated to transportation, which represents nearly 70% of
available resources for transportation financing.

The Self-Help Counties Coalition will sponsor legislation on this issue. Our caution would be
that such a proposal should be part of a package (such as a redo of Proposition 1B) that still
requires the state to remain as funding partner rather than further placing the burden on
counties to make improvements to state assets. Think realignment 2.0. Another problem is
each county’s taxing capacity. Would we need a Bradley-Burns waiver (10%)? How much do
you tax folks in the county?
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Senators Carol Liu (D-Glendale) and Ellen Corbett (D-Alameda) have introduced SCA 4 and
SCA 8, respectively, for purposes of lowering threshold to 55% for local transportation sales
tax measures. Senator Hancock (D-Berkeley) has also introduced SCA 11, which would
allow the threshold to be lowered for all sectors. STA has taken a support position on both
SCA 4 and SCA 8.

Early Prediction: There is a good chance that a proposal could make it through the process
yet the Governor is asking legislators to hold off for now given that voters just approved
Proposition 30 last November. If a proposal is approved (the Governor’s signature is not
required on a Constitutional amendment), the question is whether an accommodation will
also be made for other sectors such as public safety.

2. Bonds: Proposition 1B Version 2.0?

Given that transportation funding falls off of a cliff after the exhaustion of key Proposition 1B
programs, several transportation stakeholders have discussed pursuing an additional bond
measure that could be recalibrated to focus more intently on programs such as the State
Highway Operations and Protection Program which focuses on highway rehabilitation and
safety, public transportation, grade separations, etc. Proposition IB was approved by over 61
% of the voters in 2006 and over $1.5 billion of the nearly $20 billion bond has been recycled
to improve the state’s transportation infrastructure. The Governor and more specifically the
Department of Finance are not interested in accruing additional bond debt service, which
stands at 14% of the General Fund. The Treasurer has repeatedly advised that we should
not be over 6% because it hurts the state’s credit rating and costs more to borrow as a result.

The General Fund no longer funds transportation in California. The gas tax (18 cents
motorists pay at the pump), has not been indexed since 1990, and bonds, which were
originally intended to supplement traditional resources, have buoyed funding. Cars are more
fuel efficient and the system has gotten bigger, which means that we cannot stretch our
dollar as far to maintain what we have, let alone expand. Furthermore, 13% of all
transportation revenue goes to pay for bond debt service. Proposition 1A, the high-speed rail
bond, adds pressure especially after last year's nearly $8 billion appropriation in SB 1029.

Lastly, there is a school facilities and water bond to compete with so no dice on a
transportation bond.

Early Prediction: Not going to happen.

3. Cap and Trade:

The Budget acknowledged that transportation is the single largest contributor to greenhouse
gas emissions (GHGs) in California (38 percent), and reducing transportation emissions
should be a top priority (including mass transit, high speed rail, electrification of heavy duty
and light duty vehicles, sustainable communities, and electrification and energy projects that
complement high speed rail). The Budget_recognizes that the first Cap and Trade auction
resulted in $55.8 million in proceeds to the state, while the second produced just over $50
million (one more auction will occur on May 16, 2013); therefore the Budget only addresses
the expenditure of auction proceeds of $200 million in 2012-13 and $400 million in 2013-14.
Total revenues from the auctions may not exceed these amounts.
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Cap and Trade continues to be a high priority issue this legislative session because it is one
of the few viable revenue sources that may go to transportation. The Transportation Coalition
for Livable Communities (made up of the California Alliance for Jobs, California Transit
association, California State association of Counties, League of Cities, and several regional
transportation planning agencies),continues to grow its membership and meet with the
Administration, Air Resources Board, legislators and their staff, and other key stakeholders.
We've specifically been meeting with members of the legislature to promote the plan to
invest all of the fuels-related Cap and Trade auction revenue in GHG-reducing transportation
projects. In the meantime, the Air Resources Board is responsible for developing an
investment plan which will be submitted to the Department of Finance this spring.

We are also working to provide relief to transit systems through a legislative fix to the
enacted SB 1018 (Committee on Budget) [Chapter 39, Statutes of 2012], which allows for
only residential, small business, and emission-intensive trade exposed customers to be
considered for a credit against the rate increase that would be passed through by investor-
owned utilities (IOUs) resulting from the 10Us’ suppliers purchasing Cap and Trade
allowances administered by the PUC.

The legislative fix the Association will pursue this Session will be aimed at acquiring rebates
or offsets from the PUC Cap and Trade revenue source, or appropriate cost exemptions, to
mitigate increased electricity costs to transit systems. Association staff is currently reaching
out to other public agency stakeholders as we work to craft this legislation and strategize for
the best outcome.

Early Prediction: Good chance that transportation, specifically transit will benefit from auction
proceeds in 2015, if not from fiscal year revenue.

4. Vehicle License Fee Proposal

Senator Ted Lieu (D-Torrance) agreed then quickly retracted on his commitment to introduce
legislation to increase that the state’s vehicle license fee (VLF) from .65% to 2% in order to
fund transportation infrastructure projects. The Senator received pressure from several
interest groups in education, and public safety among others, before deciding not to
introduce the bill. Transportation unions will attempt to shop the proposal to other members
as Session progresses.

Many have cited that the reduction of this revenue stream, which used to go towards General
Fund purposes has created anywhere from a $4 to $6 billion hole in the state’s budget.
Governor Schwarzenegger famously reduced the VLF as his first act as Governor after the
recall of Governor Davis in 2003.

It was raised to 1.15% in 2009 with public safety being the beneficiary of the additional
increment. The proposal was allowed to sunset however in 2011.

There is a revised proposal that is been circulated which would impose a Transportation
User Fee, essentially a 1% add-on to the current VLF.

Early Prediction: Seems like a tough sell.
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Bill ID/Topic Location

AB 8 ASSEMBLY

Perea D NAT. RES.
4/9/2013 -

Alternative fuel |From

and vehicle committee: Do

technologies:  |pass and re-

funding refer to Com.

programs. on NAT. RES.
(Ayes 10. Noes
3.) (April 8).
Re-referred to
Com. on NAT.
RES.

AB 25 ASSEMBLY

Campos D JUD.
4/3/2013

Employment:

social media.

AB 26 ASSEMBLY

Bonilla D NAT. RES.
4/8/2013

Greenhouse

Gas Reduction

Fund.

4/15/2013

ATTACHMENT B

STA Priority Bill Matrix as of 4/11/2013
Summary Position

Existing law establishes the Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Program, administered by the
State Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission (commission), to provide to specified entities,
upon appropriation by the Legislature, grants, loans, loan guarantees, revolving loans, or other appropriate
measures, for the development and deployment of innovative technologies that would transform California's fuel
and vehicle types to help attain the state's climate change goals. Existing law specifies that only certain projects or
programs are eligible for funding, including block grants administered by public entities or not-for-profit technology
entities for multiple projects, education and program promotion within California, and development of alternative
and renewable fuel and vehicle technology centers. Existing law requires the commission to develop and adopt an
investment plan to determine priorities and opportunities for the program. This bill would provide that the State Air
Resources Board (state board), until January 1, 2024, has no authority to enforce any element of its existing clean
fuels outlet regulation or other regulation that requires or has the effect of requiring any person to construct, operate,
or provide funding for the construction or operation of any publicly available hydrogen fueling station. The bill
would require the state board to aggregate and make available to the public, no later than January 1, 2014, and every
two years thereafter, the number of vehicles that automobile manufacturers project to be sold or leased, as reported
to the state board. The bill would require the commission to allocate $20 million each fiscal year, as specified, and
up to $20 million each fiscal year thereafter, as specified, for purposes of achieving a hydrogen fueling network
sufficient to provide convenient fueling to vehicle owners, and expand that network as necessary to support a
growing market for vehicles requiring hydrogen fuel, until there are at least 100 publicly available hydrogen fueling
stations. The bill, on or before December 31, 2015, and annually thereafter, would require the commission and the
state board to jointly review and report on the progress toward establishing a hydrogen fueling network that
provides the coverage and capacity to fuel vehicles requiring hydrogen fuel that are being placed into operation.

Existing law prohibits a private employer from requiring or requesting an employee or applicant for employment to
disclose a username or password for the purpose of accessing personal social media, to access personal social media
in the presence of the employer, or to divulge any personal social media. Existing law prohibits a private employer
from discharging, disciplining, threatening to discharge or discipline, or otherwise retaliating against an employee
or applicant for not complying with a request or demand that violates these provisions. This bill would apply the
provisions described above to public employers. The bill would state that its provisions address a matter of
statewide interest and apply to public employers generally, including charter cities and counties. Amended

on 3/14/2013

The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 designates the State Air Resources Board as the state agency
charged with monitoring and regulating sources of emissions of greenhouse gases. The act authorizes the state board
to include the use of market-based compliance mechanisms. Existing law requires all moneys, except for fines and
penalties, collected by the state board from the auction or sale of allowances as part of a market-based compliance
mechanism to be deposited in the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund and to be available upon appropriation by the
Legislature. Existing law authorizes the Controller to use moneys in the fund for cash flow loans to the General
Fund, as prescribed. This bill would prohibit the Controller from using moneys in the fund for cash flow loans to the
General Fund. Last Amended on 3/19/2013
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Bill ID/Topic

AB 37
Perea D

Environmental
quality:
California
Environmental
Quality Act:
record of
proceedings.

>

B 15
Bonilla D

@

California
Global
Warming
Solutions Act
of 2006: offsets.

AB 204
Wilk R

Vehicles: green
vehicles: fees.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
NAT. RES.
3/19/2013 -
Re-referred to

Com. on NAT.

RES.

ASSEMBLY
NAT. RES.
4/9/2013 - Re-
referred to

Com. on NAT.

RES.

ASSEMBLY
PRINT
1/31/13

Summary

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be
prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report (EIR) on a project that it proposes to carry
out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds
that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative
declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would avoid
or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a significant effect
on the environment. CEQA establishes a procedure for the preparation and certification of the record of proceedings
upon the filing of an action or proceeding challenging a lead agency's action on the grounds of noncompliance with
CEQA. This bill would require, until January 1, 2017, for specified projects or upon the request of a project
applicant and the consent of the lead agency, that the lead agency among other things, prepare a record of
proceedings concurrently with the preparation of negative declarations, mitigated negative declarations, EIRs, or
other environmental documents for specified projects. Because the bill would require , for specified projects, a lead
agency to prepare the record of proceedings as provided, this bill would impose a state-mandated local program.
This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 3/18/2013

The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 requires the State Air Resources Board to adopt regulations
to require the reporting and verification of emissions of greenhouse gases and to monitor and enforce compliance
with the reporting and verification program, and requires the state board to adopt a statewide greenhouse gas
emissions limit equivalent to the statewide greenhouse gas emissions level in 1990 to be achieved by 2020. The act
requires the state board to adopt rules and regulations in an open public process to achieve the maximum
technologically feasible and cost-effective greenhouse gas emission reductions. The act authorizes the state board to
include the use of market-based compliance mechanisms. This bill, if the state board uses its authority to include the
use of market-based compliance mechanisms, would require the state board, on or before January 1, 2015, to adopt
a specified process for the review and consideration of new offset protocols and, commencing in 2014 and
continuing annually thereafter, use that process to review and consider new offset protocols. The bill would require
the state board to adopt guidelines and incentives that prioritize the approval of specified offset protocols. The bill
would require the state board to submit a specified annual report to the Legislature.  Last Amended on 4/8/2013

Existing law establishes the Department of Motor Vehicles. Existing law provides for the registration of vehicles by
the Department of Motor Vehicles, including the imposition of various fees and requirements in connection with
registration. This bill would express the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation to impose a fee in conjunction
with registration on green vehicles to address the costs of those vehicles using public roads and highways.

STA Priority Bill Matrix Page 2
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Bill ID/Topic

AB 206
Dickinson D

Vehicles: length
limitations:
buses: bicycle
transportation
devices.

AB 266
Blumenfield D

Vehicles: high-
occupancy
vehicle lanes.

California
Global Warming
Solutions Act of
2006: Low
Carbon Fuel
Standard.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
THIRD
READING
4/10/2013 -
Read second
time. Ordered to
third reading.

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/10/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
APPR.
4/8/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on APPR.

Summary

Existing law imposes a 40-foot limitation on the length of vehicles that may be operated on the highways, with specified
exemptions. Existing law exempts from this limitation an articulated bus or trolley and a bus, except a schoolbus, that is
operated by a public agency or passenger stage corporation that is used in a transit system if it is equipped with a folding
device attached to the front of the vehicle that is designed and used exclusively for transporting bicycles, does not
materially affect efficiency or visibility of vehicle safety equipment, and does not extend more than 36 inches from the
front of the body of the bus or trolley when fully deployed. In addition, existing law prohibits a bicycle that is transported
on the above-described device from having the bicycle handlebars extend more than 42 inches from the front of the
vehicle. This bill would authorize the Sacramento Regional Transit District to install folding devices attached to the front
of its buses that are designed and used exclusively for transporting bicycles if the use of the device meets certain
requirements, including, but not limited to, that the device does not extend more than 40 inches from the front of the bus
when fully deployed, and that the handlebars of the bicycles being transported do not extend more than 46 inches from the
front of the bus. This bill would also establish, for a specified purpose, a route review committee prior to the installation
of the initial folding device on a bus that is 45 feet in length. This bill would require the committee to perform an initial
review of the routes on which the district proposes to operate a 45-foot bus equipped with a front-mounted bicycle rack
and would require the committee to make a determination of, by unanimous vote of all members, the routes that are
suitable for the safe operation of a 45-foot bus that is equipped with a front-mounted bicycle rack. The bill would require
the district to submit a report, containing specified requirements, to the Assembly Committee on Transportation and the
Senate Committee on Transportation and Housing on or before December 31, 2018. This bill contains other related
provisions. Last Amended on 4/1/2013

Existing law authorizes the Department of Transportation to designate certain lanes for the exclusive use of high-
occupancy vehicles (HOVs), which lanes may also be used, until January 1, 2015, or until the Secretary of State receives a
specified notice, by certain low-emission, hybrid, or alternative fuel vehicles not carrying the requisite number of
passengers otherwise required for the use of an HOV lane, if the vehicle displays a valid identifier issued by the
Department of Motor Vehicles. A violation of provisions relating to HOV lane use by vehicles with those identifiers is a
crime. This bill would extend the operation of those provisions to January 1, 2018, for certain low-emission vehicles, and
would extend the operation of those provisions to January 1, 2020, for other specified low-emission vehicles, as specified ,
or, in either case, until the Secretary of State receives that specified notice , whichever occurs first. The bill would also
repeal duplicate provisions of law, delete obsolete provisions of law relating to hybrid vehicles, and make additional
conforming changes . This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/9/2013

The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 , establishes the State Air Resources Board as the state agency
responsible for monitoring and regulating sources emitting greenhouse gases. The act requires the state board to adopt a
statewide greenhouse gas emissions limit, as defined, to be achieved by 2020, equivalent to the statewide greenhouse gas
emissions levels in 1990. The state board is additionally required to adopt rules and regulations in an open public process
to achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective greenhouse gas emission reductions. Pursuant to the
act, the state board has adopted the Low Carbon Fuel Standard regulations. This bill would require the state board, in
determining the carbon intensity of fuels under the Low Carbon Fuel Standard regulations or another scoring system, to
consider specified matters. The bill would require the state board to identify, to the extent feasible, environmental laws
and practices of the jurisdiction from which the fuel originates that may affect greenhouse gas emissions from the
production and transportation of fuel. Last Amended on 4/4/2013
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Bill ID/Topic

AB 416
Gordon D

State Air
Resources
Board: Local
Emission
Reduction
Program.

AB 417
Frazier D

Environmental
quality:
California
Environmental
Quality Act:
bicycle
transportation
plan.

AB 431
Mullin D

Regional
transportation
plan:
sustainable
communities
strategy:
funding.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
APPR.
4/10/2013 - Do
pass and be re-
referred to the
Committee on
Appropriations

ASSEMBLY
APPR.
4/2/2013APPR

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/10/2013 - Do
pass as
amended and
be re-referred
to the
Committee on
Transportation.

Summary

Existing law designates the State Air Resources Board as the state agency with the primary responsibility for the
control of vehicular air pollution and air pollution control districts and air quality management districts with the
primary responsibility for the control of air pollution from all sources other than vehicular sources. This bill would
create the Local Emission Reduction Program and would require money to be available from the General Fund,
upon appropriation by the Legislature, for purposes of providing grants and other financial assistance to develop and
implement greenhouse gas emissions reduction projects in the state. The bill would require the state board, in
coordination with the Strategic Growth Council, to administer the program, as specified. The bill would require the
implementation of the program to be contingent on the appropriation of moneys by the Legislature, as specified.
Last Amended on 4/4/2013

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be
prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report (EIR) on a project that it proposes to carry
out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds
that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative
declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would avoid
or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a significant effect
on the environment. CEQA requires the lead agencies to make specified findings in an EIR. This bill, until January
1, 2018, would exempt from CEQA a bicycle transportation plan for an urbanized area, as specified, and would also
require a local agency that determines that the bicycle transportation plan is exempt under this provision and
approves or determines to carry out that project, to file notice of the determination with OPR and the county clerk.
This bill would require OPR to post specified information on its Internet Web site, as prescribed. This bill contains
other existing laws.

Existing law requires certain transportation planning activities by designated transportation planning agencies,
including development of a regional transportation plan. Certain of these agencies are designated by federal law as
metropolitan planning organizations . Existing law requires metropolitan planning organizations to adopt , as part of
the regional transportation plan in urban areas, a sustainable communities strategy, which is to be designed to
achieve certain targets established by the State Air Resources Board for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions
from automobiles and light trucks in the region. This bill would authorize a transportation planning agency that is
designated as a metropolitan planning organization to impose a transactions and use tax, as specified, at a rate of no
more than 0.5% even if the combined rate of this tax and other specified taxes imposed in the county, exceeds, if
certain requirements are met . The bill would require the ordinance to contain an expenditure plan, with not less
than 25% of available net revenues to be spent on each of the 3 categories of transportation, affordable housing, and
parks and open space, in conformity with the sustainable communities strategy, with the remaining net available
revenues to be spent for purposes determined by the transportation planning agency to help attain the goals of the
sustainable communities strategy. This bill contains other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/2/2013
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Bill ID/Topic

AB 466
Quirk-Silva D

Federal
transportation
funds.

AB 515
Dickinson D

Environmental
quality:
California
Environmental
Quality Act:
judicial review.

AB 543
Campos D

California
Environmental
Quality Act:
translation.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
3/18/2013 -
Re-referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
JUD.
3/12/2013 -
Re-referred to

Com. on JUD.

ASSEMBLY
NAT. RES.
4/9/2013

Summary

Existing law provides for the allocation of certain federal transportation funds apportioned to the state between state
purposes administered by the Department of Transportation and local and regional purposes administered by
various regional agencies, including funds made available under the federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement Program, as specified. This bill would require the department to allocate federal funds to regional
agencies under the federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program based on a weighted
formula that considers population and pollution in a given area, as specified. ~Last Amended on 3/14/2013

The California Constitution vests the judicial power of the state in the Supreme Court, the courts of appeal, and the
superior courts. Existing law establishes a superior court of one or more judges in each county and provides that the
superior courts have original jurisdiction, except as provided in the Constitution. Existing law requires the presiding
judge of each superior court to distribute the business of the court among the judges, and to prescribe the order of
business, subject to the rules of the Judicial Council. This bill would establish a CEQA compliance division of the
superior court in a county in which the Attorney General maintains an office and would vest the division with
original jurisdiction over actions of proceedings brought pursuant to CEQA and joined matters related to land use
and environmental laws. The bill would require the Judicial Council to adopt rules for establishing, among other
things, protocol to govern the administration and efficient operation of the division , so that those judges assigned to
the division will be able to hear and quickly resolve those actions or proceedings. The bill would provide that
decisions of the CEQA compliance division of the superior court may be reviewed by way of a petition for an
extraordinary writ . The bill would require the CEQA compliance division to issue a preliminary decision before the
opportunity for oral argument is granted. If the CEQA compliance division of the superior court finds that a
determination of a public agency violated CEQA, the bill would require the court's order to specify what action
taken by the public agency was in error and what specific action by the public agency is necessary to comply with
CEQA. The bill would prohibit an action or proceeding pursuant to CEQA from being brought unless the alleged
grounds of noncompliance were presented to the public agency with enough specificity that the public agency could
reasonably respond to the alleged violation. The bill would prohibit a person from maintaining an action or
proceeding pursuant to CEQA unless that person objected during the administrative process with specificity as to
how the public agency's response to the alleged violation is inadequate . This bill contains other existing laws.

Last Amended on 3/11/2013

Existing law, the California Environmental Quality Act , referred to as CEQA , requires a lead agency, as defined,
to prepare, or cause to be prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report on a project that it
proposes to carry out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative
declaration if it finds that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a
mitigated negative declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the
project would avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would
have a significant effect on the environment. This bill would require a lead agency to translate certain notices
required by the act and a summary of any negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental
impact report, when the impacted community has a substantial number of non-English-speaking people, as defined .
By requiring a lead agency to translate these notices and documents , this bill would impose a state-mandated local
program. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/8/2013
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http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_466&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a65/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_515&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a07/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_543&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a27/

Bill ID/Topic

AB 603
Cooley D

Public
contracts:
design-build.

AB 662
Atkins D

Local
government:
infrastructure
financing
districts.

AB 690
Campos D

Jobs and
infrastructure
financing
districts: voter
approval.

AB 738
Harkey R

Public entity
liability:
bicycles.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/8/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
L. GOV.
3/4/2013 -
Referred to
Com. on L.
GOVv.

ASSEMBLY
L. GOV.
4/10/2013 -
Re-referred to
Com. on L.
GOVv.

ASSEMBLY
JUD.
3/7/2013

Summary

Existing law provides for a Design-Build Demonstration Program that allows for a local transportation entity to
utilize the design-build method of procurement for a specified amount of projects for local and state projects.
Existing law defines "local transportation entity" as a designated transportation authority, a consolidated agency, the
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority, any other local or regional transportation entity that is designated as a
regional transportation agency. Existing law subjects both local and state projects to specified procedural
requirements to qualify as a design-build project. Existing law repeals these provisions on January 1, 2014. This bill
would include in the definition of a local transportation entity a joint powers authority. This bill would only apply
the specified procedural requirements to the state design-build projects. This bill would delete the repeal date. This
bill would also authorize the Capital Southeast Connector Joint Powers Authority to use design-build procurement,
as specified. This bill makes findings regarding the need for special legislation. ~Last Amended on 4/4/2013

Existing law authorizes the creation of infrastructure financing districts, as defined, for the sole purpose of financing
public facilities, subject to adoption of a resolution by the legislative body and affected taxing entities proposed to
be subject to the division of taxes and voter approval requirements. Existing law prohibits an infrastructure
financing district from including any portion of a redevelopment project area. Existing law, effective February 1,
2012, dissolved all redevelopment agencies and community development agencies and provides for the designation
of successor agencies, as specified. This bill would delete the prohibition on infrastructure financing district
including any portion of a redevelopment project area.

Existing law authorizes a legislative body, as defined, to create an infrastructure financing district, adopt an
infrastructure financing plan, and issue bonds, for which only the district is liable, to finance specified public
facilities, upon approval by 2/3 of the voters. Existing law authorizes an infrastructure financing district to fund
infrastructure projects through tax increment financing, pursuant to the infrastructure financing plan and agreement
of affected taxing entities, as defined. This bill would revise and recast the provisions governing infrastructure
financing districts and instead provide for the creation of jobs and infrastructure financing districts (JIDs) without
voter approval , and would make various conforming changes . The bill would authorize a public financing
authority to enter into joint powers agreements with affected taxing entities with regard to nontaxing authority or
powers only. The bill would authorize a district to implement hazardous cleanup pursuant to the Polanco
Redevelopment Act, as specified. This bill contains other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/9/2013

Existing law specifies that a public entity or a public employee shall not be liable for an injury caused by the plan or
design of a construction of, or an improvement to, public property in specified cases. Existing law allows public
entities to establish bicycle lanes on public roads. This bill would provide that a public entity or an employee of a
public entity acting within his or her official capacity is not be liable for an injury caused to a person riding a
bicycle while traveling on a roadway, if the public entity has provided a bike lane on that roadway.
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http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_603&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a08/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_662&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a78/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_690&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a27/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_738&sess=1314&house=B
http://arc.asm.ca.gov/member/AD73/

Bill ID/Topic

AB 749
Gorell R

Public-private
partnerships.

AB 756
Melendez R

California
Environmental
Quality Act:
judicial review:
public works
projects.

AB 792
Mullin D

Local

government: open

meetings.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
3/4/2013 -
Referred to Com.
on TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
JUD.

3/20/2013 - Re-
referred to Com.
on JUD.

ASSEMBLY
THIRD
READING
4/8/2013 - Read
second time.
Ordered to third
reading.

Summary

Existing law, until January 1, 2017, authorizes the Department of Transportation and regional transportation agencies, as defined,
to enter into comprehensive development lease agreements with public and private entities, or consortia of those entities, for
certain transportation projects that may charge certain users of those projects tolls and user fees, subject to various terms and
requirements. These arrangements are commonly known as public-private partnerships. Existing law provides for the Public
Infrastructure Advisory Commission, an organization established by the Business, Transportation and Housing Agency, to
perform various functions relative to projects identified as suitable for development and delivery under these provisions,
including the review of a proposed agreement submitted to it by the department or a regional transportation agency, and to
charge a fee for certain of those functions. This bill would delete the reference to the Public Infrastructure Advisory Commission
established by the Business, Transportation and Housing Agency. The bill would instead create a new Public Infrastructure
Advisory Commission, with 12 members, of which 5 would be appointed by the Governor, 3 by the Senate Committee on Rules,
and 2 by the Speaker of the Assembly. In addition, the Treasurer and the Director of General Services, or their representatives,
would serve on the commission. The bill would assign additional duties to the commission, including a requirement for the
commission to make a determination for each agreement submitted to it relative to whether the public-private partnership
procurement method is suitable for the project, or whether another procurement method should be used, as specified. This
determination would be binding on the department or regional transportation agency. The bill would require the commission to
establish best practices for public-private partnerships, and to identify other state departments that would benefit from similar
contracting authority. The bill would authorize the commission to charge a fee for certain of these new duties. The bill would
also extend the operation of the provisions governing public-private partnerships from January 1, 2017, to January 1, 2019.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be prepared, and
certify the completion of, an environmental impact report (EIR) on a project that it proposes to carry out or approve that may
have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that the project will not have that effect.
CEQA establishes a procedure for the preparation and certification of the record of proceedings upon the filing of an action or
proceeding challenging a lead agency's action on the grounds of noncompliance with CEQA. This bill would also apply these
provisions to a public works project, defined to mean an infrastructure project carried out by the city, county, or state
government or contracted out to a private entity by the local or state government. By requiring a lead agency to use these
alternative procedures in preparing and certifying the administrative record, this bill would impose a state-mandated local
program. The bill would also authorize the Judicial Council to adopt Rules of Court to implement these provisions. This bill
contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 3/19/2013

The Ralph M. Brown Act enables the legislative body of a local agency to call both regular and special meetings. The act
requires the legislative body of a local agency to post, at least 72 hours before the meeting, an agenda containing a brief general
description of each item of business to be transacted or discussed at a regular meeting, in a location that is freely accessible to
members of the public, and to provide a notice containing similar information with respect to a special meeting at least 24 hours
prior to the special meeting. The act requires that the agenda or notice be freely accessible to members of the public, and be
posted on the local agency's Internet Web site, if the local agency has one. This hill, if the local agency is unable to post the
agenda or notice on its Internet Web site because of software, hardware, or network services impairment beyond the local
agency's reasonable control, would require the local agency to post the agenda or notice immediately upon resolution of the
technological problems. The bill would provide that the delay in posting, or the failure to post, the agenda or notice would not
preclude a local agency from conducting the meeting or taking action on items of business, provided that the agency has
complied with all other relevant requirements. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last
Amended on 4/1/2013
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http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_749&sess=1314&house=B
http://arc.asm.ca.gov/member/AD44/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_756&sess=1314&house=B
http://arc.asm.ca.gov/member/AD67/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_792&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a22/

Bill ID/Topic

AB 797
Gordon D

Santa Clara
County Valley
Transportation
Authority:
contracts.

AB 842
Donnelly R

High-speed rail.

AB 863
Torres D

Transit projects:

environmental
review process.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
3/4/2013 -
Referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/8/2013 - In
committee: Set
first hearing.
Failed passage.
Reconsideratio
n granted.

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/8/2013 - In
committee: Set,
first hearing.
Hearing
canceled at the
request of
author.

Summary

Existing law creates the Santa Clara County Valley Transportation Authority with various powers and duties
relative to transportation projects and services. Existing law authorizes the authority to enter into contracts, as
specified. This bill would authorize the authority to utilize the Construction Manager/General Contractor project
delivery contract method for transit projects within its jurisdiction, subject to certain conditions and requirements.
The bill would require the authority to reimburse the Department of Industrial Relations for certain costs of
performing wage monitoring and enforcement on projects using this contracting method, and would require those
funds to be used by the department for enforcement of prevailing wage requirements on those projects.

Existing law creates the High-Speed Rail Authority with specified powers and duties relative to the development
and implementation of a high-speed train system. Existing law, pursuant to the Safe, Reliable High-Speed Passenger
Train Bond Act for the 21st Century, approved by the voters as Proposition 1A at the November 4, 2008, general
election, provides for the issuance of $9.95 billion for high-speed train capital projects and other associated
purposes. Existing law appropriates certain amounts of federal funds and state bond funds to the authority for
purposes of funding the construction of the initial segment of the high-speed rail project. This bill, notwithstanding
any other law, would prohibit federal or state funds, including state bond funds, from being expended by the
authority or any other state agency on the construction of the high-speed rail project, except as necessary to meet
contractual commitments entered into before January 1, 2014. The bill would also make a statement of legislative
intent.

Existing federal law authorizes the United States Secretary of Transportation to enter into an agreement with a state
under which the state assumes the responsibilities of the secretary with respect to federal environmental review and
clearance under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) with respect to one or more transportation
projects, as specified. Existing law, until January 1, 2017, authorizes the Department of Transportation, for
transportation projects under its jurisdiction, to assume those responsibilities for federally funded surface
transportation projects subject to NEPA. Existing law provides that the State of California consents to the
jurisdiction of the federal courts with regard to the compliance, discharge, or enforcement of those responsibilities,
and further provides that the department may not assert immunity from suit under the 11th Amendment to the
United States Constitution with regard to actions brought relative to those responsibilities under federal law. This
bill would authorize the department to assume similar responsibilities for federal review and clearance under NEPA
for a transit project, as defined, that is subject to NEPA. The bill would provide that the State of California consents
to the jurisdiction of the federal courts in that regard, and further provides that the department may not assert
immunity from suit under the 11th Amendment to the United States Constitution with regard to actions brought
relative to those responsibilities under federal law.
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http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_797&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a24/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_842&sess=1314&house=B
http://arc.asm.ca.gov/member/AD33/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_863&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a52/

Bill ID/Topic

AB 898
Ting D

Zero-emission
vehicles:
infrastructure.

AB 935
Frazier D

San Francisco
Bay Area Water
Emergency
Transportation
Authority: terms
of board
members.

AB 953
Ammiano D

California
Environmental
Quality Act.

AB 971
Garcia D

Contracts and
applications for
employment:
paratransit
Sservices.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
PRINT
2/25/2013 -

Read first time.

ASSEMBLY
APPR.
4/10/2013 - Do
pass and be re-
referred to the
Committee on

Appropriations.

ASSEMBLY
NAT. RES.
3/7/2013 -
Referred to
Com. on NAT.
RES.

ASSEMBLY
L. & E.
3/7/2013 -
Referred to
Coms.onL. &
E. and PUB. S.

Summary

Existing law requires the State Air Resources Board to select projects for zero-emission vehicle leases or purchases and
zero-emission vehicle infrastructure for the purpose of implementing any program to encourage the use of zero-emission
vehicles through a competitive grant process that includes a public bidding process. This bill would state the intent of the

Legislature to enact subsequent legislation that would reduce motor vehicle emissions through the construction of

infrastructure to charge zero-emission electric vehicles, with the goal of expanding the travel range of zero-emission

electric vehicles by January 2015 pursuant to a specified executive order.

Existing law establishes the San Francisco Bay Area Water Emergency Transportation Authority with specified powers
and duties, including, but not limited to, the authority to coordinate the emergency activities of all water transportation
and related facilities within the bay area region, as defined. This bill would expand the number of members appointed by
the Senate Committee on Rules and the Speaker of the Assembly to 2 members each. The bill would require that the initial
terms of the additional members appointed by the Senate Committee on Rules and the Speaker of the Assembly pursuant
to its provisions shall be 2 years and 6 years, respectively. The bill would also require that the 3 members appointed by the
Governor be a resident of the County of Contra Costa selected from a list of 3 nominees provided by the Contra Costa
Transportation Authority , a resident of the County of San Mateo selected from a list of 3 nominees provided by the San

Mateo County Transportation Authority , and a resident of the County of Solano selected from a list of 3 nominees
provided by the Solano Transportation Authority . Last Amended on 3/18/2013

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be prepared,
and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report (EIR) on a project that it proposes to carry out or approve
that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that the project will not
have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative declaration for a project that may have

a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no
substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a significant effect on the environment. CEQA defines

"environment" and "significant effect on the environment" for its purposes. CEQA requires the EIR to include a detailed
statement setting forth specified facts. This bill would revise those definitions, as specified. This bill would additionally
require the lead agency to include in the EIR a detailed statement on any significant effects that may result from locating

the proposed project near, or attracting people to, existing or reasonably foreseeable natural hazards or adverse
environmental conditions. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

Existing law prohibits an employer, whether a public agency or private individual or corporation, from asking an applicant
for employment to disclose, or utilizing as a factor in determining any condition of employment, information concerning
an arrest or detention that did not result in a conviction, except as specified. Existing law authorizes a health care facility,
as defined, to ask an applicant for employment to disclose an arrest for specified offenses, including offenses specified in
the sex offender registration statute. This bill would authorize a specified social services paratransit agency to require its
service contractors, as specified, to ask applicants for employment with regular access to persons with disabilities to
disclose arrests for offenses specified in the sex offender registration statute. The bill would also authorize that agency to
receive specified state and local criminal history information. The bill would, in addition, authorize a service contractor of
a paratransit agency, as specified, to ask applicants for employment with regular access to persons with disabilities to
disclose arrests for offenses specified in the sex offender registration statute, if required by the paratransit agency to do so.

The bill would further make technical, non-substantive, and conforming changes.
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with
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3/13/13


http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_898&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a19/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_935&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a11/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_953&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a17/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_971&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a58/

Bill ID/Topic

AB 1002
Bloom D

Vehicles:

registration fee:

sustainable
communities
strategies.

AB 1031
Achadjian R

Local
government:
open meetings.

AB 1046
Gordon D

Innovative
Delivery Team
Demonstration
Program.

AB 1051
Bocanegra D

Housing.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
3/13/2013 -
Re-referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
PRINT
2/25/2013 -

Read first time.

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/1/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
H. & C.D.
4/9/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com.onH. &
C.D.

Summary

Existing law imposes a registration fee to be paid to the Department of Motor Vehicles for the registration of every
vehicle or trailer coach of a type subject to registration, except those vehicles that are expressly exempted from the
payment of registration fees. Existing law, until January 1, 2016, imposes a $3 increase on that fee, $2 of which is to
be deposited into the Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Fund and $1 of which is to be
deposited into the Enhanced Fleet Modernization Subaccount. This bill would, in addition to any other taxes and
fees specified in the Vehicle Code and the Revenue and Taxation Code, impose a tax of $6 to be paid at the time of
registration or renewal of registration of every vehicle subject to registration under the Vehicle Code, except as
specified. This bill would require the Department of Motor Vehicles, after deducting all reasonable administrative
costs, to remit the money generated by the tax for deposit in the Sustainable Communities Strategy Subaccount ,
which the bill would establish in the Motor Vehicle Account . The bill would make funds in the subaccount
available, upon appropriation by the Legislature, for specified purposes . This bill contains other existing laws.
Last Amended on 3/12/2013

Existing law, the Ralph M. Brown Act, requires each legislative body of a local agency to provide notice of the time
and place for holding regular meetings and an agenda containing a brief general description of each item of business
to be transacted. The act also requires that all meetings of a legislative body be open and public and all persons be
permitted to attend unless a closed session is authorized. This bill would make technical, non-substantive changes to
a provision of the Ralph M. Brown Act.

Existing law provides that the Department of Transportation has full possession and control of the state highway

system. Existing law creates the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority with various transportation

responsibilities in the County of Santa Clara. This bill would authorize the department' s District 4 director to direct

existing District 4 resources to the Innovative Delivery Team Demonstration Program and to authorize department

staff to perform reimbursed work for projects on and off the state highway system within the boundaries of the

County of Santa Clara pursuant to the master agreement, as defined, and accompanying work programs, as defined .
Last Amended on 3/21/2013

The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 authorizes the State Air Resources Board to adopt a program
pursuant to the act to cap greenhouse gas emissions and provide for market-based compliance mechanisms,
including the auction of allowances (cap-and-trade program). Existing law requires all moneys, except for fines and
penalties, collected by the state board from the auction or sale of allowances as part of a market-based compliance
mechanism to be deposited in the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund and to be available, upon appropriation by the
Legislature. This bill would state findings and declarations of the Legislature relating to transportation and
residential housing development, as specified. The bill would create the Sustainable Communities for All program,
which shall begin operations on January 1, 2015, to fund transit-related projects through competitive grants and
loans, as specified. The Sustainable Communities for All program would not be implemented until the Legislature
appropriates funds for the program. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last
Amended on 4/8/2013
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http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1002&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a50/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1031&sess=1314&house=B
http://arc.asm.ca.gov/member/AD35/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1046&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a24/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1051&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a39/

Bill ID/Topic

AB 1070
Frazier D

California
Transportation
Financing
Authority.

AB 1077
Muratsuchi D

Sales and use
taxes: vehicle
license fee:
exclusion:
alternative fuel
motor vehicles.
AB 1193

Ting D

Bikeways.

AB 1194
Ammiano D

Safe Routes to

School Program.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/4/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
REV. & TAX
4/3/2013 - Re-
referred to

Com. on REV.

& TAX.

ASSEMBLY
L. GOV.
4/1/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on L.
GOV.

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/2/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

Summary

The California Transportation Financing Authority Act creates the California Transportation Financing Authority, with
specified powers and duties relative to issuance of bonds to fund transportation projects to be backed, in whole or in part,
by various revenue streams of transportation funds, and toll revenues under certain conditions, in order to increase the
construction of new capacity or improvements for the state transportation system consistent with specified goals. Existing
law, subject to certain conditions, authorizes the authority to grant a request that a project sponsor, rather than the
authority, be the issuer of the bonds. This bill would revise the act to further define the roles of the authority and an issuer
of bonds under the act if the project sponsor, rather than the authority, is the issuer of bonds, and would define "issuer" in
that regard. The bill would make other related changes. Last Amended on 4/3/2013

Existing laws impose state sales and use taxes on retailers measured by the gross receipts from the sale of tangible
personal property sold at retail in this state, or on the storage, use, or other consumption in this state of tangible personal
property purchased from a retailer for storage, use, or other consumption in this state , measured by the sales price . The
Sales and Use Tax Law defines the terms "gross receipts” and "sales price." This bill would, on and after January 1, 2014,
and before January 1, 2022, exclude from the terms "gross receipts" and "sales price , " in the sale of a new alternative
fuel motor vehicle , any amount allowed as a credit under a specified provision of the Internal Revenue Code, relating to
new qualified plug-in electric drive motor vehicles, and any amounts received, awarded, or allowed pursuant to a state
incentive program for the purchase or lease of an alternative fuel vehicle . This bill contains other related provisions and
other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/2/2013

Existing law requires the Department of Transportation, in cooperation with county and city governments, to establish
minimum safety design criteria for the planning and construction of bikeways, and requires the department to establish
uniform specifications and symbols regarding bicycle travel and bicycle traffic related matters. Existing law requires all
city, county, regional, and other local agencies responsible for the development or operation of bikeways or roadways
where bicycle travel is permitted to utilize all minimum safety design criteria and uniform specifications and symbols for
signs, markers, and traffic control devices established pursuant to that law. This bill would instead require all city, county,
regional, and other local agencies responsible for the development or operation of bikeways or roadways where bicycle
travel is permitted to utilize all minimum safety design criteria and uniform specifications and symbols for signs, markers,
and traffic control devices established pursuant to industry standards. This bill contains other related provisions and other
existing laws. Last Amended on 3/21/2013

Existing law creates the Safe Routes to School Program, administered by the Department of Transportation in consultation
with the Department of the California Highway Patrol. Existing law requires the Department of Transportation to award
grants to local government agencies based on the results of a statewide competition, under which proposals submitted for
funding are rated based on various factors. Existing law provides for the program to be funded from state and federal
funds, as specified. This bill would provide that the program may fund both construction and noninfrastructure activities,
as specified. The bill would require the program to be funded by an annual appropriation in the budget act of not less than
$46,000,000, consisting of federal and state transportation funds eligible to be expended for this purpose. The bill would
require 20% of program funds to be used for noninfrastructure activities, as specified. The bill would authorize the
transfer of the responsibility for selecting projects and awarding grants from the Department of Transportation to the
California Transportation Commission, at the discretion of the Transportation Agency. The bill would require the
Department of Transportation to employ a full-time coordinator to administer the program. The bill would also delete
references to a superseded federal transportation act.  Last Amended on 4/1/2013

STA Priority Bill Matrix

215

Position

Page 11


http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1070&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a11/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1077&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a66/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1193&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a19/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1194&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a17/

Bill ID/Topic

AB 1211
Linder R

Vehicles: high-
occupancy
vehicle lanes.

AB 1290
John A.
Pérez D

Transportation
planning.

AB 1314
Bloom D

Vehicles:
compressed
natural gas
vehicles:
inspections.

AB 1369
Achadjian R

Vehicles: farm
pickup trucks.

4/15/2013

Location

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
3/21/2013 -
Referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
3/11/2013 -
Referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/1/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

ASSEMBLY
TRANS.
4/1/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on
TRANS.

Summary

Existing law authorizes the Department of Transportation to designate certain lanes for the exclusive use of high-
occupancy vehicles (HOV), which may also be used, until January 1, 2015, by certain eligible low-emission and
hybrid vehicles not carrying the requisite number of passengers otherwise required for the use of HOV lanes if the
vehicle displays a valid identifier issued by the Department of Motor Vehicles. This bill would make technical, non-
substantive changes to these provisions.

Existing law creates the California Transportation Commission, with various powers and duties relative to the
programming of transportation capital projects and allocation of funds to those projects, pursuant to the state
transportation improvement program and various other transportation funding programs. Existing law provides that
the commission consists of 13 members, including 11 voting members, of which 9 are appointed by the Governor
subject to Senate confirmation and 2 are appointed by the Legislature. In addition, 2 members of the Legislature are
appointed as ex officio members without vote. This bill would provide for 2 additional voting members of the
commission to be appointed by the Legislature. The bill would also provide for the Secretary of the Transportation
Agency, the Chairperson of the State Air Resources Board, and the Director of Housing and Community
Development to serve as ex officio members without vote. This bill contains other related provisions and other
existing laws.

(1) Existing law authorizes the Commissioner of the California Highway Patrol to adopt and enforce regulations and
standards with respect to fuel containers and fuel systems on vehicles using, among other fuels, compressed natural
gas and the operation of vehicles using compressed natural gas to ensure the safety of the equipment and vehicles
and of persons and property using the highways. Existing law requires all motor vehicles with compressed natural
gas fuel systems used for propulsion to comply either with specified regulations or with certain federal standards.
This bill would, notwithstanding any other law, require that a cylinder and tank bracket inspection be conducted on
all motor vehicles with a compressed natural gas fuel system every 3 years by an independent qualified compressed
natural gas cylinder inspector, except as provided, and that the cylinder be replaced on these vehicles before the
manufacturer expiration date marked on the cylinder. The bill would require a qualified compressed natural gas
cylinder inspector to report his or her findings to the Department of Motor Vehicles, as specified. The bill would
prohibit any person from conducting the inspections or performing the reporting requirements described above
unless the person is a qualified compressed natural gas inspector. The bill would establish requirements for the
qualification and registration of qualified natural gas cylinder inspectors. This bill contains other related provisions
and other existing laws. Last Amended on 3/21/2013

Existing law defines a pickup truck as a motor truck with a manufacturer's gross vehicle weight rating of less than
11,500 pounds, an unladen weight of less than 8,001 pounds, and which is equipped with an open box-type bed not
exceeding 9 feet in length. This bill would define a farm pickup truck as a motor truck used exclusively by a farmer
or rancher in a not-for-hire capacity that is operated solely in California and not in interstate commerce, that has a
manufacturer's gross vehicle weight rating of less than 14,000 pounds, and that is equipped with a bed, including,
but not limited to, a flat bed, not exceeding 9 feet in length. This bill contains other related provisions and other
existing laws. Last Amended on 3/21/2013
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Bill ID/Topic Location Summary Position

AB 1375 ASSEMBLY  |The California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006 , hereafter the Global Warming Solutions Act, designates the State
Chau D NAT. RES. Air Resources Board as the state agency charged with monitoring and regulating sources of emissions of greenhouse
4/1/2013 - Re- |gases. The act authorizes the state board to include use of market-based compliance mechanisms. Existing law requires all
California referred to moneys, except for fines and penalties, collected by the state board from the auction or sale of allowances as part of a
Global Warming |Com. on NAT. |market-based compliance mechanism to be deposited in the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund and to be available upon
Solutions Act of |RES. appropriation by the Legislature. Existing law requires the Department of Finance, in consultation with the state board and
2006: market- any other relevant state agency, to develop, as specified, a 3-year investment plan for the moneys deposited in the
based Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund . That law permits money from the fund be allocated for research, development, and
compliance deployment of innovative technologies, measures, and practices related to programs and projects funded under the Global
mechanisms: Warming Solutions Act. That law also prohibits the state from using moneys in the fund unless the state determines that
Clean the use of the moneys furthers the regulatory purposes of the Global Warming Solutions Act . This bill would create the
Technology Clean Technology Investment Account within the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund and would require the Legislature to
Investment annually appropriate money from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund into the Clean Technology Investment Account.
Account. Last Amended on 3/21/2013
AB 1380 ASSEMBLY  |The California Public Employees' Pension Reform Act of 2013 (PEPRA) requires a public retirement system, as defined,
Committee on |P.E.,R. & S.S. |to modify its pension plan or plans to comply with the act and, among other provisions, generally prohibits a public
Public 4/2/2013 - Re-  |employer that offers a defined benefit plan from offering new employees defined benefit retirement formulas other than
Employees, referred to those established by the act. This bill would prohibit the application of the above-described authorizations to a member
Retirement and [Com. on P.E.,R. |who is subject to the PEPRA for that member's membership in the county retirement system. The bill would also
Social Security (& S.S. authorize a member who is subject to the PEPRA and has completed 5 years of service and has reached the minimum
County retirement age applicable to that member, or has reached 70 years of age, to retire upon filing a written application with
employees the board, as specified. This bill contains other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/1/2013
ACA 8 ASSEMBLY  |The California Constitution prohibits the ad valorem tax rate on real property from exceeding 1% of the full cash value of
Blumenfield D |L. GOV. the property, subject to certain exceptions. This measure would create an additional exception to the 1% limit for a rate
Local 4/8/2013 - Re-  [imposed by a city, county, city and county, or special district, as defined, to service bonded indebtedness incurred to fund
government referred to specified public improvements and facilities, or buildings used primarily to provide sheriff, police, or fire protection
financing: voter |Com. on L. services, that is approved by 55% of the voters of the city, county, city and county, or special district, as applicable. This
approval. GOV. bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/4/2013
SB1 SENATE T. & |The Community Redevelopment Law authorizes the establishment of redevelopment agencies in communities to address
Steinberg D H. the effects of blight, as defined. Existing law dissolved redevelopment agencies and community development agencies, as
4/2/2013 - Set  |of February 1, 2012, and provides for the designation of successor agencies. This bill would authorize certain public
Sustainable for hearing entities of a Sustainable Communities Investment Area, as described, to form a Sustainable Communities Investment
Communities April 23. Authority (authority) to carry out the Community Redevelopment Law in a specified manner. The bill would require the
Investment authority to adopt a Sustainable Communities Investment Plan for a Sustainable Communities Investment Area and
Authority. authorize the authority to include in that plan a provision for the receipt of tax increment funds provided that certain

economic development and planning requirements are met. The bill would authorize the legislative body of a city or
county forming an authority to dedicate any portion of its net available revenue, as defined, to the authority through its
Sustainable Communities Investment Plan. The bill would require the authority to contract for an independent financial
and performance audit every 5 years. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

4/15/2013 STA Priority Bill Matrix Page 13

217


http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1375&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a49/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=ab_1380&sess=1314&house=B
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=aca_8&sess=1314&house=B
http://asmdc.org/members/a45/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=sb_1&sess=1314&house=B
http://sd06.senate.ca.gov/

Bill ID/Topic

SB 11
Pavley D

Alternative fuel

and vehicle
technologies:
funding
programs.

SB 33
Wolk D

Infrastructure
financing
districts: voter

approval: repeal.

4/15/2013

Location

SENATE
APPR.
4/9/2013 - Do
pass as
amended, and
re-refer to the
Committee on
Appropriations

ASSEMBLY
ASSEMBLY
4/11/2013 -
Action From
THIRD
READING:
Read third
time.Passed
Senate to
ASSEMBLY.

Summary

Existing law establishes the Alternative and Renewable Fuel and Vehicle Technology Program, administered by the State
Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission (commission), to provide to specified entities, upon
appropriation by the Legislature, grants, loans, loan guarantees, revolving loans, or other appropriate measures, for the
development and deployment of innovative technologies that would transform California’s fuel and vehicle types to help
attain the state's climate change goals. Existing law specifies that only certain projects or programs are eligible for
funding, including block grants administered by public entities or not-for-profit technology entities for multiple projects,
education and program promotion within California, and development of alternative and renewable fuel and vehicle
technology centers. Existing law requires the commission to develop and adopt an investment plan to determine priorities
and opportunities for the program. This bill would provide that the State Air Resources Board (state board), until January
1, 2024, has no authority to enforce any element of its existing clean fuels outlet regulation or other regulation that
requires or has the effect of requiring any person to construct, operate, or provide funding for the construction or operation
of any publicly available hydrogen fueling station. The bill would require the state board to aggregate and make available
to the public, no later than January 1, 2014, and every two years thereafter, the number of vehicles that automobile
manufacturers project to be sold or leased, as reported to the state board. The bill would require the commission to
allocate $20 million each fiscal year, as specified, and up to $20 million each fiscal year thereafter, as specified, for
purposes of achieving a hydrogen fueling network sufficient to provide convenient fueling to vehicle owners, and expand
that network as necessary to support a growing market for vehicles requiring hydrogen fuel, until there are at least 100
publicly available hydrogen fueling stations. The bill, on or before December 31, 2015, and annually thereafter, would
require the commission and the state board to jointly review and report on the progress toward establishing a hydrogen
fueling network that provides the coverage and capacity to fuel vehicles requiring hydrogen fuel that are being placed into
operation in the state, as specified. The bill would authorize the commission to design grants, loan incentive programs,
revolving loan programs, and other forms of financial assistance, as specified, for purposes of assisting in the
implementation of these provisions. The bill, no later than July 1, 2013, would require the state board and air districts to
jointly convene working groups to evaluate the specified policies and goals of specified programs. This bill contains other
related provisions and other existing laws.

Existing law authorizes a legislative body, as defined, to create an infrastructure financing district, adopt an infrastructure
financing plan, and issue bonds, for which only the district is liable, to finance specified public facilities, upon voter
approval. Existing law authorizes an infrastructure financing district to fund infrastructure projects through tax increment
financing, pursuant to the infrastructure financing plan and agreement of affected taxing entities, as defined. This bill
would revise and recast the provisions governing infrastructure financing districts. The bill would eliminate the
requirement of voter approval for creation of the district and for bond issuance, and would authorize the legislative body
to create the district subject to specified procedures. The bill would instead authorize a newly created public financing
authority, consisting of 5 members, 3 of whom are members of the city council or board of supervisors that established the
district, and 2 of whom are members of the public, to adopt the infrastructure financing plan, subject to approval by the
legislative body, and issue bonds by majority vote of the authority by resolution. The bill would authorize a public
financing authority to enter into joint powers agreements with affected taxing entities with regard to nontaxing authority
or powers only. The bill would authorize a district to finance specified actions and projects, and prohibit the district from
providing financial assistance to a vehicle dealer or big box retailer, as defined. The bill would create a public
accountability committee, as specified, to review the actions of the public financing authority. This bill contains other
related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 3/6/2013
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Bill ID/Topic

SB 56
Roth D

Local
government
finance: vehicle
license fee
adjustments.

SB 64
Corbett D

Proposition 39:

implementation.

SB 110
Steinberg D
California
Transportation
Commission:
guidelines.

SB 124
Corbett D

Public contracts:

bid preferences:
clean energy.

4/15/2013

Location Summary Position
SENATE G. & | The Vehicle License Fee Law establishes, in lieu of any ad valorem property tax upon vehicles, an annual license fee for
F. any vehicle subject to registration in this state. Beginning with the 2004-05 fiscal year and for each fiscal year thereafter,
3/19/2013 - Set |existing law requires that each city, county, and city and county receive a vehicle license fee adjustment amount, as
for hearing defined, from a Vehicle License Fee Property Tax Compensation Fund that exists in each county treasury. Existing law
April 17. requires that these amounts be funded from ad valorem property tax revenues otherwise required to be allocated to

educational entities. This bill would, for the 2013-14 fiscal year, provide for a new vehicle license fee adjustment amount,
as specified. This bill would also, for the 2013-14 fiscal year and for each fiscal year thereafter, provide for a vehicle
license fee adjustment amount for certain cities incorporating after a specified date, as provided. This bill contains other
related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 3/4/2013
SENATE E. |The California Clean Energy Jobs Act, an initiative approved by the voters at the November 6, 2012, statewide general
U, &C. election as Proposition 39, made changes to corporate income taxes and, except as specified, provides for the transfer of
4/9/2013 - From |$550,000,000 annually from the General Fund to the Clean Energy Job Creation Fund for 5 fiscal years beginning with
committee with |the 2013-14 fiscal year. Moneys in the Clean Energy Job Creation Fund are available, upon appropriation by the
author's Legislature, for purposes of funding eligible projects that create jobs in California improving energy efficiency and
amendments. expanding clean energy generation. Existing law provides for the allocation of these funds for eligible projects at public
Read second school facilities, university and college facilities, and other public buildings and facilities, as well as job training and
time and workforce development, and public-private partnerships, as specified. This bill would require the State Energy Resources
amended. Re-  |Conservation and Development Commission to develop and administer programs, consistent with the act, to provide
referred to financial assistance to school districts, cities, and counties to install energy efficiency or clean energy technology in public
Com. on E., U., |schools and municipal facilities. The bill would appropriate for the 2013-14 fiscal year an unspecified sum from the Clean
&C. Energy Job Creation Fund to the commission for the above purpose, thereby making an appropriation. Last Amended
on 4/9/2013
SENATE Existing law generally provides for programming and allocation of state and federal funds available for transportation
APPR. capital improvement projects by the California Transportation Commission, pursuant to various requirements. Existing
4/5/2013 - Set  |law authorizes the commission, in certain cases, to adopt guidelines relative to its programming and allocation policies
for hearing and procedures. This bill would establish specified procedures that the commission would be required to utilize when it
April 15. adopts guidelines, except as specified, and would exempt the adoption of those guidelines from the requirements of the
Administrative Procedure Act.
SENATE G.O. |Existing law imposes various requirements with respect to contracting by state agencies and the Trustees of the California
4/10/2013 - State University. Existing law requires state agencies and the Trustees of the California State University to use a
Read second competitive bidding process when contracting for goods and services. However, existing law allows a public agency to
time and award an energy service contract if the governing body determines it is in the best interest of the agency and costs will be
amended. Re-  |reduced, as specified. This bill would require state agencies and the Trustees of the California State University that accept
referred to bids or proposals for a contract for the purchase or installation of a clean energy device, technology, or system, as defined,
Com. on G.O. |[to provide a 5% preference to a bidder that certifies that all of the parts of the clean energy device, technology, or system
to be installed have been manufactured or assembled in the state, in accordance with specified criteria. This bill would
authorize a public agency, including, but not limited to, the Trustees of the California State University, to award a contract
based on the fact that a clean energy device, technology, or system was manufactured or assembled in the state if the
contract is an energy service contract determined to be in the best interest of the public agency. Amended on 4/10/2013
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Bill ID/Topic Location Summary Position

SB 142 SENATE G. |Existing law provides for creation of one or more special benefit districts within a transit district or rapid transit

DeSaulnier D |& F. district relative to the issuance of bonds to be repaid through special assessments levied on property within the
4/1/2013 special benefit district, or certain zones within the special benefit district, with the proceeds of the bonds to be used

Public transit. for specified transit improvements. Existing law enacts similar provisions applicable to a municipal transit system

owned by a city or city and county. This bill would repeal all of these provisions. This bill contains other related
provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/1/2013

SB 220 SENATE P.E. |The Public Employees' Retirement Law establishes the Public Employees' Retirement System (PERS) for the
Beall D &R. purpose of providing pension benefits to specified public employees. Existing law also establishes the Judges'
3/21/2013 - Retirement System and Judges' Retirement System |1, which provide pension benefits to judges, as defined, and the
California Re-referred to |Legislators' Retirement System, which provides pension benefits to specified elective officers of the state, other than
Public Com.onP.E. |judges, and to legislative statutory officers. Existing law requires that these systems be administered by the Board of
Employees' &R. Administration of PERS. Existing law, the California Public Employees' Pension Reform Act of 2013 (PEPRA), on
Pension Reform and after January 1, 2013, generally requires a public retirement system, as defined, to modify its plan or plans to
Act of 2013: comply with the act, as specified. This bill would require the Board of Administration of PERS to administer each
administration. of the retirement systems described above in conformance with PEPRA as if the provisions of the act were

contained in the provisions governing those systems. The bill would provide that if the board determines that there
is a conflict between the provisions of PEPRA and respective provisions of those systems, the provisions of PEPRA
control. Last Amended on 3/18/2013

SB 230 SENATE T. |Existing law provides various sources of funding to public transit operators. Under the Mills-Alquist-Deddeh Act,
Knight R & H. also known as the Transportation Development Act, revenues from a 1/4% sales tax in each county are available,
4/10/2013 - among other things, for allocation by the transportation planning agency to transit operators, subject to certain
Local Hearing requirements for the operator to maintain a specified farebox ratio of fare revenues to operating costs. The act
transportation  |postponed by  |requires the transportation planning agency to designate entities other than itself, a county transportation
funds: committee. commission, a transit development board, or an operator to make a performance audit of its activities and the
performance (Refers to activities of each operator to whom it allocates funds. The act requires the transportation planning agency to consult
audits. 4/8/2013 with the entity to be audited prior to designating the entity to make the performance audit and defines "operating
hearing) cost" for this purpose. Existing law excludes certain costs from this definition, including vehicle lease costs. This

bill would also exclude principal and interest payments on all capital projects funded with certificates of
participation. Last Amended on 3/18/2013

SB 286 SENATE Existing law authorizes the Department of Transportation to designate certain lanes for the exclusive use of high-
Yee D APPR. occupancy vehicles (HOVs), which lanes may also be used, until January 1, 2015, or until the Secretary of State
4/5/2013 - Set  |receives a specified notice, by certain low-emission, hybrid, or alternative fuel vehicles not carrying the requisite
Vehicles: high- |for hearing number of passengers otherwise required for the use of an HOV lane, if the vehicle displays a valid identifier issued
occupancy April 15. by the Department of Motor Vehicles. A violation of provisions relating to HOV lane use by vehicles with those
vehicle lanes. identifiers is a crime. This bill would extend the operation of those provisions to January 1, 2018, or until the

Secretary of State receives that specified notice. The bill would additionally permit the department to issue a valid
identifier to a vehicle that meets California’s transitional zero emission (TZEV) standard. Amended on 3/18/2013
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Bill ID/Topic

SB 408
De Leon D

Transportation
funds.

SB 436
Jackson D

California
Environmental
Quality Act:
notice.

SB 444
De Leon D

California
Transportation
Financing
Authority.

SB 525
Galgiani D

California
Environmental
Quality Act:
exemptions.

4/15/2013

Location

SENATE
RLS.
2/28/2013 -
Referred to

Com. on RLS.

SENATE
E.Q.
4/8/2013 -
Hearing
postponed by
committee.
(Refers to
4/4/2013
hearing)

SENATE
RLS.
4/4/2013

SENATE
E.Q.
4/8/2013 -
Hearing
postponed by
committee.
(Refers to
4/4/2013
hearing)

Summary Position

Existing law establishes a policy for expenditure of certain state and federal funds available to the state for
transportation purposes. Under this policy, the Department of Transportation and the California Transportation
Commission develop a fund estimate of available funds for purposes of adopting the state transportation
improvement program, which is a listing of capital improvement projects. After deducting expenditures for
administration, operation, maintenance, local assistance, safety, rehabilitation, and certain environmental
enhancement and mitigation expenditures, the remaining funds are available for capital improvement projects. This
bill would provide that the remaining funds are available for the study of, and development and implementation of,
capital improvement projects.

The California Environmental Quality Act, commonly referred to as CEQA, requires a lead agency to prepare, or
cause to be prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report, also known as an EIR, on a
project, as defined, that it proposes to carry out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment, as
defined, or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires
the lead agency to call at least one scoping meeting for a project that may affect highways or other facilities under
the jurisdiction of the Department of Transportation if the meeting is requested by the department, or for a project of
statewide, regional, or areawide significance. CEQA requires the lead agency to provide to specified entities a
notice of at least one scoping meeting. This bill would require a lead agency to conduct at least one public scoping
meeting for the specified projects and to provide notice to the specified entities of at least one public scoping
meeting. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/3/2013

Existing law gives the Department of Transportation full possession and control of all state highways. Existing law
describes the authorized routes in the state highway system and establishes a process for adoption of a highway on
an authorized route by the California Transportation Commission. Existing law also authorizes the commission to
relinquish certain state highway segments to local agencies. This bill would authorize the commission to relinquish
to the Cities of Brawley, El Centro, and Imperial and the County of Imperial specified portions of State Highway
Route 86 under certain conditions. This bill would also redesignate a specified portion of State Highway Route 86
as a part of State Highway Route 78 following relinquishment. This bill would require the relinquishments to be
done at no cost to the state, unless the commission makes a finding of need. Last Amended on 4/4/2013

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be
prepared, and certify completion of, an environmental impact report (EIR) on a project that it proposes to carry out
or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment, or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that
the project will not have that effect. Existing law exempts certain activities from CEQA, including a project for the
institution or increase of passenger or commuter services on rail or highway rights-of-way already in use, including
modernization of existing stations and parking facilities. This bill would provide that a project by the San Joaquin
Regional Rail Commission and the High-Speed Rail Authority to improve the existing tracks, structure, bridges,
signaling systems, and associated appurtenances located on the existing railroad right-of-way used by the Altamont
Commuter Express service qualifies for this exemption from CEQA.
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Bill ID/Topic Location Summary Position

SB 557 SENATE T. & |Existing law creates the High-Speed Rail Authority with specified powers and duties relating to the development and
Hill D H. implementation of an intercity high-speed rail system. Existing law, pursuant to the Safe, Reliable, High-Speed Passenger Train
4/4/2013 - Set Bond Act for the 21st Century, authorizes $9.95 billion in general obligation bonds for high-speed rail development and other
High-speed rail.  |for hearing April [related purposes. Existing law appropriates specified funds from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund and from federal
23. funds for high-speed rail and connecting rail projects. This bill would add detail to provisions governing the expenditure of
certain of those appropriated funds. The bill would specify that of the $1,100,000,000 appropriated for early high-speed rail
improvement projects in the Budget Act of 2012, $600,000,000 and $500,000,000 shall be allocated solely for purposes of
specified memoranda of understanding approved by the High-Speed Rail Authority for the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission region and the southern California region, respectively. The bill would limit fund transfer authority between certain
appropriations to temporary transfers for account management purposes. The bill would restrict use of certain appropriated
funds, to the extent they are allocated to the San Francisco-San Jose segment of the high-speed rail system, to implement a rail
system in that segment that primarily consists of a 2-track blended system to be used jointly by high-speed trains and Caltrain
commuter trains, with the system to be contained substantially within the existing Caltrain right-of-way. This bill contains other
related provisions.

SB 613 SENATE T. & |Existing law designates the Metropolitan Transportation Commission as the regional transportation planning agency for the San

DeSaulnier D H. Francisco Bay Area. Existing law creates the Bay Area Toll Authority, governed by the same board as the commission, with
4/4/2013 - Set  |specified powers and duties relative to the administration of certain toll revenues from state-owned toll bridges within the

Bay Area Toll for hearing April |geographic jurisdiction of the commission. Existing law authorizes the authority to do all acts necessary or convenient for the

Authority. 30. exercise of its powers and the financing of projects, including the authorization to acquire, construct, manage, maintain, lease, or

operate any public facility or improvements and to invest any money not required for immediate necessities as the authority
deems advisable. This bill would impose certain limitations on the actions of the authority in exercising its powers. The bill
would provide that the authority may acquire, construct, manage, maintain, lease, or operate facilities required solely for the
management of Bay Area state-owned toll bridges or to provide access to those bridges. The bill would prohibit revenues in any
reserve funds established by bond covenants or other agreements from being invested in real estate. The bill would prohibit
investments in real estate of money not required for immediate necessities.

72}

B 617 SENATE E.Q. |The California Environmental Quality Act, referred to as CEQA requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be
Evans D 4/8/2013 - prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report , referred to as an EIR on a project that it proposes to
Hearing carry out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds that the
California postponed by project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative declaration for a project that
Environmental committee. may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no
Quality Act. (Refers to substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a significant effect on the environment. This bill would additionally
4/4/2013 require the above mentioned notices to be filed with both the Office of Planning and Research and the county clerk and be posted
hearing) by the county clerk for public review. The bill would require the county clerk to post the notices within one business day, as
defined, of receipt and stamp on the notice the date on which the notices were actually posted. By expanding the services
provided by the lead agency and the county clerk, this bill would impose a state-mandated local program. The bill would require
the county clerk to post the notices for at least 30 days. The bill would require the Office of Planning and Research to post the
notices on a publicly available online database established and maintained by the office. The bill would require the office to
stamp the notices with the date on which the notices were actually posted for online review and would require the notices to be
posted for at least 30 days. The bill would authorize the office to charge an administrative fee not to exceed $10 per notice filed.
The bill would specify that a time period or limitation period specified by CEQA does not commence until the notice is actually
posted for public review by the county clerk or is available in the online database, whichever is later. The bill would require the
notice of determination to be filed solely by the lead agency. Last Amended on 4/1/2013
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Bill ID/Topic

SB 628
Beall D

Infrastructure

financing: transit
priority projects.

SB 633
Pavley D

CEQA.

4/15/2013

Location

Summary

SENATE G. & |Existing law establishes the Transit Priority Project Program, and authorizes a city or county to participate in the program

F.

4/10/2013 -
From
committee with
author's
amendments.
Read second
time and
amended. Re-
referred to
Com. on GOV.
& F.

SENATE E.Q.

4/3/2013 - Re-
referred to
Com. on E.Q.

by adopting an ordinance indicating its intent to participate in the program and by forming an infrastructure financing
district. Existing law requires a city or county that elects to participate in the program to amend, if necessary, its general
plan, and any related specific plan, to authorize participating developers to build at an increased height of a minimum of 3
stories within the newly created infrastructure financing district. Existing law exempts from these provisions a city or
county that has adopted specified language in its charter, or by ordinance or resolution. Under existing law, a transit
priority project that meets specified criteria is designated as a sustainable communities project, and is thus exempt from
certain environmental review requirements. This bill would eliminate the requirement of voter approval for the creation of
an infrastructure financing district, the issuance of bonds, and the establishment or change of the appropriations limit with
respect to a transit priority project. The bill would require a city or county that uses infrastructure financing district bonds
to finance its transit priority project to use at least 20% of the associated property tax increment revenues for the purposes
of increasing, improving, and preserving the supply of lower and moderate-income housing available in the district and
occupied by persons and families of moderate-, low-, very low, and extremely low income. The bill would set forth the
findings and declarations of the Legislature, and the intent of the Legislature that the development of transit priority
projects be environmentally conscious and sustainable, and that related construction meet or exceed the requirements of
the California Green Building Standards Code. Last Amended on 4/10/2013

The California Environmental Quality Act , referred to as CEQA, requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause
to be prepared, and certify completion of, an environmental impact report , referred to as an EIR, on a project that it
proposes to carry out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment, or to adopt a negative declaration
if it finds that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative
declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would avoid or
mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a significant effect on the
environment. CEQA prescribes certain requirements for the review of draft EIRs, as specified. CEQA prohibits a lead
agency or responsible agency from requiring a subsequent or supplemental EIR when an EIR has been prepared for a
project pursuant to its provisions, unless one or more of specified events occurs, including, among other things, that new
information, which was not known and could not have been known at the time the EIR was certified as complete, becomes
available. CEQA requires the Office of Planning and Research to prepare and develop, and the Secretary of the Natural
Resources Agency to certify and adopt, guidelines for the implementation of CEQA. CEQA requires the office to review
the guidelines once e very 2 years and recommend proposed changes or amendments to the guidelines to the secretary.
CEQA requires the guidelines to include a list of classes of projects that have been determined not to have a significant
effect on the environment and to exempt those classes of projects from CEQA, referred to as categorical exemptions. This
bill would specifically specify that the new information that becomes available was not known and could not have been
known by the lead agency or any responsible agency at the time the EIR was certified as complete. The bill would
authorize the office, by July 1, 2015, to prepare proposed revisions to the guidelines to include as a categorical exemption
projects involving minor temporary uses of land and public gatherings that have been determined not to have a significant
effect on the environment and are therefore exempt from CEQA. The bill would require the secretary, by January 1, 2016,
to certify and adopt the proposed revisions to the guidelines. Because a lead agency would be required to determine
whether a project would fall within this categorical exemption, this bill would impose a state-mandated local program.
This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws. Last Amended on 4/2/2013
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Bill ID/Topic

SB 731
Steinberg D

Environment:
California
Environmental

Quality Act and

sustainable
communities
strategy.

SB 751
Yee D

Local planning:

metropolitan
planning
organizations.

SB 787
Berryhill R

Environmental
quality: the
Sustainable
Environmental
Protection Act.

4/15/2013

Location

SENATE
RLS.
3/11/2013 -
Referred to
Com. on RLS.

SENATE
RLS.
3/11/2013 -
Referred to
Com. on RLS.

SENATE
RLS.

4/9/2013 -
Withdrawn
from
committee. Re-
referred to
Com. on RLS.

Summary

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be
prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report (EIR) on a project that it proposes to carry
out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds
that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative
declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would avoid
or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a significant effect
on the environment. This bill would state the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation revising CEQA to, among
other things, provide greater certainty for smart infill development, streamline the law for specified projects, and
establish a threshold of significance for specified impacts. This bill contains other related provisions and other
existing laws.

Existing law establishes various regional agencies for the purpose of addressing planning issues, including
transportation planning. Certain of these agencies are designated, pursuant to federal law, as metropolitan planning
organizations, and are charged with specified transportation planning duties. This bill would declare the intent of the
Legislature to enact legislation to ensure transparency in connection with the functioning of metropolitan planning
organizations, including, but not limited to, the individual voting records of their members.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as defined, to prepare, or cause to be
prepared, and certify the completion of, an environmental impact report (EIR) on a project that it proposes to carry
out or approve that may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if it finds
that the project will not have that effect. CEQA also requires a lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative
declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would avoid
or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have a significant effect
on the environment. This bill would enact the Sustainable Environmental Protection Act and would specify the
environmental review required pursuant to CEQA for projects related to specified environmental topical areas. For a
judicial action or proceeding filed challenging an action taken by a lead agency on the ground of noncompliance
with CEQA, the bill would prohibit a cause of action that (1) alleges noncompliance with CEQA based on any
topical area or criteria for which compliance obligations are identified or (2) challenges the environmental
document based on noncompliance with CEQA if: (A) the environmental document discloses compliance with
applicable environmental law, (B) the project conforms with the use designation, density, or building intensity in an
applicable plan, as defined, and (C) the project approval incorporates applicable mitigation requirements into the
environmental document. The bill would provide that the Sustainable Environmental Protection Act only applies if
the lead agency or project applicant has agreed to provide to the public in a readily accessible electronic format an
annual compliance report prepared pursuant to the mitigation monitoring and reporting program. This bill contains
other related provisions and other existing laws.
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Bill ID/Topic Location Summary Position

SB 792 SENATE T. & |Existing law creates the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the Bay Area Toll Authority, the Bay Area Air Quality
DeSaulnier D |H. Management District, and the San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission, with various powers and

4/10/2013 - duties relative to all or a portion of the 9-county San Francisco Bay Area region with respect to transportation, air quality,
Regional From and environmental planning, as specified. Another regional entity, the Association of Bay Area Governments, is created as
entities: Bay committee with |a joint powers agency comprised of cities and counties under existing law with regional planning responsibilities. Existing
Area. author's law provides for a joint policy committee of certain regional entities in this 9-county area to collaborate on regional

amendments. coordination. Existing law requires regional transportation planning agencies, as part of the regional transportation plan in
Read second urban areas, to develop a sustainable communities strategy pursuant to Senate Bill 375 of the 2007-08 Regular Session

time and coordinating transportation, land use, and air quality planning, with specified objectives. This bill would require the joint
amended. Re-  |policy committee to prepare a regional organization plan for the affected regional entities. The regional organization plan
referred to would include a plan for integrating, by July 1, 2016, certain major planning documents of the individual entities into a
Com.onT. & |comprehensive regional plan that also addresses other specified goals, and a plan for consolidating certain functions that
H. are common to the regional entities . The regional organization plan would also include a statement relative to the

expected reduction of overhead, operation, and management costs. The bill would require the joint policy committee to
ensure public participation in the development and adoption of the plan, to hold at least one public hearing in each county
of the region , and to adopt a final plan by June 30, 2015. The bill would also require the joint policy committee to
develop and adopt public and community outreach and inclusive public participation programs and to maintain an Internet
Web site. The bill would also require the joint policy committee to appoint an advisory committee on economic
competitiveness with specified members from the business community and other organizations to adopt goals and policies
related to the inclusion of economic development opportunities in the plans of the regional entities. The bill would require
the joint policy committee , until a comprehensive regional plan is adopted, to conduct a review of the major planning
documents and associated policies , and plans, and regulations of each regional entity, including an assessment of the
consistency of the documents, policies, plans, and regulations with each other, with the requirements of Senate Bill 375 of
the 2007-08 Regular Session , and with the goals and policies adopted by the advisory committee on economic
competitiveness . The bill would require the joint policy committee to issue a consistency report describing the findings of
each review and to hold hearings in that regard, and would require the applicable regional entity to consider the findings.
The bill would require all cost savings derived from implementation of the regional organization plan to be directed to the
joint policy committee's general fund. By imposing new duties on the joint policy committee, the bill would impose a
state-mandated local program. Last Amended on 4/10/2013

SB 798 SENATE G. & |The Bergeson-Peace Infrastructure and Economic Development Bank Act authorizes the California Infrastructure and
De Leén D F. Economic Development Bank, governed by a board of directors, to make loans and provide other assistance to public and

3/21/2013 - Set |private entities for various types of economic development projects, among other things. The activities of the bank under
California Green |for hearing these provisions are funded from the California Infrastructure and Economic Development Bank Fund, which is
Infrastructure April 24, continuously appropriated for these purposes. This bill would enact the California Green Infrastructure Bank Act (act).
Bank Act. The bill would establish the California Green Infrastructure Bank (bank) as a public corporation and would make it

responsible for administering the act. The bill would make the bank under the direction of an executive director to be
appointed by the Governor subject to Senate confirmation. Under the bill, the bank would be governed and its corporate
power exercised by a board of directors consisting of 5 members, including 3 members appointed by the Governor subject
to Senate confirmation and the Senate Committee on Rules and the Speaker of the Assembly would each appoint one
member. This bill contains other related provisions and other existing laws.

4/15/2013 STA Priority Bill Matrix Page 21

225


http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=sb_792&sess=1314&house=B
http://sd07.senate.ca.gov/
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/postquery?bill_number=sb_798&sess=1314&house=B
http://sd22.senate.ca.gov/

Bill ID/Topic Location

SB 811 SENATE
LaraD RLS.
4/3/2013

State Highway

Route 710.
SCA 4 SENATE G.
Liu D &F.

4/10/2013 - Set
Local for hearing
government May 15.

transportation
projects: special
taxes: voter

approval.

SCA 6 SENATE

DeSaulnier D |APPR.
SUSPENSE

Initiative FILE

measures: 4/8/2013

funding source.

SCA 8 SENATE G.

Corbett D &F.

4/10/2013 - Set
Transportation |for hearing
projects: special  May 15.
taxes: voter
approval.

4/15/2013

Summary Position

Existing law provides that the Department of Transportation has full possession and control of the state highway
system. Existing law imposes various requirements for the development and implementation of transportation
projects. This bill would impose various additional requirements on the department with respect to the proposed
program of improvements for the State Highway Route 710 Corridor in the County of Los Angeles. The bill would
require the department, in conjunction with various other entities, to, among other things, develop and implement a
comprehensive public transportation plan, create and implement a comprehensive pedestrian and bicycle
improvements element, implement certain improvement programs and projects relative to the Los Angeles River
and certain tributaries, provide various community benefits to schools and other facilities, and engage in certain job
training, workforce development, and targeted hiring activities. The bill would require the department to allocate
$3,000,000 annually from project funds for job training during the life of the Route 710 Corridor project, subject to
appropriation by the Legislature. Last Amended on 4/3/2013

The California Constitution conditions the imposition of a special tax by a city, county, or special district upon the | Support
approval of 2/3 of the voters of the city, county, or special district voting on that tax, except that certain school 2/13/13
entities may levy an ad valorem property tax for specified purposes with the approval of 55% of the voters within

the jurisdiction of these entities. This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special

tax by a local government for the purpose of providing funding for local transportation projects requires the

approval of 55% of its voters voting on the proposition. This measure would prohibit a local government from

expending any revenues derived from a special transportation tax approved by 55% of the voters at any time prior to

the completion of a statutorily identified capital project funded by revenu es derived from another special tax of the

same local government that was approved by a 2/3 vote. The measure would also make conforming and technical,
non-substantive changes. Last Amended on 3/19/2013

The California Constitution provides that the electors may propose statutes or amendments to the state Constitution
through the initiative process by presenting to the Secretary of State a petition that sets forth the text of the proposed
statute or amendment to the Constitution and is certified to have been signed by a certain number of electors. This
measure would prohibit an initiative measure that would result in a net increase in state or local government costs,
other than costs attributable to the issuance, sale, or repayment of bonds, from being submitted to the electors or
having any effect unless and until the Legislative Analyst and the Director of Finance jointly determine that the
initiative measure provides for additional revenues in an amount that meets or exceeds the net increase in costs.

The California Constitution conditions the imposition of a special tax by a city, county, or special district upon the | Support
approval of 2/3 of the voters of the city, county, or special district voting on that tax, except that certain school 2/13/13
entities may levy an ad valorem property tax for specified purposes with the approval of 55% of the voters within

the jurisdiction of these entities. This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special

tax by a local government for the purpose of providing funding for transportation projects requires the approval of

55% of its voters voting on the proposition. The measure would also make conforming and technical, non-

substantive changes.
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Bill ID/Topic

SCA9
Corbett D

Local
government:
economic
development:
special taxes:
voter approval.

SCA 11
Hancock D

Local
government:
special taxes:
voter approval.

4/15/2013

Location

SENATE G.
&F.

4/10/2013 - Set
for hearing
May 15.

SENATE G.
&F.

4/10/2013 - Set
for hearing
May 15.

Summary Position

The California Constitution conditions the imposition of a special tax by a city, county, or special district upon the
approval of 2/3 of the voters of the city, county, or special district voting on that tax, except that certain school
entities may levy an ad valorem property tax for specified purposes with the approval of 55% of the voters within
the jurisdiction of these entities. This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special
tax by a local government for the purpose of providing funding for community and economic development projects,
as specified, requires the approval of 55% of its voters voting on the proposition. The measure would also make
conforming and technical, non-substantive changes.

The California Constitution conditions the impaosition of a special tax by a local government upon the approval of
2/3 of the voters of the local government voting on that tax, and prohibits a local government from imposing an ad
valorem tax on real property or a transactions tax or 