STra

Solano Cranspottation Authotity

One Harbor Center, Suite 130
Suisun City, California 94585 MEETING NOTICE

Area Code 707 July 13, 2005

] 424-6074
Q05 Fan AR Meeting

Suisun City Hall Council Chambers

Mermbers 701 Civic Center Drive
Benicia Suisun City, CA
Dixon
Fairfield 5:45 P.M. Closed Session
Rio Vista 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting
Solano County
Suisun City MISSION STATEMENT - SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
Vacaville To improve the quality of life in Solano County by delivering transportation
Vallejo 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.
ITEM BOARD/STAFF PERSON
L CLOSED SESSION:
1. PERSONNEL CLOSED SESSION pursuant to
California Government Code Section 54957 et seq.;
Executive Director — Performance Review
(5:45-6:00 p.m.)
IL. CALL TO ORDER - CONFIRM QUORUM Chair Courville
(6:00 — 6:05 p.m.)
IIL. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
Iv. APPROVAL OF AGENDA
V. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

(6:05- 6:10 p.m.)

Pursuant to the Brown Act, each public agency must provide the public with an opportunity to speak on any matter
within the subject matter jurisdiction of the agency and which is not on the agency’s agenda for that meeting.
Comments are limited to no more than 5 minutes per speaker. By law, no action may be taken on any item raised
during the public comment period although informational answers to questions may be given and matters may be

referred to staff for placement on a future agenda of the agency.

This agenda shall be made available upon request in alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by
the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 (42 U.S.C. Sec. 12132) and the Ralph M. Brown Act (Cal. Govt. Code
Sec. 54954.2). Persons requesting a disability-related modification or accommodation should contact Johanna
Masiclat, Acting Clerk of the Board, at 707.424.6008 during regular business hours, at least 24 hours prior to the time

of the meeting.

STA Board Members:

Mary Ann Courville  Len Augustine Steve Messina ~ Karin MacMillan Ed Woodruff

Chair Vice Chair
City of Dixon City of Vacaville City of Benicia  City of Fairfield City of Rio Vista
STA Board Alternates:
Gil Vega Steve Wilkins Dan Smith Harry Price Ron Jones

Anthony Intintoli

City of Suisun City

Joanne Schively

John Silva

County of Solano

John Vasquez



VI.

VII.

VIIIL.

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

COMMENTS FROM STAFF, CALTRANS AND MTC
(6:15-6:20 p.m.)

A. Caltrans Report
B. MTC Report
C. STA Report
1. State Legislative Report y

CONSENT CALENDAR
Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one
motion. (Note: Items under consent calendar may be removed

for separate discussion.)
(6:20-6:25 p.m.)—Pg. 5

A. STA Board Minutes of June 8, 2005
Recommendation:
Approve minutes of June 8, 2005.
Pg. 6

B. Review Draft TAC Minutes of June 29, 2005
Recommendation:
Receive and file.
Pg. 13

C. STA Meeting Schedule Update
Recommendation:
Receive and file.
Pg. 19

D. Proposed Compensation Changes for Executive
Director
Recommendation:
Approve Amendment No. 6 to Employment Agreement with
the Executive Director of the STA.
Pg. 21

E. Agreement of Continuation of Services
Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to renew and amend the
Administrative Services Contract with the City of Vacaville
Jor Accounting and Personnel Services for FY 2005-06 for
an amount not to exceed $47,000.
Pg. 22

Daryl K. Halls

Shaw/Yoder

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

Chuck Lamoree

Susan Furtado



IX.

F. Status of Unmet Transit Needs Process for FY 2005-06
Recommendation:
Approve the revised responses to MTC’s Unmet Transit

Needs issues as shown on Attachment A.
Pg. 27

G. Cordelia Community Based Transportation Plan
Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to sign an amendment to
the funding agreement between MTC and the STA for the
Cordelia Community Based Transportation Plan.
Pg. 35

H. Transit Consolidation Study Letter of Support
Recommendation:
Authorize the STA Board Chair to send a letter requesting
MTC to provide $60,000 in matching planning funds for
the Solano Transit Consolidation Study.
Pg. 36

I.  Letter of Support for City of Fairfield Request for Safe
Routes to Transit Application for Union Avenue — Main
Street Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossing Improvements
Recommendation:

Approve a letter of support for Union Avenue - Main Street
Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossing Improvements for Safe
Routes to Transit Applications SR2T funding.

Pg. 37

J.  Geographic Information Systems (GIS) Agreement
with the County of Solano
Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a
Geographic Data Sharing License Agreement with the
County of Solano.
Pg. 38

ACTION ITEMS - FINANCIAL

A. Solano Paratransit Funding Agreement and Vehicle
Wraps
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to execute the
Solano Paratransit service and funding agreement
between STA and the City of Fairfield.
2. The proposed Solano Paratransit logo, bus wrap,
and brochure design.
(6:25-6:30 p.m.) — Pg. 45

Elizabeth Richards

Elizabeth Richards

Elizabeth Richards

Robert Guerrero

Sam Shelton

Elizabeth Richards



ACTION ITEMS - NON-FINANCIAL

A.

Solano Travel Safety Plan, Phase 1
Recommendation:

Approve the final Solano Travel Safety Plan — Phase 1.
(6:30—-6:35 p.m.) — Pg. 64

Support Statewide Planning Agencies Efforts to Secure
Additional Planning, Programming and Monitoring
(PPM) Funds for Solano Transportation Authority
Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to send a letter to MTC
and Solano County State Legislators in support of
legislation increasing the allocation of statewide PPM
funds for purposes of managing highway, streets and roads
projects.

(6:35-6:40 p.m.) — Pg. 85

Emergency Ride Home Program
Recommendations:
Approve the following:
1. The STA’s Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program.
2. Authorize the Executive Director to release a
Request for Proposals (RFP) for Taxi and Rental
Car Providers for the Emergency Ride Home (ERH)
Program in an amount not to exceed $30,000 for

three years.
(6:40 — 6:45 p.m.) — Pg. 89

SNCI FY 2005-06 Work Program and FY 2004-05
Annual Report

Recommendation:

Approve SNCI'’s FY 2005-06 Work Program for Solano
County.

(6:45 - 6:50 p.m.) — Pg. 96

Legislative Update — July 2005

Recommendation:

Approve the following position:
e SB 371 — Support

(6:50 - 6:55 p.m.) — Pg. 101

Draft 2005 Congestion Management Program (CMP)
Recommendation:

Approve the Draft 2005 Congestion Management Program
and forward to MTC for RTP consistency.

(6:55-7:00 p.m.) —Pg. 118

Jennifer Tongson

Andrew Fremier

Anna McLaughlin

Anna McLaughlin

Jayne Bauer

Sam Shelton



XI.

XII.

XIII.

INFORMATION ITEMS- (No Discussion Necessary)

A. Status of SR 12 Transit Corridor Study Dan Christians

Informational — Pg. 126

B. 2006 STIP Fund Estimate, Guidelines and Allocation Andrew Fremier

Informational — Pg. 129

C. Highway Projects Update Andrew Fremier

Informational — Pg. 148

D. Funding Opportunities Summary
Informational — Pg. 152

BOARD MEMBERS COMMENTS
ADJOURNMENT

The next regular meeting of the STA Board is scheduled for Wednesday,
September 14, 2005, 6:00 p.m. at Suisun City Hall Council Chambers.

Sam Shelton
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Solano Transportation Audhotity
MEMORANDUM

DATE: July 6, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Daryl K. Halls

RE: Executive Director’s Report — July 2005

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

Congress Approves 8" Extension of TEA 21 Reauthorization

Last week, the Congress passed and the President authorized the 8™ extension of Federal
Reauthorization Bill, titled the Transportation Equity Act for the 21 Century (TEA- 21).
H.R. 3104 extended the legislation to enable the continued expenditure of federal surface
transportation program spending through July 19, 2005. The Senate-House Conference
Committee for Reauthorization continues to negotiate the final details of the six-year bill.
The Senate version would authorize $295 billion over six years, $11 billion over the
House version. Additional issues being discussed are increasing the rate of return for
“donor” states such as California above the 90.5% minimum guarantee and division of
carmarked projects between the House and the Senate. Currently, only the House version
contains specific earmarks. This includes $21.85 million for the I-80/1-680/SR 12
Interchange and $4 million for J epson Parkway/Access Improvement to Travis Air Force
Base. Both Senator Barbara Boxer and Congresswoman Ellen Tauscher are members of
the joint conference committee.

State Budget Includes Restoration of Pro osition 42 for FY 2005-06 *

This week, the Governor and the majority and minority legislative leaders in the
Assembly and Senate, collectively known as the “Big Five”, announced an agreement on
arecommended State Budget for FY 2005-06. The State Legislature is scheduled to vote
on the recommended budget on J uly 7% As proposed, the State Budget does include the
restoration of $1.3 billion in voter approved Proposition 42 funds for FY 2005-06 and the
early repayment of Vehicle Licensing Fees for local governments. The restoration of
Proposition 42 funds will result in some limited local streets and roads funds being
allocated to Solano County’s cities and the County, and will improve the likelihood of
funds being available for the allocation by the California Transportation Commission
(CTC) for SHOPP and STIP projects in FY 2005-06.



Executive Director’s Memo
July 6, 2005
Page 2

State and Bay Area Reach Agreement on Ba Bridge Cost Overruns

Last week, the Governor and Bay Area State Senators Don Perata and Tom Torlakson
announced an agreement on the financing plan for the project cost overruns for the
seismic retrofit of the Bay Bridge. Assembly bill 144 has been amended to serve as the
legislative vehicle for this financial plan.

SR 37 Project Dedication Tentatively Scheduled for September 2nd

The construction of the SR 37 widening and 37/29 Interchange projects are nearing
completion. Caltrans, STA and the City of Vallejo have met on several occasions to plan
a dedication event to commemorate the completion of this new freeway segment. This
week, a tentative date of Friday, September 2, 2005 was set to hold the event. J ayne
Bauer will be contacting members of the STA Board and other dignitaries shortly to
officially confirm this on your calendars.

Update Solano Travel Safety Plan Completed *

The update of the Solano Travel Safety Plan — Phase 1 has been completed and is
agendized for review and approval by the STA Board. The Phase 1 plan focuses on
identifying the local interchanges with the highest number and percentage of incidents of
traffic accidents. Phase 2 of the Solano Travel Safety Plan will focus on identifying safe
routes to schools and safe routes to transit.

New Identity Proposed for Solano Paratransit *

Since the mid-1990s, the STA has been responsible for management and funding of
Solano Paratransit, which provides intercity ADA paratransit services, through an
operating agreement with Fairfield/Suisun Transit (FST) for the cities of Dixon, F airfield,
Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and the central and eastern unincorporated areas of
Solano County. Working with a marketing consultant, staff has developed a proposed
logo, brochure and paratransit vehicle wrap for Solano Paratransit. This new identity and
information is designed to help highlight and increase the visibility and aesthetics of this
service for the disabled community for which it provides service and to increase the
public’s awareness of the importance of this service countywide and at the community
level.

Attachment:
A. STA Acronyms List
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ATTACHMENT A

GARVEE  Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicles

Geographic Information System

Housing Incentive Program
High Occupancy Vehicle

Intermodal Surface Transportation
Efficiency Act

Interregional Transportation
Improvement Program

Intelligent Transportation System

Jobs Access Reverse Commute
J oint Powers Agreement

Local Transportation Authority

Low Emission Vehicle

Low Income Flexible Transportation
Level of Service

Local Transportation Funds

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

Metropolitan Transportation System

National Environmental Policy Act
Napa County Transportation Planning
Agency

National Highway System

Office of Traffic Safety

Paratransit Coordinating Council
Planning and Congestion Relief
Program

Project Development Support
Project Delivery Team
Pavement Management Program

Soea-o?wwta&,.rﬁd-m,
Solano Transportation Authority
Acronyms List
Updated 1-4-05
ABAG Association of Bay Area Governments
ADA - Americans with Disabilities Act GIS
APDE Advanced Project Development
Element (STIP) HIP
AQMP Air Quality Management Plan HOV
BAAQMD Bay Area Air Quality Management ISTEA
District
BAC Bicycle Advisory Committee ITP
BCDC Bay Conservation and Development
Commission ' ITS
BT&H Business, Transportation & Housing JARC
Agency JPA
CALTRANS California Department of LTA
Transportation LEV
CARB California Air Resource Board LIFT
CCTA Contra Costa Transportation Authority LOS
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act LTF
CHP California Highway Patrol
CIpP Capital Improvement Program MIS
CMA Congestion Management Agency MOU
CMAQ Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality MPO
CMP Congestion Management Program MTC
CNG Compressed Natural Gas
CTA County Transportation Authority MTS
CTC California Transportation Commission
CTEP County Transportation Expenditure NEPA
Plan NCTPA
CTP Comprehensive Transportation Plan NS
DBE Disadvantage Business Enterprise
DOT Federal Department of Transportation ots
EIR Environmental Impact Report PCC
EIS Environmental Impact Statement PCRP
EPA Federal Environmental Protection
Agency PDS
- PDT
FHWA Federal Highway Administration PMP
FTA Federal Transit Administration PMS

PNR

Pavement Management System
Park and Ride



POP
PSR

RABA
REPEG

RFP
RFQ
RTEP
RTIP

RTMC

RTP
- RTPA

SACOG
SCTA
SHOPP

SNCI
SOV
SMAQMD

SP&R
SRITP
SRTP
STA
STAF
STIA

STIP

STP

TAC
TANF

TAZ
TCI
TCM
TCRP

Program of Projects

* Project Study Report

Revenue Alignment Budget Authority
Regional Environmental Public
Education Group

Request for Proposal _

Request for Qualification

Regional Transit Expansion Policy
Regional Transportation Improvement
Program

Regional Transit Marketing
Committee

Regional Transportation Plan _
Regional Transportation Planning

Agency

Sacramento Area Council of
Governments

Sonoma County Transportation
Aauthority

State Highway Operations and
Protection Program

Solano Napa Commuter Information
Single Occupant Vehicle
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District

State Planning and Research

Short Range Intercity Transit Plan
Short Range Transit Plan

Solano Transportation Authority
State Transit Assistance Fund
Solano Transportation Improvement
Authority

State Transportation Improvement
Program

Surface Transportation Program

Technical Advisory Committee
Temporary Assistance for Needy
Families

Transportation Analysis Zone
Transit Capital Improvement
Transportation Control Measure
Transportation Congestion Relief

Program
Transportation Development Act

TEA Transportation Enhancement Activity
TEA-21 Transportation Efficiency Act for the

21% Century

TDM Transportation Demand Management

TFCA Transportation for Clean Air Funds

TIP Transportation Improvement Program

TLC Transportation for Livable
Communities

TMTAC  Transportation Management Technical
Advisory Committee

TOS Traffic Operation System

TRAC Trails Advisory Committee

TSM Transportation Systems Management

UZA _Urbanized Area

VTA Valley Transportation Authority (Santa
Clara)

W2Wk Welfare to Work
WCCCTAC West Contra Costa County
Transportation Advisory Committee

YSAQMD Yolo/Solano Air Quality Management
District

ZEV Zero Emission Vehicle
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DATE: July 7, 2005
TO: STA Board
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Acting Clerk of the Board
RE: Consent Calendar
(Any consent calendar item may be pulled for discussion)
Recommendation:

The STA Board approve the following attached consent items:

FmOomEY QW

b

STA Board Minutes of June 8, 2005

Review Draft TAC Minutes of June 29, 2005

STA Meeting Schedule Update

Proposed Compensation Changes for Executive Director

Agreement of Continuation of Services

Status of Unmet Transit Needs Process for FY 2005-06

Cordelia Community Based Transportation Plan

Transit Consolidation Study Letter of Support

Letter of Support for City of Fairfield Request for Safe Routes to Transit
Application for Union Avenue — Main Street Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossing
Improvements

Geographic Information Systems (GIS) Agreement with the County of Solano
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Solano Cransportation HAudhotity
SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

Minutes for Meeting of
June 8, 2005

CLOSED SESSION:
Closed session to discuss Executive Director Performance Review. Chuck Lamoree, Legal

Counsel, indicated that there were no matters to report.

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Courville called the regular meeting to order at 6:05 p-m. A quorum was confirmed.

MEMBERS

PRESENT: Mary Ann Courville (Chair) City of Dixon
Len Augustine (Vice Chair) City of Vacaville
Karin MacMillan City of Fairfield
Ed Woodruff City of Rio Vista
Jim Spering City of Suisun City
Tony Intintoli City of Vallejo
John Silva County of Solano

MEMBERS

ABSENT: Steve Messina City of Benicia

STAFF

PRESENT: Daryl K. Halls STA-Executive Director

Charles Lamoree
Dan Christians

Andy Fremier
Elizabeth Richards
Susan Furtado

Jayne Bauer

Robert Guerrero
Jennifer Tongson
Sam Shelton
Johanna Masiclat

STA-Legal Counsel
STA-Asst. Exec. Dir./Director
of Planning

STA-Director of Projects
STA/SNCI Program Director
STA — Financial
Analyst/Accountant

STA — Marketing &
Legislative Program Manager
STA-Associate Planner
STA-Projects Assistant
STA-Planning Assistant
STA-Acting Clerk of the
Board



ALSO

PRESENT:
Dan Schiada City of Benicia
Mike Duncan City of Fairfield
Gian Aggarwal City of Vacaville
Mark Akaba City of Vallejo
Paul Wiese County of Solano
~ Doanh Nguyen Caltrans
JB Davis STA Bicycle Advisory
Committee

II1. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

On a motion by Member Intintoli, and a second by Vice Chair Augustine, the STA Board
approved the agenda

Iv. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
None presented.

V. EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

Daryl Halls provided an update on the following topics:

Boxer & Tauscher Named to House-Senate Conference Committee as Congress
Approves Extension of TEA 21 Reauthorization for 7 Time

* STA Board Scheduled to Adopt of Comprehensive Transportation Plan Update

* STA Board to Consider Proposed Balance Budget for FY 2005-06 & 06-07

® Caltrans Will Kempton Highlights Importance of Local Funding and Proposed
Restoration of Proposition 42 Funds at Solano EDC Breakfast

= STA’s SNCI Staff Coordinate Successful Bike to Work Week

VI COMMENTS FROM STAFF, CALTRANS AND MTC

A. Caltrans Report:
Doanh Nguyen, Caltrans Project Manager, provided a status report on the construction
progress of various projects in Solano County.

B. MTC Report:
Member Spering reported on the following:
e Proposition 42, TCRP, and RM 2
e MTC’s Freeway Control Service
* MTC’s Regional Airport Planning Committee

C. STA Report:
None presented.



VIIL.

CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Member Silva, and a second by Member Spering, the consent items were
unanimously approved. Member Intintoli noted that Joanne Schively had been appointed
as the City of Vallejo’s alternate member to the STA Board.

A.

STA Board Minutes of May 11 2005
Recommendation:
Approve STA Board minutes of May 11, 2005.

Review Draft TAC Minutes of May 25, 2005
Recommendation:
Receive and file.

STA Meeting Calendar
Recommendation:
Receive and file.

Funding Agreement with City of Fairfield for the Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal
Train Station

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a funding agreement with the City of
Fairfield for $145,000 of local funds for additional project assistance to complete the
preliminary engineering, environmental documents and railroad negotiations, and
related work for the Fairfield/Vacaville Train Station project.

FY 2004-05 Proposed Budget Revision
Recommendation:
Adopt the revised STA FY 2004-05 budget as shown in Attachment A.

Contract Amendment No. 6 — Project Delivery Management Group for Project
Management Services for the I-80/I-680/SR12 Interchange (including North
Connector) Project

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to amend the contract time only for the consultant
contract with the Project Delivery Management Group for Project Management
Services for the Environmental Phase of the 1-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange and North
Connector projects until September 30, 2005.

FY 2005-06 TDA Distribution for Solano County

Recommendation:

Approve the countywide TDA Matrix for Solano County for FY 2005-06 as shown
on Attachment A.

Funding Agreement from MTC for Solano Napa Commuter Information
(SNCI) Program for Regional Rideshare Program Services
Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to execute the MTC funding agreement for
Regional Rideshare Program services for the SNCI program for the period of
FY 2005-06 through FY 2010-11.
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Status of Unmet Transit Needs Process for FY 2005-06

Recommendations:
1. Approve the responses to MTC’s Unmet Transit Needs issues as shown on
Attachment A; and

2. Authorize the Executive Director to submit the responses to MTC.

Extension of Contract for Moore Iacofano Goltsman (MIG) for Marketing
Services for STA, SolanoLinks, and SNCI Program Marketing Plan 2005
(Phase I)

Recommendation:

Extend the existing contract through December 31, 2005, for Moore Iacofano
Goltsman (MIG) for marketing services for STA, SolanoLinks Transit, and SNCI
Program Marketing Plan 2005 (Phase I).

Appointments to Solano Bicycle Advisory Committee and Solano Pedestrian
Advisory Committee
Recommendation:
Appoint the following members for a three-year term:
1. Patricia Morgan — Pedestrian Advisory Committee City of Fairfield Member
2. Barbara Wood — Bicycle Advisory Committee Member-at-Large Member

Jepson Parkway Contract Amendment No. 6 — Jones & Stokes Associates, Inc.
Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to amend the contract time only for the consultant
contract with Jones and Stokes Associates, Inc. for the preparation of the
environmental impact statement/ report until September 30, 2005.

VIII. ACTION ITEMS: FINANCIAL

A.

FY 2005-06 Budget Revision and FY 2006-07 Proposed Budget

Daryl Halls provided an overview of recommended revisions to the adopted FY
2005-06 budget and the proposed budget for FY 2006-07. He noted the budget
proposal included cost of living adjustments for STA staff, corrected STA salary
ranges, and revised salary ranges for specified positions.

Board Comments:
Member MacMillan asked if the comprehensive salary study was included in the
proposed budget.

Daryl Halls responded that the study was part of the current FY 2004-05 budget.

Recommendations:

1. Approve the revised FY 2005-06 budget and adopt the proposed FY 2006-07
budget as shown in Attachment A.

2. Approve the 2.1% cost of living adjustment for STA salaries for FY 2005-06,
as included in the revised FY 2005-06 budget.

3. Approve the corrected STA Salary Range for two positions shown in
Attachment B.

4. Approve the revised salary ranges and modified job titles for three positions
identified in Attachmeng C.




On a motion by Member Silva, and a second by Member Intintoli, the staff
recommendation was unanimously approved.

State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Proposed Funding Plan for FY 2005-06
and FY 2006-07

Elizabeth Richards reviewed the proposed STAF Program Allocation for FY 2005-06
STAF program and the preliminary project list for FY 2006-07. She outlined the
revenue estimates and projects/programs for the Northern Counties STAF and
Regional Paratransit. She cited that a balance of $107, 904 STAF funds remains for
future funding.

Daryl Halls added that the balance of STAF funds was deliberately left as a balance
in the preparation for the STA and intercity transit operators to bring back several
intercity operating issues that may require some additional operating support.

Board Comments:
None presented.

Recommendation:
Approve the FY 2005-06 STAF project list on Attachment A and preliminary FY
2006-07 STAF project list on Attachment B.

On a motion by Member MacMillan, and a second by Member Intintoli, the staff
recommendation was unanimously approved.

FY 2005-06 TDA Article 3 Program

Robert Guerrero provided an overview of the funding requests and recommended
summary of the FY 2005-06 TDA Atrticle 3 Program. He noted the projects
submitted total $383,350 for requested funding. He cited that the BAC and PAC
reviewed the projects at a joint meeting and provided a funding recommendation (not
to exceed the total of $327,256 available for FY 2005-06) at their May 19, 2005
meeting. ~

Board Comments:
None presented.

Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. TDA Article 3 Projects as specified in Attachment A for FY 2005-06
2. Resolution 2005-05 approving for FY 2005-06 TDA Article 3 Countywide
Coordinated Claim (See Attachment B)

On a motion by Member Spering, and a second by Member Silva, the staff
recommendation was unanimously approved.
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IX.

ACTION ITEMS: NON-FINANCIAL

A.

Adoption of Updated Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan 2030
Dan Christians reviewed all recommended revisions, edits, and formatting received
from agencies, individuals, and community groups to the three elements of the Draft
CTP. He noted that the incorporated comments and revisions to the draft Plan were
presented at the three CTP Committee meetings

Daryl Halls added that the Arterials, Highways and Freeways Committee approved
their elements at the June 8, 2005 meeting earlier that day and the Board of
Supervisors approved adding the requested amendments to add their local needs list

on June 7th.

Board Comments:
None presented.

Recommendations:
1. Approve the Final Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan 2030 including
all recommended revisions and edits to the Draft CTP and contained in the
- attached addendum.
2. Authorize the Executive Director to publish a Notice of Determination
approving a Negative Declaration for the CTP 2030 and related studies and
component plans referenced in the CTP in accordance with CEQA.

On a motion by Member Silva, and a second by Member Spering, the staff
recommendation was unanimously approved.

Draft Service Concept and Implementation Plan for Oakland-Auburn Regional
Rail Study

Dan Christians provided a summary presentation of the service concept and
implementation plan for the Auburn-Oakland Regional Rail Service that included
preliminary findings, conclusions, and recommendations dated June 8, 2005.

Board Comments:

Member MacMillan asked about what the required percentage of local match
funds would be needed. Dan Christians responded that the study assumes
11.5% for capital match and operating match is 20% (for FTA funding).

Member Spering raised comments and concerns regarding the competitiveness
of commuter train funding for local match funds to be received from federal
funding sources and that to prematurely add service could marginalize the
existing rail service.

Daryl Halls responded that only the Capital Corridor is eligible for state
funding and that the funding of local commuter rail service is a local decision.

Chair Courville stated that she supports continuing the evaluation process and
commented that the commuter rail and Capital Corridor would enhance each
other’s services.

11



Recommendation:
Endorse the findings and recommendations of the Draft Service Concept and
Implementation Plan for the Oakland-Auburn Regional Rail Study

On a motion by Member Spering, and a second by Chair Courville, the staff
recommendation was unanimously approved.

Legislative Update — June 2005

Jayne Bauer reviewed the Governor’s recommended allocation of the full restoration
of $1.313 billion in Proposition 42 funds released by the Governor on May 13, 2005.
She outlined the Governor’s “Go California” package of three bills intended to
facilitate project delivery, specifically AB 850, AB 1266, and SB 705.

Board Comments:
Member MacMillan requested STA staff keep a close watch on the specifics of

AB 850.

Recommendation:
Adopt the following positions:
1. AB 850 — Watch
2. AB 1266 — Support
3. SB 705 — Support in concept

On a motion by Member Spering, and a second by Member MacMillan, the staff
recommendation was unanimously approved.

X. INFORMATION ITEMS (No Discussion Necessary)
A. Funding Opportunities Summary
XL BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS
None presented.
XII. ADJOURNMENT
The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 6:55 p.m. The next regular meeting of the STA
Board is scheduled for July 13, 2005, 6:00 p.m. at Suisun City Hall Council Chambers.
Attested By:
s
Joﬂan}ta Masiclat " Date

Acting STA Clerk of the Board
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Agenda Item VIIL.B
July 13, 2005

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

DRAFT

Minutes of the meeting

CALL TO ORDER

June 29, 2005

The regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee was called to order at
approximately 1:35 p.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority’s Conference Room.

Present:
TAC Members Present:

Others Present:

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

Dan Schiada
Janet Koster
Charlie Beck
Brent Salmi
Gary Cullen
Dale Pfeiffer
Gary Leach
Paul Wiese

Mike Duncan
Gian Aggarwal
Ed Huestis
Birgitta Corsello
Chris Else

Lorena Wong
Daryl Halls

Dan Christians
Andrew Fremier
Elizabeth Richards
Anna McLaughlin
Jayne Bauer
Robert Guerrero
Jennifer Tongson
Johanna Masiclat

By consensus, the STA TAC approved the agenda

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

None presented.
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City of Benicia
City of Dixon

City of Fairfield
City of Rio Vista
City of Suisun City
City of Vacaville
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IV.  REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF

Caltrans: Chris Else and Lorena Wong, Caltrans Landscape, reported and
distributed project information regarding the removal of diseased and
dead trees in Solano, Napa, and Marin Counties.

MTC: None presented.

STA: Jennifer Tongson provided an update to the following:
e Next PCC Meeting (Friday, July 15)
e 2005-06 STP-Augmentation Funds for Local Streets and Roads
¢ Programming of Transportation Enhancement (TE) Projects

Robert Guerrero reviewed the eligibility and application process for the
Safe Routes to Transit (SR2T) Program.

Other: Mike Duncan, City of Fairfield, invited other member agencies interested
in participating in the Quiet Zone Study.

V. CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Charlie Beck, and a second by Gary Cullen, the STA TAC approved the
Consent Calendar with the exception of the following:

0 Agenda Item V.A, Minutes of the TAC Meeting of May 25, 2005
Paul Wiese, County of Solano, abstained from the vote.

0 Agenda Item V.H, Solano Travel Safety Plan, Phase 1
This item was pulled for discussion.

Recommendations:

A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of May 25, 2005

B. STA Board Meeting Highlights of June 8, 2005

C. STA Meeting Schedule Update

D. Funding Opportunities Summary

E. Status of Unmet Transit Needs Process for FY 2005-06

Recommendation:
Recommend that the STA Board approve the revised responses to MTC’s Unmet
Transit Needs issues as shown on Attachment A.

F.  Letter of Support for City of Fairfield Request for Safe Routes to Transit
Application for Union Avenue - Main Street Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossing
Improvements
Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve a letter of support for Union
Avenue - Main Street Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossing Improvements for Safe
Routes to Transit Application for SR2T funding.

G.  Geographic Information Systems (GIS) Agreement with the County of Solano
Recommendation:
Recommend that the STA Board authorize the Executive Director to enter into a
Geographic Data Sharing Lice{lze Agreement with the County of Solano.



Solano Travel Safety Plan, Phase 1
Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the final draft of the Solano

Travel Safety Plan.

On a motion by Gary Leach, and a second by Janet Koster, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

VL. ACTION ITEMS

A.

Status of Development of County Transportation Expenditure Plan (CTEP)
Daryl Halls highlighted the development of the CTEP. He recommended the TAC
forward a recommendation to the STA Board to reaffirm the Board’s support for an
allocation of Local Return to Source Funding based on each jurisdiction’s population
and an allocation of Local Streets and Roads funding based on a combination of
population (66.7%) and center lane miles (33.3%).

Dale Pfeifter, City of Vacaville, recommended to forward to the STA Board an
modification to the sales tax ordinance for Measure A. He cited that the maintenance
of effort (MOE) requirement ensures voters that local funds generated through a
local sales tax measure would not be used to replace local agencies’ financial
commitment to maintaining its local streets and roads, but that the MOE benchmark
should be for FY 2004-05.

Recommendation:
Forward the following recommendations to the STA Board:

A. Reaffirm the STA policy for the allocation of future Transportation Sales Tax
revenue to member agencies for Local Return to Source projects based on
population averaged over the 30-year term of the expenditure plan.

B. Reaffirm the STA policy for the allocation of future Transportation Sales Tax
revenues to member agencies for rehabilitation and maintenance of local
streets and roads be based on a formula of 2:1 (66.7% population to 33.3%
center lane miles).

On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Dan Schiada, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation to modify the sales tax ordinance adding
the MOE component for Measure A be benchmarked to FY 2004-05.

Support Statewide Planning Agencies Efforts to Secure Additional Planning,
Programming and Monitoring (PPM) Funds for Solano Transportation
Authority

Andrew Fremier described the statewide effort to develop additional PPM funds for
the statewide transportation planning agencies. He cited that the additional funding
would allow the STA to directly manage all of the major highway improvement
projects currently identified in the STIP, including the I-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange
and Highway 12 Jameson Canyon.

Recommendation: ‘

Recommend that the STA Board authorize the Executive Director to send a letter to
MTC, in support of increasing the allocation of statewide PPM for purposes of
managing highway, streets anl¥oads projects.




On a motion by Dan Schiada, and a second by Charlie Beck, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

Draft 2005 Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Dan Christians reviewed the development of the draft CMP. He listed several
changes incorporated in the Draft 2005 CMP and tentative meeting dates for the
development of the final CMP scheduled for Board approval in early October.

After discussion, the STA TAC agreed to include additional changes submitted by
the City of Benicia (from an earlier meeting at the Consortium) and the City of
Vallejo.

Recommendation: .
Recommend that the STA Board to approve the Draft 2005 Congestion Management
Program and forward to MTC for RTP consistency.

On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Janet Koster, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation with the amendment to include
additional changes from the City of Benicia and the City of Vallejo.

Route 30 Funding Agreement and Performance Update

Elizabeth Richards provided an update to Route 30’s performance including
ridership increases and improvements to the farebox recovery data. She reviewed
the proposed Route 30 agreement between the STA and Fairfield-Suisun Transit
(FST) for FY 2005-06 and FY 2007-08 and the funding distribution for FY 2005-06
that has been approved as part of the approval of the TDA matrix.

Elizabeth noted that the STA and FST will work together on cost projections for the
Route 30 agreement and bring a recommendation back to the TAC at their next
meeting of August 31, 2005.

Recommendations:
Recommend the STA Board authorize the Executive Director to execute the Route
30 funding agreement as shown on Attachment B.

On a motion by Charlie Beck, and a second by Dale Pfeiffer, the STA TAC
unanimously approved to table this item until their next meeting of August 31, 2005.

Solano Paratransit Funding Agreement and Vehicle Wraps

Elizabeth Richards reviewed the proposed Solano Paratransit agreement between the
STA and Fairfield-Suisun Transit (FST) covering the time frame from FY 2005-06
through FY 2007-08 with an option to extend the contract for 2 additional years.

She also requested the TAC review and endorse the proposed Solano Paratransit
logo, bus wrap, and brochure cover to improve the image and identity of the service.

Based on input, the STA TAC agreed to revise language of recommendation no.1 to
read as follows:
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Recommendation:
Forward the following recommendations to the STA Board:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to execute the Solano Paratransit service
and funding agreement between STA and the City of Fairfield.
2. Endorse the proposed Solano Paratransit logo, bus wrap, and brochure
design.

On a motion by Dale Pfeiffer, and a second by Charlie Beck, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation as amended shown above in italics.

Emergency Ride Home Program

Anna McLaughlin reviewed the operating principles and parameters of the draft
Solano Transportation Authority Emergency Ride Home Pilot Program. She cited
that the program proposes that STA will contract with a taxi and rental car

companies to provide transportation to registered employees working in Solano
County. She noted that the contract terms would be for three years with the option of
two (2) one-year contract renewals.

Recommendation:
Forward to the STA Board a recommendation:
1. Approve the STA’s Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program.
2. Authorize the Executive Director to release a Request for Proposals (RFP) for
Taxi and Rental Car Providers for the Emergency Ride Home (ERH)
Program in an amount not to exceed $30,000 for three years.

On a motion by Charlie Beck, and a second by Gary Cullen, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

SNCI FY 2005-06 Work Program and FY 2004-05 Annual Report

Anna McLaughlin distributed and highlighted selected accomplishments from the
STA’s SNCI Program’s FY 2004-05 Annual Report to be finalized after June 30,
2005. She also reviewed the funding and contract obligations that comprise the
SNCI’s Work Program (FY 2004-05 and FY 2005-06).

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve SNCI’s FY 2005-06 Work

Program.

On a motion by Janet Koster, and a second by Dan Schiada, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

Legislative Update — June 2005

Jayne Bauer reviewed two bills currently being watched regarding toll bridge seismic
retrofit programs (SB 172 and SB 1024). She cited that the SB 371 would authorize
certain state and local transportation entities to use a design-build process for bidding
on highway construction projects.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt the following position:

e SB 371 — Support
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On a motion by Janet Koster, and a second by Dan Schiada, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

VII. INFORMATION ITEMS

A.

Status of SR 12 Transit Corridor Study
Dan Christians provided an update to the development of various plans and local
transit studies of the SR 12 Transit Corridor Study.

Local Project Monitoring

Jennifer Tongson reviewed the inactive projects lists dated May 31, 2005 and
distributed by Caltrans Local Assistance for the past 6 and 12 months. She also cited
that STA has played a key role in programming, obligating/allocating, and delivering
Federal and State funded projects to completion. She added that STA is in the
process of building an in-house project monitoring system that will assist in tracking
the progress of all Federal and State funded local projects.

2006 STIP Fund Estimate, Guidelines and Allocation Plans

Andrew Fremier summarized the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

projects programmed in FY 2005-06 and the California Transportation Commission’s
(CTC) two-tiered allocation plan of the 2006 STIP Fund Estimate (FE) Assumptions.

Highway Projects Update

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

2. North Connector

3. Jepson Parkway

4. Highway 37/29

S. Highway 12 (Jameson Canyon and 12/29 Interchange)
6. Highway 12 Barrier Rail

7. SR 113 (Downtown Dixon)

8. I1-80 Median Barrier

9. Removal of Trees throughout the County
Andrew Fremier provided an update to highway projects in Solano County as listed
above.

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 4:15 p.m. The next regular meeting of the
STA TAC is scheduled for Wednesday, August 31, 2005 at 1:30 p-m.
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Agenda Item VIII.C
July 13, 2005

DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Acting Clerk of the Board
RE: STA Meeting Schedule Update

Background:
Attached is the updated STA meeting schedule for the calendar year 2005 that may be of

interest to the STA Board.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. 2005 STA Meeting Schedule
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ATTACHMENT A
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Agenda Item VIII.D
July 13, 2005

5Ta

Solano Cransportation Authotity
DATE: July 52005
TO: STA Board
FROM: Mary Ann Courville, Board Chair
RE: Proposed Compensation Changes for Executive Director
Discussion:

At the June 8, 2005 meeting of the Board there was a closed session to conduct the annual
performance evaluation of the Executive Director. The evaluation was positive and the Board
requested STA Chair meet with the Executive Director to discuss changes in compensation
within certain parameters of which to negotiate.

Consistent with the Board’s charge to me and within the parameters provided, I have met with
the Executive Director and propose that he receive a 3.9% salary adjustment and the 2.1%
COLA granted all other employees through the recently approved budget.

STA Legal Counsel has prepared an amendment to the Executive Director’s employment
contract reflecting the proposed change in compensation and provided under separate cover.

I request that the Board approve the contract amendment and thereby provide the salary
adjustments discussed herein.

Recommendation:
Approve Amendment No. 6 to Employment Agreement with the Executive Director of the STA.
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Agenda Item VIILE
July 13, 2005

51Ta

DATE: July 6, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Susan Furtado, Financial Analyst/Accountant
RE: Agreement of Continuation of Services

Background:
In 1996, STA separated from the County of Solano and became its own agency. Since then,

STA has contracted with the City of Vacaville to provide administrative support services for its
accounting and personnel services. These services are reviewed and renewed on an annual
basis.

Discussion:

The STA’s administrative service contract with the City of Vacaville expired June 30, 2005.
The City of Vacaville continues to provide STA with accounting and personnel services at an
affordable and cost-effective rate. However, with the hiring of the Financial
Analyst/Accountant, the accounting support provided by the City of Vacaville is gradually
being reduced. In order to facilitate this transition, a direct computer link has been established
to the City of Vacaville’s computer system. This direct computer access enables STA to access
all accounting and personnel reports as needed with little staff assistance from the City of
Vacaville. This computer access also responds to the recommendations of the Financial and
Accounting Assessment Evaluation performed by Kevin Harper in July 2003; and to the
Memorandum on Internal Control Structure recommendation by the auditors, Maze &
Associates, for the annual audit ending June 30, 2004.

STA staff recommends the renewal and amendment #10 of the administrative services contract
with the City of Vacaville for Accounting and Personnel Services for FY 2005-06.

Fiscal Impact:
The fiscal impact for the contract is the same as the prior year, a total annual cost of $47,000

(Accounting Services $40,000 and Personnel Services $7,000). This expense is allocated to
STA Operations & Management 70% ($32,900) and SNCI 30% ($14,100).

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to renew and amend the Administrative Services Contract
with the City of Vacaville for Accounting and Personnel Services for FY 2005-06 for an
amount not to exceed $47,000.

Attachment:
A. Agreement for Continuation of Services.
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ATTACHMENT A

Board of Directors
Solano Transportation Authority
Suisun City, California

AGREEMENT FOR CONTINUATION OF SERVICES

The City of Vacaville (the City) administrative staff has developed this proposal for
continuation of financial and benefits management services for fiscal year 2005/06.
Outlined below are the services to be provided by the City on behalf of the Solano
Transportation Authority (the Authority), along with the related compensation. Once the
contract is initiated, City will invoice the Authority quarterly, in advance, for ongoing
financial processing and benefits management services provided by City pursuant to this
agreement. Subsequent to approval of the invoice from the City by the Authority’s
Executive Director, the amount approved for payment will be deducted from the
Authority’s pre-designated accounts via journal entry. No amounts other than the
approved quarterly fee amount will be deducted from the Authority’s accounts without
prior approval by the Authority’s Executive Director. The quarterly fee amount will be
1/4™ of the annual contract fee amount specified below

As of July 1, 2004, the City serves only as a processing entity for the Authority’s
financial transactions; the proposed fee reflects this change in service levels. Limited
assistance may be provided in the interpretation of financial records, review of financial
activity and assistance with the year-end audit at an hourly rate of $100 but only if
resources are available. The Authority may use the attached Task Order (Exhibit A) to
request from the City an estimate of the cost to provide additional services.

With respect to accounting services provided pursuant to this agreement, the City’s
primary responsibility is for processing accounting and payroll transactions and
providing standard accounting reports to the Authority. (See listing of standard monthly
financial reports below.) Authority management maintains complete responsibility for
establishing, maintaining and enforcing the internal accounting controls over the
accounting and payroll transactions submitted by the Authority to the City. Unless
expressly agreed to in writing, the City will not be responsible for maintaining or
enforcing the Authority’s accounting and payroll related policies, procedures and
controls.

Financial Processing Services
- Ongoing financial services will entail the following:

» Processing payroll reporting including disbursements and year-end reporting (W-2),
PERS reporting and transmittals, Federal and State taxes, claims processing for
deductions, reconciliations of payroll liabilities, electronic transmittals and bank
reporting requirements. The City is not responsible for enforcement of Authority’s
employee policies and procedures or accuracy of timesheet account coding provided
by the Authority. The City will provide the Authority payroll reports (i.e. labor
distribution, payroll registers, PERS reporting) for each pay period.

¢ Processing accounts payable disbursements and year-end analysis and reporting for
IRS 1099 requirements, Franchise Tax Board requirements and bank reporting
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requirements. The City will provide check register copies for each Authority check
run.

* Processing purchasing requests based on specifications provided by the Authority
(this does not include competitive bidding processes or request for contracted
service proposals, i.e. audit services).

e Management of the Authority’s cash deposits consistent with the investment policies
and practices of the City.

o With STA being provided VPN access, STA will run the financial reports they feel
necessary from the City’s accounting system. VPN access needs to be established
and available no later than the first week in September, 2005. The initial VPN (one
hour setup) will be done as a courtesy by IT. The one hour setup will include
training on how to use the VPN connection. Accounting will provide Eden training on
how to inquire and run reports. The Authority will need to contract directly with Eden
if customized reports are necessary.

¢ Processing journal entries (including budget entries) as provided on a monthly basis.
Journal entries must be submitted in prescribed format as defined by City. All back-
up documentation for the journal entries will be the sole responsibility of the
Authority and will be maintained by the Authority. Copies of journal entries
processed by the City will be provided to the Authority on a monthly basis. All
journal entries required for a particular month-end close shall be submitted by the 5"
of the following month to be included in that month-end close. Any journal entry
requests that are incomplete will be returned to the Authority for clarification and
shall include in writing the reason for which it is being returned. The City will not be
responsible for identifying any year-end entries (i.e. accounts payable and receivable
accruals, compensated absences calculation). Any such entries should be included
as a journal entry request from the Authority and any subsequent reversals should
also be requested by the Authority. ‘

As noted above, if any services are requested outside of the scope of the items
mentioned above, including computer VPN access and IT tech support, the Authority will
be billed an additional fee at the hourly rate of $100, City resources permitting. Any
services that require special handling and/or accelerated timetables may result in
additional fees as well. The rate quoted in this document is based on routine handling
of day-to-day accounting activities. Any Accounts Payable special check request
outside of the previously published check run schedule will result in a special check fee
(currently $50 per check). Also, any requests for financial services including payroll and
accounts payable check processing as well as purchasing requests will be provided to
the City with a sufficient lead time to be processed within pre-established schedules
whenever possible. Any special handling will need to be communicated in writing/e-mail
to City staff and may result in additional fees to the Authority.

The fee for ongoing financial services will be $40,000 for the year including the
following: cashiering (which includes the processing of cash receipts as well as the daily
deposits to Bank of America), payroll administration (which includes time entry,
processing, reporting and supervision), accounts payable (which includes invoice entry,
processing, reporting and supervision), purchasing (which includes purchase order
entry, processing and supervision), journal entry and providing standard monthly
financial reports. The ongoing financial processing services fee will be journalized
quarterly, upon approval by the Authority Executive Director, at a rate of $10,000/quarter
to an account requested by the Authority at the beginning of the fiscal year.
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The City will provide up to sixteen (16) hours of direct year-end audit assistance to the
Authority’s outside auditors without additional charge. All reconciliations (other than cash
and payroll related liabilities), monthly reviews and reporting will be the responsibility of
the authority. All year-end workpapers (i.e. fixed assets, compensated absences) are
the responsibility of the Authority. Journal entry requests may be submitted on a
monthly basis directly to the City in a prescribed format.

In the event the Authority needs access to original accounting records (i.e. timesheets,
original invoices, journal entries), then the Authority will notify the designated City
contact and may send an Authority employee to photocopy those records.

Benefit Management

The Human Resources Division of the Administrative Services Department agrees to
provide services to the Authority relative to routine salary and benefit administration, and
occasional advice and guidance on general human resources matters.

Administration and implementation of employee salary and benefit programs will include
the following services:

Benefit summary updates

Maintenance of personnel files as directed by Authority

New employee benefit orientations

Retirement enrolliments, reconciliations, and terminations

PERS health insurance administration

City dental and vision plan administration

Life insurance administration

Long term disability insurance administration

Deferred compensation (401a and 457) enroliments and reconciliation

Unemployment insurance set-up and reconciliation

Workers’ compensation reconciliation only (administration of Workers’

Compensation claims and benefits are handled through the State Fund)

12. PERS Liaison for Retirement and Health contract issues

13.  Employee Exits — Terminations/Resignations/Retirees

14. Personnel transaction processing — including salary range and position set-up
upon initial hire, and implementation of pro-active pay adjustments such as
changes in salary step, promotions, reclassifications and demotions. Retroactive
pay adjustments will be charged separately as described below.

15.  Any change to benefit rates during the fiscal year will be communicated in writing

or e-mail to Authority’s Administrative Services Director.

QAR WN =
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On an occasional and short-term basis, and as determined reasonable by the Human
Resources Manager and Authority’s Executive Director, Authority staff may discuss
personnel matters with City Human Resources staff to obtain assistance and guidance
on issues such as recruitment, hiring, accommodation, performance, discipline, and
other personnel matters.

The Authority agrees to pay the City $7,000 in compensation for the above services for
fiscal year 2005/2006. Per discussions with Authority management, other services
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beyond the scope of this agreement, including the implementation of retro-active pay
adjustments, the development of special reports, and the involvement of Human
Resources staff in extensive research, meetings, or discussions, will be charged
separately at $100 an hour for any such services. These services will be performed only
if specifically authorized in writing/e-mail by the Authority and agreed to by the City.
Upon request, the City will provide the Authority with an estimate of the cost to provide
such additional services.

The annual benefit management fee will be journalized quarterly, upon approval by the
Authority’s Executive Director, at a rate of $1,749/quarter to an account requested by
the Authority at the beginning of the fiscal year. No additional fees will be billed to the
Authority without prior approval.

Expansion of Services
If the Authority expands its function or acquires additional grant or other revenue

sources which necessitate additional service by the City, renegotiation of fees, including
set-up fees, may be necessary.

By: -Q”Qt@{"’“@ By%//évﬂc?

Daryl K. Halls Kenneth R. Campo /
Executive Director Finance Manager
Solano Transportation Authority City of Vacaville

Date:__ € / (305 Date: é//’lf/ﬁf |

Approved as to form:

Charles Lamoree
STA Legal Counsel




Agenda Item VIILF
July 13, 2005

51a

Solano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STABoard

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, SNCI Program Director

RE: Status of Unmet Transit Needs Process for FY 2005-06

Background:
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 4/8 funds are distributed to cities and

counties based upon a population formula and are primarily intended for transit purposes.
However, TDA funds may be used for streets and roads purposes in counties with a
population of less than 500,000, if it is annually determined by the regional transportation
planning agency (RTPA) that all reasonable unmet transit needs have been met.

Solano is the only county in the Bay Area that has local jurisdictions using TDA funds
for streets and roads. Five out of eight jurisdictions currently use TDA funds for streets
and roads (Dixon, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and the County of Solano). This will
be reduced to four in FY 2005-06 when Dixon will not be using TDA for streets and
roads purposes. Annually, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), the state
designated Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) for the Bay Area, holds a
public hearing in the fall to begin the process of determining if there are any transit needs
not being reasonably met in Solano County. Based on comments raised at the hearing
and written comments received, MTC staff then selects pertinent comments for Solano
County’s local jurisdictions to respond to. The STA coordinates with the transit
operators who must prepare responses specific to their operation.

Once STA staff has collected all the responses from the transit operators, a coordinated
response is forwarded to MTC. Evaluating Solano County’s responses, MTC staff
determines whether or not there are any potential comments that need further analysis. If
there are comments that need further analysis, MTC presents them to MTC’s
Programming and Allocations Committee (PAC) to seek their concurrence on those
issues that the STA or the specified transit operator would need to further analyze as part
of the Unmet Transit Needs Plan.

If the transit operators, the STA and Solano County can thoroughly address the issues as
part of the preliminary response letter, MTC staff can move to make the finding that there
are no reasonable transit needs in the county. Making a positive finding of no reasonable
transit needs allows the four agencies who plan to claim TDA for streets and roads
purposes to submit those TDA Article 8 claims for FY 2005-06. All TDA claims for
local streets and roads are held by MTC until this process is completed.
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Discussion:

MTC held its Solano County Unmet Transit Needs hearing for the FY 2005-06 TDA
funding cycle in December 2004. MTC compiled the comments which were transmitted
to the Consortium members and the TAC in January and to the STA Board in February.

In preparing a coordinated response to MTC, STA staff has worked with the appropriate
transit operator in drafting the responses to each of the issues. The coordinated response
should provide MTC with substantive information supporting one of the following for
each issue:

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

2. That an issue will be addressed by changes in service planned to take place
between now through the FY 2005-06; or

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

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

The initial list of issues and draft responses was prepared and reviewed and approved by
the TAC and Consortium in May and the STA Board in June. The STA approved the
responses and they were forwarded to MTC for the review and approval. At that point,
MTC staff noted that there were two additional issues that were raised in the process that
had not been included and needed addressing. Staff has prepared a response to these
1ssues concerning Rt. 20 and Rt. 30. These responses have been initially submitted to
MTC to continue the prompt processing of TDA claims that have been submitted for
streets and roads purposes. The STA Consortium and TAC have approved the revised
response.

Fiscal Impact:
None to the STA budget.

Recommendation:
Approve the revised responses to MTC’s Unmet Transit Needs issues as shown on

Attachment A.

Attachment:
A. Revised Unmet Transit Needs Issues and Responses Table
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ATTACHMENT A
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Agenda Item VIII.G
July 13, 2005

51T a

Solano Cranspottation udhotity

DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Program Director

RE: Cordelia Community Based Transportation Plan

Background:
The Community Based Transportation Planning (CBTP) studies are a result of a regional

effort led by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC). The goal of MTC’s
Community Based Transportation Planning (CBTP) program is to implement the
recommendations of the Lifeline Transportation Network Report included in the 2001
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and MTC’s Environmental Justice report. Those reports
identified transit needs in economically disadvantaged communities throughout the Bay
Area. Three communities in Solano were identified as part of this report: Dixon, Cordelia,
and Vallejo. MTC provided STA with funding for these studies and the STA is the study
lead.

The key component of this study is community involvement. The community’s input is
critical to identify the needs, but also to identify the priorities once the participants
understand the parameters of the transportation system and resources. These CBTP studies
can identify a wide array of potential solutions — not just fixed-route transit. Often the
transportation obstacles identified are significant, but not large in scale. Creative, non-
traditional solutions that fit the scale of the obstacles facing the target population have been
encouraged.

Discussion:

The Dixon CBTP study has been completed. The Dixon study was funded for $30,000.
Consultants assisted with this study. STA, City of Dixon, and MTC staff also were
integrally involved with outreach and administrative support. As with all the other Bay Area
pilot CBTP studies, outreach took more time and was more expensive than originally
anticipated. The entire budget was utilized.

Cordelia is the next area to be studied and the project should be getting underway early in
FY2005-06. Originally, $20,000 was budgeted for this study. In recognition of lessons
learned from Dixon and other pilot studies, MTC has offered to amend the original
agreement and add $10,000 for this study.

Fiscal Impact:
If the proposed funding agreement is approved, the STA will receive an additional $10,000 to
conduct the Cordelia Community Based Transportation Plan.

Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to sign an amendment to the funding agreement between
MTC and the STA for the Cordelia Community Based Transportation Plan.
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Agenda Item VIILH
July 13, 2005

5TTa

DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Program Director

RE: Transit Consolidation Study Letter of Support

Background/Discussion:

In May 2005, the STA Board approved a Scope of Work with evaluation criteria to
proceed with a countywide Transit Consolidation Study. Staff was authorized to release
a Request for Proposals (RFP) in the amount of $75,000.

The Scope of Work included extensive outreach to stakeholders and the public.
Subsequent to the Board action in May, STA staff had discussions with MTC staff about
this Transit Consolidation Study. MTC staff has indicated a willingness to provide
additional funding to ensure the extensive outreach can be accomplished.

The RFP has not been released. Staff recommends that the Board authorize the Chair to
sign a letter of support for additional funding from MTC to support the Transit
Consolidation Study. The RFP would incorporate the additional funding,

Fiscal Impact:

This study has $75,000 of STAF funds that have been allocated for this purpose in FY
2004-05 and FY 2005-06. Any additional funding from MTC would be new funds to the
STA budget.

Recommendations:
Authorize the STA Board Chair to send a letter requesting MTC to provide $60,000 in
matching planning funds for the Solano Transit Consolidation Study.
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Agenda Item VIILI
July 13, 2005

51 a

Solano Transportation Authotity
DATE: July 1, 2005
TO: STA Board
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner
RE: Letter of Support for City of Fairfield Request for Safe Routes to Transit Application
for Union Avenue - Main Street Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossing Improvements

Background:
As part of Regional Measure 2, $20 million was made available for the Safe Routes to Transit

(SR2T) Program dedicated to bicycle and pedestrian capital improvements and planning grants
in and around transit facilities that have transit services with a nexus to any of the Bay Area
state-owned toll bridges. This includes the Al Zampa Bridge (Carquinez) and the
Benicia/Martinez Bridge for Solano County. The SR2T Program is anticipated to be
administered in five funding cycles with $4 million available for each cycle. Each cycle is
anticipated to occur every two years beginning this year.

Applications for the SR2T were made available late April 29, 2005 with a submittal deadline set
for July 29, 2005.

Discussion:

The City of Fairfield has requested a letter of support from the STA for their joint application
with the City of Suisun City and the County of Solano. The joint project is titled "Union
Avenue - Main Street Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossing Improvements" and proposes to improve
pedestrian linkages along Union Avenue in Downtown Fairfield to Main Street in Downtown
Suisun, immediately adjacent to the Amtrak Capitol Corridor Train Station.

Under STA Resolution No. 2005-01, adopted by the STA Board on March 9, 2005, the STA
Executive Director is authorized to provide letters of support for grant applications that meet the
requirements of the grant program. This project meets the program requirements and is also
identified in the Alternative Modes Element of the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan
(CTP). This application also has potential to compete well regionally because of the partnership
created between the three agencies, the project's nexus to bridges via the regional train and
regional express bus service, and the pedestrian linkages to revitalization efforts in two
downtown locations. Therefore, staff is recommending a letter of support will be prepared for
the City of Fairfield to include in their joint grant application.

Staff also would like to offer letters of support to additional Solano SR2T applicants with
projects that are consistent with the SR2T program and the Solano CTP. All requests for letters
of support should be received by the STA before July 20th. Staff is also available to provide
feedback for applications prior to them being formally submitted.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Approve a letter of support for Union Avenue - Main Street Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossing
Improvements for Safe Routes to Transit Applications SR2T funding.

37






Agenda Item VIILJ
July 13, 2005

5Ta

Solano Cransportation >Udhotity

DATE: July 6, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

RE: Geographic Information Systems (GIS) Agreement with the County of
Solano

Background:
In January 2005, STA staff conducted a preliminary Geographic Information Systems

(GIS) Needs Assessment and concluded that the STA and its member agencies would
benefit from having a Spatial Information Database and the ability to make maps in-
house for all manner of plans, studies, projects, and policy reports.

On April 5, 2005, Solano County hosted the first Countywide GIS User’s Group Meeting.
Many departments from the county, several cities, and the STA came to learn more about
how Solano County is currently using GIS and what they plan to do in the future. The
STA plans to have GIS software installed by July 2005 and is interested in sharing data
with Solano County and other agencies.

Discussion:

Solano County requires other agencies to sign a “Geographic Data Sharing License
Agreement” in order to properly share what is often expensive and sensitive data (such as
aerial photos, centerline road data, and crime statistics). Part of the agreement involves
abiding by Solano County’s Geographic Data Sharing Policy, which contains guidelines
for sharing and paying for GIS datasets between agencies.

This agreement is the first step in coordinating the STA’s GIS data with the County’s
Enterprise GIS system. Coordination of GIS data will save money by not duplicating
GIS efforts, such as purchasing aerial photos and sharing data already obtained by an
agency. Access to publicly available data (such as centerline information, parcel maps,
demographics, general basemap information) from both the STA and the County will be
streamlined into manageable formats.

Among the first of the STA’s GIS projects is to produce a spatial information database
that contains information from many of the STA’s plans and projects and coordinate
them with Solano County’s various datasets. STA modeling information, bicycle and
pedestrian plan information, and Caltrans project information is already in a GIS format.
Grant applications for various funds will be enhanced with GIS maps available between
the STA and the County. Solano County’s demographic datasets will aid STA’s Solano
Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) Program produce commuter density maps for their
use in aiding employers start carpools and vanpools for their employees. Many map
updates to the
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STA’s upcoming plans and studies (such as Phase II of the Travel Safety Study and the
SR 12 Implementation Plan and Transit Corridor Study) can be conducted in-house with
the aid of Solano County’s basemap features.

Fiscal Impact:
No initial fee for entering into the agreement with the County of Solano. The cost of data
will be on an item-by-item and project and/or study basis.

Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a Geographic Data Sharing License
Agreement with the County of Solano.

Attachments:
A. Solano County Geographic Data Sharing License Agreement
B. Solano County Geographic Data Sharing Policy
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ATTACHMENT A

SOLANO COUNTY
GEOGRAPHIC DATA SHARING LICENSE AGREEMENT

Solano Transportation Authority

In order to share in the information compiled by County of Solano, the party named above hereby
agrees to the following:

1. Upon payment of the necessary license fees for Geographic Data Sharing, Solano County grants to the
party listed above a nonexclusive, nontransferable License to use the geographic information compiled
by the County. As used in this License Agreement, Customer shall include directors, officers,
employees, and subcontractors.

2. Abide by Solano County’s Geographic Data Sharing Policy, as may be amended from time to
time.

3. Disclaimer of Warranties and Limitation of Liability. SOLANO COUNTY EXPRESSLY
DISCLAIMS AND MAKES NO WARRANTY OR REPRESENTATION TO THE
PARTY LISTED ABOVE, EXPRESS OR IMPLIED, THAT THE INFORMATION
PROVIDED IS OR WILL BE MERCHANTABLE OR FIT FOR ANY
PARTIUCULAR PURPOSE. The above-listed party agrees that in no event shall
Solano County have liability for consequential or direct damages, whether under tort,
contract or strict liability theories, arising out of party’s use of the geographic
information and other data provided by the County.

CERTIFICATION

L, the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized legally to bind the party designated above regarding the conditions of use of this
License Agreement. 1am fully aware that this Agreement, executed on the date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws
of the State of California.

Authorized Data Sharing Member Data Sharing Member’s Point of Contact

Signature Date Signature Date
Printed Name Printed Name

Title Title

Agency E-Mail

Last Revised: 04-06-2005
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ATTACHMENT B
SOLANO COUNTY
GEOGRAPHIC DATA SHARING POLICY

41.0 Purpose

Solano County has developed and maintains a countywide Geographic Information System (GIS) for the
purpose of providing a method for manipulating and displaying geographic data compiled from various
public records and other data sources in a user-convenient manner.

This policy addresses how digital, geographic data formatted for use in GIS may be shared among
government units such as cities, counties, and/or other public agencies. The County recognizes the
importance of sharing digital information for the advancement of public programs. Furthermore, this policy
seeks to greatly reduce or waive fees (see Exhibit A) for sharing and distributing digital, GIS data already
created, as described in this Geographic Data Sharing Policy.

2.0 Eligible Data Sharing Members

Any city, county and/or public agency may participate in the Geographic Data Sharing Policy by
submitting a request to the Solano County GIS Contact, listed in section 3.4. At this time the GIS
Commiittee will review the request and has the right to decline any requests to participate.

All Eligible Data Sharing Members will be referred to as Data Sharing Members for reference purposes in
this policy.

3.0 Provisions of the Policy

In order to be a Data Sharing Member, local units of government and/or agencies must sign and agree to
all terms of this policy. Due to the interest in using existing data and developing new layers of data,
members can be both Data Owners and Data Users.

3.1 Data Owners

Data Owners are local units of government and/or agencies, who develop new layers of digital data,
for example tax parcel maps, wells, or road networks for use in their GIS programs. Ownership of the
data will be retained by the entity that developed the data. The Data Owner is the party who creates
and authorizes the distribution of the data. The data that has been authorized by the Data Owner for
distribution will be known as Published Data. Please note, not all GIS data is Published Data.

3.2 Data Users :
Data Users are local units of government and/or agencies that are Data Sharing Members, who will

have access to digital data that the Data Owner has authorized for distribution. Data Users will follow
the Usage Restrictions as stated in this policy in section 3.8.

3.3 Published Data

Published Data is any digital data created, maintained, and/or rightfully controlled by Solano County
that is available to be shared through this policy. Available data sets will include metadata that
contains the name of the Data Owner, the name of the dataset (with a brief description), its most
recent amendment date, the Solano County Contact for sharing data, and any other pertinent
information. The Published Data will be in a GeoDatabase or Shapefile format. Other formats must be
approved by the GIS Committee and a fee may be charged for this service. (See Exhibit A)

3.4 Contact Information
There will be a single contact designated by each party to handle the exchange of GIS data and

communications. The Solano County Contact is:

Susan Harms

Systems & Programming Manager
675 Texas Street, Suite 3700
Fairfield, CA 94533-6339

(707) 784-2577
sharms@solanocounty.com
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SOLANO COUNTY
GEOGRAPHIC DATA SHARING POLICY

3.5 Access and Data Transfer
3.5.1 Non-Solano County Employees
Data Sharing Members will have access and the use of Published Data developed by Solano
County. A Data Sharing Member requesting data from Solano County must agree to and sign
this Geographic Data Sharing Policy. Arrangements for transferring data, such as data format
and media, along with possible costs (See Exhibit A) associated with the data transfer will be
worked out with each member.

Solano County will provide access to the Published Data, metadata, and/or any pertinent data via
the Solano County internet site. Information and access to this site will be e-mailed to the Data
Sharing Member’s point of contact, see section 3.4. No fee shall be charged to any Data Sharing
Member using the Solano County GIS website. Solano County reserves the right to shut down
any or all portions of such website or access thereto, to any Data Sharing Member, where the
County deems such action necessary to maintain, upgrade, or otherwise protect the integrity of
the website and/or the Solano County computer systems generally. Any issues or questions with
this website or GIS data should be forwarded to the Solano County Contact.

Data Sharing Members desiring information or data from other Data Sharing Members shall
contact said parties for their approval.

3.5.2 Solano County Employees

Solano County Data Sharing Members will have access to the Published Data, metadata, and/or
any pertinent data via the Network Attached Storage (NAS). Access to the NAS will be provided
to the Data Sharing Member's point of contact and other key employees. No fee shall be charged
to any Solano County Data Sharing Member using the NAS. Any issues or questions with any of
the GIS data should be forwarded to the Solano County Contact.

3.6 Ownership
The ownership of the shared data will be retained by the agency/department that created the data

and the use of the data will be subject to the Usage Restrictions section.

3.7 Disclaimer of Liability and Warranties

A Data Sharing Member understands and agrees that it is possible that errors and omissions will
occur in data input or programming done by the County or for the County to provide the GIS layers
andlor other data in the form desired. The Data Sharing Member further understands and agrees that
it is probable that errors and omissions will occur in record keeping processes, especially when large
numbers of records are developed and maintained, and that data may not meet the Data Sharing
Member’s standards as to accuracy or completeness. Notwithstanding; the Data Sharing Member
agrees to take the data “as is”, fully expecting that there may be errors and omissions associated with

the data.

A Data Sharing Member further understands and agrees that the County makes absolutely no
warranty whatsoever, whether expressed or implied, as to the accuracy, thoroughness, value, quality,
validity, merchantability, suitability, condition or fitness for a particular purpose of the data or any
programming used to obtain the data, nor as to whether the data is error-free, up-to-date, complete or
based upon accurate or meaningful facts.

A Data Sharing Member agrees that the County shall not be liable to the Data Sharing Member for
any liability, claim, loss, damage, injury or expense of any kind caused or alleged to be caused,
directly or indirectly, by the inadequacy of data obtained from the County, by any deficiency of County
or Data Sharing Member systems, by any delay or failure to provide any service, or by any other
interruption, disruption or loss of Data Sharing Member operations.

If a Data Sharing Member discovers errors in the shared digital data, Solano County Contact will be
notified of the error, and if necessary, a map depicting the error will be transmitted.

3.8 Usage Restrictions

The Data Owner will retain all ownership of the digital data it has generated. When a Data Sharing
Member creates a data set that is derived from or based upon the shared data, but is itself
substantially and inductively different, the Data Sharing Member may become the sole owner of that
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SOLANO COUNTY
GEOGRAPHIC DATA SHARING POLICY

new data set after consultation and agreement with the Data Owner. It would be advisable to initiate
this consuitation and agreement prior to commencing the data set work activity.

Data Sharing Members may only use shared data to promote clearly definable, publicly
supported objectives and functions. These objectives and functions include public planning
purposes, implementation and interpretation of scientific research and tabular information, the
generation of new data sets, and the creation of hard copy maps, charts, and reports, providing that
source citations and credits are listed on all products derived from shared data use.

Data Sharing Members are not authorized to market, remarket, transfer, distribute, reproduce,
loan, sell, license, or otherwise make available, whether for compensation or otherwise, any
coverages, spatial data, or documentation to any person, individual, company, association, firm,
corporation, or public or private entity regardless of the nature of the organization, without the prior
written consent of the Data Owner. The Data Sharing Member should request, in writing, to have the
Data Owner distribute digital data to another entity that is not part of this Data Sharing Policy. This
would include but is not limited to the Data Sharing Member's consultants, universities, state
agencies, and federal agencies. Further, the Data Owner may charge the cost of reproduction and

distribution of the digital data.

A Data Sharing Member may not use shared data in any way that misrepresents the integrity, quality,
or accuracy of the shared data, as stated by the Data Owner in the accompanying data set

documentation.

The Data user shall acknowledge Solano County as a source when Solano County data are used in
the preparation of reports, papers, publications, maps, and other products, regardless of physical

form.

A Data Sharing Member is required to protect the shared data from unauthorized use by
employees or associates of the Data Sharing Member, or by others not associated with this
policy. Therefore, no employees or associates of the Data Sharing Member may use shared
data for personal or private gain.

3.81 Data Sensitivity Levels
The Data Owner will provide the Sensitivity Level for their data. Data users will be expected to

comply with the Usage Restrictions for all data and any additional restrictions as specified by the

Sensitivity Level. The Sensitivity Levels are as follows:

1. Low — Published Data that is available to all Data Sharing Members and may be viewed by
the public.

2. Medium — May be viewed/shared with other Data Sharing Members that are government
agencies and all Solano County employees.

3. Medium High — All Solano County Data Sharing Members and other key Data Sharing
Members that have been approved by the Solano County Data Owner may view or use this
data.

4. High — Only key Solano County employees, GIS staff, and key Data Sharing Members may
share, use, and/or view this data. This data is considered highly sensitive and may only be
viewed by Data Sharing Members that have been approved by the Solano County Data

Owner.

4.0 Term of the Policy
The policy will become effective between Solano County and the Eligible Data Sharing Member once

signed by both parties and remains in force until either party wishes to withdraw.

5.0 Termination of Membership

This policy unless terminated remains in force until canceled by either the County or the Eligible Data
Sharing Member. Notice of cancellation shall be in writing and shall take effect immediately upon receipt
of such notice. Additionally, digital data not owned by the terminated member will be returned to the
department/agency (Data Owner) that has ownership of the data. Conversely, participating members will
return all data owned by the terminating member upon notification of termination.
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EXHIBIT A

SOLANO COUNTY
GEOGRAPHIC DATA SHARING POLICY

1.0 General
The fees set forth in Exhibit A of the Solano County Geographic Data Sharing Policy shall be
"paid to the Solano County Department of Information Technology prior to any County
department performing the services or providing the copies requested.
2.0 Solano County GIS Fees
The following fees are hereby established for the dissemination of data from the Solano County
Geographic Information System (GIS):
a) Reproduction of Existing Data Deliverables, in the current GIS format: $15.00 per
CD-ROM or DVD. Data delivered online, such as by e-mail or FTP, will be provided
free of charge.

b) Minimum hourly fee for any changes in the deliverable GIS format: $100.00 per hour.
c) Fee for Hardcopy Plots of any GIS Data: $20.00 per plot.

d) Shipping Fee: Actual cost of shipping via U.S. first class mail, including actual cost
of protective packaging.

2.1 Waiver of Fees.

a) The County Information Officer (CIO) may grant any person a waiver of any of the
fees described in Section 2.0 when he determines, in his sole discretion, that
creation and/or dissemination of the requested GIS information in the manner
requested is necessary for improvement and maintenance of the Solano County GIS
including, but not limited to, when the requesting party is concurrently providing data
or other information or applications to the County which will add value to the Solano

County GIS.

b) The Data Owner may grant any person a waiver of any of the fees described by
Section 2.0 if the Data Owner determines, in her/his sole discretion, that creation
and/or dissemination of the requested GIS information in the manner requested is in
the public’s best interests.

2.2 Website Access Solano County GIS.
No fee shall be charged to any person using the Solano County GIS website. Any issues or
questions with this website or GIS data should be forwarded to the Solano County contact.
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DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, SNCI Program Director

RE: Solano Paratransit Funding Agreement and Vehicle Wraps

Background:
Fairfield-Suisun Transit (FST) operates Solano Paratransit on behalf of the Solano

Transportation Authority (STA). Solano Paratransit is funded by Transportation
Development Act (TDA) funds from Fairfield/Suisun City, Vacaville, Dixon, Rio Vista
and the County of Solano. Over the years, the STA has secured a variety of other funds
for this service including 5310 grants for new buses and Regional Paratransit State
Transit Assistance Funds. An updated multi-year funding agreement has been under
development for the funding distribution from FY 2005-06 and beyond.

Solano Paratransit operates Monday-Saturday providing intercity Paratransit service
between the cities of Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, and the
unincorporated areas in the central and eastern portion of Solano County.

Discussion:

Agreement
The proposed Solano Paratransit agreement between the STA and Fairfield-Suisun

Transit (FST) covers the timeframe from FY 2005-06 through FY 2007-08 with an option
to extend the contract for 2 additional years. The agreement provides guidance on the
roles and responsibilities of the two agencies. In brief, FST operates the service in
concert with its local Paratransit service (DART) and subsidized taxi program. The STA
provides general oversight and coordinates funding for the service. STA staff has been
authorized by the STA Board to proceed with a study to assess the Solano Paratransit
service.

Logo
The funding distribution for Solano Paratransit for FY 2005-06 has been approved as part

of the approval of the TDA matrix. Although there are estimates in the agreement for the
years beyond FY 2005-06, these figures need to be confirmed and approved (see
Attachment A) at a future Board meeting. The agreed upon formula for the cost
distribution among the local jurisdictions is currently in the process of being recalculated.
The methodology includes population, number of trips by jurisdiction and length of trips
as factors. The STA and FST will work together on these cost projections and bring a
recommendation back to the Consortium and TAC and to the Board in September.
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The demand for paratransit service continues to increase. To improve the image and
identity of this very important service, the STA has developed a logo for Solano
Paratransit. This logo is proposed to be used to wrap the Solano Paratransit vehicles
which are currently white with black block lettering. In addition, a new brochure for
Solano Paratransit would incorporate the new logo and be designed to be consistent with
other STA products. The wrap and brochure would include mention of the local
jurisdictions that contribute funding for this service. See Attachment B for a sample of
the design of the logo, bus wrap and brochure cover.

Recommendations:
Approve the following:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to execute the Solano Paratransit service and
funding agreement between STA and the City of Fairfield.
2. The proposed Solano Paratransit logo, bus wrap, and brochure design.

Attachments:
A. Draft Solano Paratransit Funding Agreement
B. Proposed Solano Paratransit logo, bus wrap, and brochure cover
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ATTACHMENT A

AGREEMENT BETWEEN SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
AND THE CITY OF FAIRFIELD
CONCERNING OPERATION OF PARATRANSIT SERVICES
IN NORTHERN SOLANO COUNTY AND THE PROVISION OF PARATRANSIT
BUSES AND OTHER EQUIPMENT

THIS AGREEMENT ("Agreement") is made this  day of , 2005 by and between
the Solano Transportation Authority (hereinafter "STA"), a joint powers entity consisting
of the County of Solano and the Cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City,
Vacaville, and Vallejo (hereinafter collectively referred to as "Member Jurisdictions") and
the City of Fairfield, a municipal corporation (hereinafter "FAIRFIELD").

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, STA is authorized by Public Utilities Code § 180152 to enter into
agreements to provide public transport services and STA desires to exercise that authority;
and

WHEREAS, STA, Solano County and certain cities in Solano County have previously
commenced and have agreed to continue Paratransit services in the northern areas of
Solano County and connecting to the southern areas of Solano County (which is primarily
served pursuant to a Paratransit agreement between Vallejo and Benicia), hereinafter
referred to as “SERVICE” and

WHEREAS, FAIRFIELD provides Paratransit services for the Cities of Fairfield and
Suisun City; and

WHEREAS, FAIRFIELD has the management and technical .personnel, capital, expertise,
and other assets needed to provide said SERVICE throughout northern areas of Solano
County, and

WHEREAS, STA owns certain buses and other equipment and, further, has the authority
to own other paratransit buses through Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310
funding.

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing recitals and covenants and
agreements of each of the parties herein set forth, the parties do agree as follows:

1. Purpose; Scope of Work: STA hereby contracts with FAIRFIELD for FAIRFIELD to
provide any and all labor, equipment, tools, fuel, material, management, and operations
services related to and necessary for implementation and operation of said SERVICE upon
the terms and conditions hereinafter set forth. FAIRFIELD shall provide the SERVICE
pursuant to the provisions set forth in the following exhibits:

Exhibit A: Scope of Services

Exhibit B: General summary of “Solano Paratransit Intercity Door-to-Door

Transportation for Persons with Disabilities”
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Exhibit C: Estimated Funding Shares for Solano Paratransit

2. Term: Subject to the provisions of Paragraph 17, the term of the Agreement shall be an
initial period of three (3) years from July 1, 2005 to June 30, 2008, notwithstanding the
date of execution of this Agreement. In addition, the executive administration of the
Parties may agree to an extension of two (2) additional years (2008/2009 and 2009/20010).

3. Funding: Pursuant to the schedule set forth in Exhibit C, FAIRFIELD shall claim TDA
funds on behalf of the parties for the SERVICE provided by FAIRFIELD as set forth
herein. FAIRFIELD shall claim TDA funds for the SERVICE on behalf of the Parties as
set forth in Exhibit C and as authorized by STA. FAIRFIELD shall file the TDA claim
pursuant to Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) requirements and shall
receive allocations and disbursements from MTC.

The funding schedule (Exhibit C) shall be revised annually to update the cost of the service
and to reflect estimated fares and other subsidies received. The amount not covered by
fares and other subsidies (i.e., the remaining subsidy needed) shall be shared by the
funding partners based on the formula agreed upon by the funding partners. The formula
factors include population, number of trips and average trip length. The multi-year
agreement between STA and the City of Fairfield and the MOU for the funding partners
should reflect the basic parameters described above. An estimate of the costs and revenues
for each of the next three years is shown in Exhibit C.

4. Fare Structure: FAIRFIELD shall implement the fare structure for SERVICE as set
forth in Exhibit B, except as that fare structure may be modified by FAIRFIELD to help
meet operating expenses. Major fare change proposals shall be presented to the STA in
adequate time for comment prior to presentation to Fairfield City Council. The
FAIRFIELD Transit Manager shall provide not less than seventy-two (72) hours written
notice to STA of the FAIRFIELD City Council meeting(s) at which modification of the
fare structure is to be considered. Provided the required notice of the Council Meeting is
given to STA, any modification by FAIRFIELD of the fare structure shall be valid upon
the provision of at least thirty (30) days written notice to STA.

5. Operating Revenue: Operating revenues shall only include that proportionate share of
the sales of tickets, passes and cash fare revenue directly attributable to SERVICE.

6. Budget: The annual expenditures shall be consistent with those set forth in the annual
budget as outlined in Exhibit C.

In the event that FAIRFIELD determines, as of April 1 of a particular fiscal year, that
eighty percent (80%) of the maximum annual amount budgeted for that fiscal year has be
utilized, then the STA Executive Director and the FAIRFIELD Transit Manager shall meet
to develop a joint recommendation on what is to happen if the maximum annual limit is
reached prior to the end of that fiscal year. That joint recommendation shall be presented to
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the STA Board and the FAIRFIELD City Council at the next available meeting of each of
those entities which shall occur no later than May 15. If agreement is not reached by both
entities on how to proceed once the maximum amount budgeted is reached, then this
Agreement and service pursuant thereto shall terminate as of the date the maximum annual
limit is reached and FAIRFIELD shall receive the total amount of the maximum annual
funding as set forth in this Agreement for that fiscal year

7. Reporting: To the extent possible under the circumstances and upon the written request
of STA, FAIRFIELD shall collect data for periodic analysis by STA and FAIRFIELD.
These data shall fall into at least one of three major categories: financial, operating, and
user information. Such a request shall not be made by STA more than once every three
months unless a shorter time frame is agreed to in writing by the STA Executive Director
and FAIRFIELD’STransit Manager. In addition, STA may request in writing that
FAIRFIELD provide digests of information, whether operating, maintenance, and/or user
information. To the extent possible under the circumstances, FAIRFIELD shall provide
such digests without cost to STA so long as STA does not make a request for such digests
more than once annually.

All reports required under this Agreement shall be presented in a format agreed to by the
STA Executive Director and FAIRFIELD’S appointed representative. All such reports
shall be submitted to STA in the time frames specified by and in a manner acceptable to
the STA.

8. Provision of Buses: STA shall provide vehicles for the provisions of the services
hereunder. FAIRFIELD will purchase the vehicles after review and approval by STA of
the purchase terms and conditions and STA shall fund said purchases

9. Authority of STA:

a. STA, following consultation with FAIRFIELD’S authorized representative, shall
decide all questions which may arise as to the quality or acceptability of work performed
and as to the manner of performance of the work performed and all questions as to the
acceptable fulfillment of this Agreement on the part of FAIRFIELD.

b. STA shall not interfere with the management of FAIRFIELD's normal internal
business affairs and shall not have any authority or right to discipline or terminate any
person(s) providing services pursuant to this Agreement on behalf of FAIRFIELD. STA
may advise FAIRFIELD of any such person's inadequate performance which has a
negative effect on the service being provided, and FAIRFIELD shall take such action as
FAIRFIELD or its service provider believes is appropriate to remedy the situation.

10. Management: During the term of this Agreement, FAIRFIELD shall provide
sufficient executive and administrative personnel as FAIRFIELD determines necessary to
perform the duties and obligations required of FAIRFIELD under the terms of this
Agreement.
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11. Communications:
a. All notices hereunder and communications with respect to this Agreement shall
be effective upon the mailing thereof by personal delivery or prepaid first class
mail addressed as follows: '

To STA: To FAIRFIELD:

Daryl K. Halls George Fink

Executive Director Transit Manager

Solano Transportation Authority City of Fairfield

One Harbor Center, Suite 130 1000 Webster Street

Suisun City, CA 94585 Fairfield, CA 94533

b. In lieu of written notice to the above addresses, any party may provide notices and

communications through the use of facsimile machines provided confirmation of delivery
is obtained at the time of transmission of the notices and provided the following facsimile
telephone numbers are used:

To STA: (707) 424-6074 To FAIRFIELD:  (707) 426-3298

c. Any party may change the address or facsimile number to which such notices and
communications are to be given by providing the other parties with written notice of such
change at least fifteen (15) calendar days prior to the effective date of the change.

d. All notices and communications shall be effective upon receipt and shall be deemed
received through delivery if personally served or served using facsimile machines, or on
the fifth (5th) day following deposit in the mail if sent by first class mail.

12. Force Majeure: FAIRFIELD shall not be held responsible for/losses, delays, failure
to perform, or excess costs caused by unforeseeable events beyond the control of
FAIRFIELD. Such events may include, but are not restricted to, the following: Acts of
God, fire, epidemics, earthquake, flood, or other natural disaster; riots, strike, war and
unavailability of fuel.

If the performance of this Agreement, or of any obligations hereunder, is prevented,
restricted or interfered with by reason of natural disaster, war, civil disturbance, labor
dispute or other cause beyond FAIRFIELD'S reasonable control, FAIRFIELD, upon giving
prompt notice to STA, shall be excused from such performance on a day-for-day basis to
the extent of such prevention, restriction, or interference and STA shall likewise be
excused from performance of its obligations on a day-for-day basis where performance is
so prevented, restricted or interfered with; provided that STA and FAIRFIELD shall each
use its best efforts to avoid or remove such causes of nonperformance and both parties
shall proceed to perform with dispatch whenever such causes are removed or cease. In the
event of a delaying condition having more than 90 days duration, the non-delaying party or
parties may terminate this Agreement.

13. Audit:
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a. FAIRFIELD shall permit the authorized representatives of STA, Solano County,
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission and funding partners such as, but not
necessarily including, the Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District, the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District, the State of California, the U.S. Department of
Transportation, and/or the Comptroller General of the United States to inspect all data and
records of FAIRFIELD relating to performance under this Agreement.

b. FAIRFIELD agrees to accept responsibility for receiving and replying to and/or
complying with the audit exceptions by appropriate STA, Solano County, State of
California, or federal audit agencies occurring as a result of its performance of this
Agreement so long as such audit exceptions directly relate to FAIRFIELD'S provision of
SERVICE. It is understood and agreed that should FAIRFIELD not perform the
SERVICE in the manner required by this Agreement, then, in addition to all other
remedies, penalties and damages provided by law, STA may direct that a proportionate
share of claimed TDA funds be returned to MTC for the items of service not provided.

14. Conflict of Transportation Interests: FAIRFIELD shall be allowed to enter into
agreements to provide transportation to other organizations or persons; however,
FAIRFIELD shall not divert any fare revenues from STA's service to any other
transportation operation of FAIRFIELD. Also, STA understands and agrees that
FAIRFIELD does not control the origins and destinations of its passengers and
FAIRFIELD, in many cases, may carry passengers on both its SERVICE routes and
non-SERVICE routes. The purpose of this Paragraph is directed solely to preclude the
diversion of fare revenues.

15. Subcontract and Assignment: This Agreement binds the officers, directors,
officials, employees, agents, heirs, successors, assigns, and representatives respectively of
STA and FAIRFIELD. FAIRFIELD shall not assign this Agreement or monies due or to
become due, without the prior written consent of STA. FAIRFIELD may subcontract the
services hereunder so long as the subcontracting operator satisfactorily provides the
services as defined herein. STA reserves the right to assign its responsibilities under this
Agreement to a successor governmental entity for the provision of the transportation
services herein addressed. Such assignment shall constitute a complete novation between
STA and FAIRFIELD of this agreement and receipt by FAIRFIELD of TDA funds
claimed shall constitute a complete accord and satisfaction as between STA and
FAIRFIELD.

16. Non-Waiver of Breach: STA and FAIRFIELD agree that any waiver of any breach
or violation of any term or condition of this Agreement, or failure to enforce any term or
condition of this Agreement, shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any other term or
condition contained herein.

17. Status of FAIRFIELD: FAIRFIELD shall be an operator of paratransit services and
neither FAIRFIELD, nor any of its employees, agents or volunteers shall be employees of
STA for any purpose related to this Agreement.
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- 18. Indemnity and Hold Harmless: FAIRFIELD shall indemnify, defend and hold
harmless the STA, its member jurisdictions, its officers, employees, agents, and volunteers
from and against any and all claims, demands, actions, causes of action losses, defense
costs, expenses (including attorneys fees) or liability of any kind or nature, (hereinafter
“damages”) for personal injury or property damage arising out of or, as a result of litigation
or administrative proceeding(s), alleged to arise out of or relate to any active or passive
negligent act, error or omission of FAIRFIELD, its officers, agents, employees or
volunteers, in performing the services, responsibilities or duties required of FAIRFIELD
by this Agreement except to the extent such “damages” are caused by the sole negligence
or willful misconduct of STA.

STA shall defend, indemnify and hold harmless FAIRFIELD and its officers, agents and
employees from any claim, loss or liability including without limitation, those for personal
injury (including death) or damage to property, arising out of or connected with any aspect
of the performance by STA or its officers, agents, employees, contractors or subcontractors
of activites required under this Agreement, except to the extent such “damages” are caused
by the sole negligence of willfull misconduct of FAIRFIELD.

19. Notice of Deficiencies: STA's Executive Director may, but is not required to, issue a
Notice of Deficiencies to FAIRFIELD, specifying areas of unsatisfactory performance, and
specifying what improvements are necessary to correct the deficiency or deficiencies. Such
notice shall specify the provision(s) of the Agreement or its Exhibits which address the
issue. If FAIRFIELD authorized representative agrees with the content of a Notice of
Deficiency, then FAIRFIELD shall correct the deficiency within reasonable time limits
specified by STA and agreed to by FAIRFIELD. If FAIRFIELD does not agree with the
content of a Notice of Deficiency, then the STA Executive Director and FAIRFIELD’S
authorized representative shall meet in an attempt to resolve their differences. If no
resolution is reached, then the STA Board and FAIRFIELD City Council shall hold a joint
meeting in an attempt to resolve the differences. If no resolution is reached by the
respective Boards, then this Agreement shall be terminated effective sixty (60) calendar
days following the date of the joint meeting of the two entities unless a different effective
date of termination is agreed to by the STA Board and the FAIRFIELD City Council.

20. Termination:

a. Either party may terminate the Agreement, without cause, upon a hundred
eighty (180) calendar days written notice to the other party. In the event the Agreement is
terminated, all data, reports and documents of every kind and nature, prepared for or
related to the SERVICE shall be made available to STA without additional cost.

b. STA may immediately terminate this Agreement at any time whenever it
determines that the SERVICE is being performed in a manner which jeopardizes the health
and safety of the public provided that STA gives at least eight (8) business days notice of
the claim which serves as the basis for that determination and provides FAIRFIELD an
opportunity to be heard on this issue at the public hearing prior to any such determination
that results in immediate termination of this Agreement.
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21. Governing Law: This Agreement shall be construed and enforced pursuant to the
laws of the State of California. Venue shall be in the County of Solano, or where
appropriate in the Federal District Court for the Eastern District, located in Sacramento,
CA.

22. Transition to Future Contractor: For a minimum of forty-five (45) days following
the effective date of the termination or expiration of this Agreement, FAIRFIELD shall
provide to both STA and to any future contractor selected by the STA or anyone acting on
behalf of STA, FAIRFIELD's full cooperation in the transition to the successor to
FAIRFIELD. This shall include, as a minimum, but shall not be limited to, preserving,
maintaining and providing any and all data, records and documents of every kind and
nature, related to SERVICE, consultation regarding labor and management issues
(including a delineation of wage and benefits by employee category), and access to
non-confidential personnel and maintenance files.

FAIRFIELD shall provide its best professional effort to assure a smooth transition from
FAIRFIELD'S services to any new provider's services, and shall cooperate fully with the
STA and the new provider to this end.

23. Permits to Operate; Obligation to Meet Federal ADA Regulations; Audit of
Paratransit Services:

a. At its sole cost and expense, FAIRFIELD shall obtain any and all permits,
licenses, certifications, or entitlements to operate as are now or hereafter
required by the State of California or any federal agency to enable FAIRFIELD
to perform SERVICE, and shall provide copies of all such entitlements to
STAupon request . STA and FAIRFIELD shall cooperate in the processes
necessary for obtaining any and all permits, licenses, certifications or
entitlements required by any local agency for the provision of SERVICE.

b. FAIRFIELD understands and agrees that provision of paratransit services are
governed by federal and state regulations which satisfy the provisions of the
Americans with Disabilities Act and similar state laws. FAIRFIELD shall meet
all requirements of both federal and state law for the provision of paratransit
services.

c. STA may, at its own expense, audit FAIRFIELD’S provision of paratransit
services to insure compliance with state and federal regulations for said
paratransit services. If such an audit finds deficiencies in meeting such laws,
FAIRFIELD will take those steps reasonably necessary to bring the SERVICE
into compliance with those applicable state and federal regulations for the
provision of paratransit services.

24. Equal Employment Opportunity: In connection with the execution of this
Agreement and to the extent permitted by applicable laws, FAIRFIELD shall not
discriminate against any employee or applicant for employment because of race, religion,
color, sex, age, ancestry, marital status, medical condition, physical or mental handicap,
sexual orientation, or national origin. To the extent permitted by applicable laws,
FAIRFIELD shall take affirmative action to insure that applicants are employed, and that
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employees are treated during their employment without regard to their race, religion, color,
sex, age, ancestry, marital status, medical condition, physical or mental handicap, sexual
orientation or national origin. To the extent permitted by applicable laws, such actions
shall include, but not be limited to the following: employment, upgrading, demotion,
transfer, recruitment advertising, layoff, termination, rates of pay, other forms of
compensation, and/or selection for training, including apprenticeship.

25. Severability: If any provision or any part of any provision of this Agreement is, for
any reason, held to be invalid, unenforceable or contrary to any public policy, law, statute,
regulation or ordinance, the remainder of this Agreement shall not be affected thereby and
shall remain valid and fully enforceable.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Agreement the day and year first
above written.

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY  CITY OF FAIRFIELD

By: By:

DARYL K. HALLS KEVIN O’ROURKE

Executive Director City Manager
APPROVED AS TO FORM: By:

City Attorney

CHARLES LAMOREE
STA LEGAL COUNSEL
Paratransit Funding Agreement 8
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EXHIBIT A
Fairfield/Suisun Transit (FST) — Solano Paratransit

SCOPE OF SERVICES

I OPERATIONS (General)

The CITY OF FAIRFIELD shall provide turnkey paratransit services in
compliance with the requirements outlined in this Scope of Services, and the
service description and fare structure provided in Exhibit B and Exhibit C to
the contract.

II. COMPLIANCE WITH FEDERAL AND STATE LAWS PERTAINING
TO ASSISTING AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES

FAIRFIELD understands and agrees that provision of paratransit services are
governed by federal and state regulations which satisfy the provisions of the
Americans with Disabilities Act and similar state laws. FAIRFIELD shall
meet all requirements of both federal and state law for the provision of
paratransit services.

STA may, at its own expense, audit FAIRFIELD’S provision of paratransit
services to insure compliance with state and federal regulations for said
paratransit services. If such an audit finds deficiencies in meeting such laws,
FAIRFIELD will take those steps reasonably necessary to bring the SERVICE
into compliance with those applicable state and federal regulations for the
provision of paratransit services.

III. PERSONNEL (General)

FAIRFIELD shall provide all management, supervision, drivers, dispatch,
mechanics, maintenance clerk, vehicle garage workers, cleaners, service
workers, telephone information operators, and such other personnel necessary
to responsibly operate Solano Paratransit.

IV.  HOURS AND DAYS OF OPERATION, SERVICE AREA, AND
CHANGES IN SERVICE

FAIRFIELD shall provide service in compliance with the federal and state
requirements under the Americans with Disabilities Act and, thereby,
providing service in a safe, professional, and courteous manner. Any
additional services or changes in service, and any changes to the hours of
operation or area served shall be presented to the STA Executive Director for
review and approval prior to implementation.
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V. ELIGIBILITY DETERMINATION

FAIRFIELD shall determine eligibility for Solano Paratransit services in
compliance with the federal and state requirements under the Americans with
Disabilities Act. Eligibility for Solano Paratransit services is based on a
person’s ability to use fixed route transit service. Residents of Dixon,
Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and unincorporated areas of the
county may apply for eligibility to use Solano Paratransit services. Any
changes to the application process shall be presented to the STA Executive
Director for review and approval prior to implementation.

V1. ITEMS PROVIDED BY SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

STA shall provide FAIRFIELD 8 (eight) paratransit coaches equipped with
two-way radios, fareboxes, and wheel chair lifts for use in Solano Paratransit
service.

The paratransit coaches made available from STA to FAIRFIELD shall be
classified as inventory and shall be used for Solano Paratransit service.
FAIRFIELD shall account to the STA for the location and status of all STA
provided coaches at any time upon request. Upon completion or termination
of the Agreement, FAIRFIELD shall return the paratransit coaches to the STA
with no deferred maintenance, damage, graffiti and ready for use in regular
revenue service less reasonable wear and tear.

VII. ITEMS PROVIDED BY FAIRFIELD

FAIRFIELD shall provide all necessary personnel, facilities and equipment
necessary for dispatch, maintenance, administration, recordkeeping, and
reports required to operate the service.

VIII. FAIRFIELD MAINTENANCE OF VEHICLES AND EQUIPMENT

a. FAIRFIELD shall perform all preventive maintenance and keep the
vehicles and equipment in good and safe operating condition.

IX. REPORTS; RECORDS; INSPECTIONS BY STA

a. FAIRFIELD shall collect data required for TDA, State Controllers
Reports, reports necessary for the National Transit Database and all other
data required by funding and regulatory agencies.
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b. Operating Reports: FAIRFIELD shall collect and submit by the fifth day
of the following month to the STA operating data. The format of
FAIRFIELD’S reports shall be subject to approval from STA. Such data
shall include, but not be limited to, the following:

i. Reports submitted on a Monthly basis:

1.

2.

PN

10.

11.

c. Other Reports:

Total monthly and daily ridership by jurisdiction of
residence

Total monthly vehicle hours and mileage by vehicle and
separating paratransit from other specialized services such
as DART.

Total monthly ridership by use of lift, aide, or elderly
passenger

Total monthly and daily passenger revenue by fare type and
separating paratransit from other specialized services such
as DART.

Percentage of monthly trips picked up on time

Total monthly no-shows

Total monthly denials (ADA and non-ADA related)
Accidents (separated by collision/non-collision and
preventable/non-preventable)

A summary of operational problems, if any, including a
critique and evaluation of the system and the service, trends
on vehicle reliability and maintenance costs, and
recommended corrective action(s) where appropriate
Reports of actual expenditures showing comparisons with
adopted budgets for the services

Names of riders who are residents from the unincorporated
areas of the County

1. Accident Reports — Submitted to STA within one (1) business day

for injury accidents, within three (3) business days for not-injury
accidents. Telephone notification on all injury accidents shall be
provided to STA and adjuster immediately.

ii. CHP Safety Compliance Reports — Submitted to STA within Two

(2) business days after CHP submits said report(s) to FAIRFIELD.
1ii. FTA NTD Reports — To be completed in compliance with STA

requirements, including results of passenger mile/hour surveys
performed by FAIRFIELD, to be submitted to STA before
deadlines established by FTA.

1.

The methodology for NTD reports shall be acceptable to
FTA.

d. State/Federal Reporting
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e. Data

1.

FAIRFIELD shall prepare, submit, keep on file, and make available
to STA all reports required by State and Federal authorities, to
include as necessary those required by the California Transportation
Development Act of 1971 and FTA.

FAIRFIELD agrees that all information required to be furnished by
this agreement shall be free from proprietary restrictions.
FAIRFIELD further agrees that all such data is public and in the
public domain. FAIRFIELD agrees that all computer files
associated with the data required pursuant to this agreement are the
property of the STA and shall provide such files on disk upon
request by the Executive Director, as well as upon termination of
the agreement.

f. Financial Records/Separate Records

1.

il.

FAIRFIELD shall maintain accurate and complete books, records,
data and documents on generally accepted accounting principles in
accordance with Uniform System of Accounts and records adopted
by the State Controller pursuant to section 99243 of the Public
Utilities Code and as required by MTC. Such records shall be kept
in such detail and form so as to meet applicable local, State and
Federal requirements.

A complete and separate set of books, accounts, and/or records
shall be maintained by FAIRFIELD, which records shall show
details of transactions pertaining to the management, maintenance,
and operation of this service under the terms of this agreement.
FAIRFIELD’S records shall be kept with sufficient detail to
constitute an audit trail to verify that any and all costs charged to
the system created by this agreement are in fact due to operations
pursuant to this agreement, and not due to other operations by
FAIRFIELD.

g. Access to Records

1.

STA, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, any other
agency responsible for funding or oversight of this operation, or
any of their duly authorized representatives, shall have access to
any books, documents, papers, and records of the FAIRFIELD
which are directly pertinent to this agreement, for the purpose of
making audit, examination, excerpts, and transcriptions of
FAIRFIELD’S files. FAIRFIELD shall maintain all these records
for a period of at least four (4) years following contract closeout to
allow for audits, examinations, excerpts and transcriptions of
FAIRFIELD’S files.
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XI.

XIIL.

XIMI.

XI1v.

TELEPHONE INFORMATION SERVICE

FAIRFIELD shall provide telephone customer information service to the public
during all hours of system revenue service operation, Monday through Saturday.
FAIRFIELD will ensure STA has up-to-date information on Solano Paratransit to
ensure customer service provided by STA is accurate.

FAIRFIELD and STA shall also mutually establish processes and standards for
responses to complaints and inquires.

DRIVER UNIFORMS/DRESS CODE/APPEARANCE/COURTESY

FAIRFIELD shall provide uniforms for all drivers and shall enforce an
appearance code.

FAIRFIELD shall supervise all drivers to the end that they are courteous to all
patrons at all times and respond to patrons’ questions regarding use of the transit
system or connecting systems accurately.

FARE REVENUE HANDLING

All cash shall go into the farebox without being handled by the driver.
FAIRFIELD shall remove cashboxes from buses and empty their contents into the
revenue storage units every night, storing said units at a secure location (equipped
with functioning security system).

DRUG AND ALCOHOL TESTING COMPLIANCE

FAIRFIELD shall comply with all applicable drug and alcohol-testing
requirements as established by FTA or by other State or Federal agencies.

COMMUNITY RELATIONS

FAIRFIELD shall undertake the community outreach program to sustain and
maintain good rapport with the public, including but not limited to: 1) printing
informational brochures in a timely manner and providing an adequate supply to
the STA for outreach and customer service; and 2) maintaining Solano Paratransit
service information on-line and ensuring changes are made in a timely manner.
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Agenda Item X.A
July 13, 2005

51a

DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Jennifer Tongson, Assistant Project Manager
RE: Solano Travel Safety Plan, Phase 1

Background: -
The original Solano Travel Safety Plan was completed by the STA in December 1998 and

identified the 40 local intersections in Solano County with the highest accident rates (per million
vehicles entering intersection). The Solano Travel Safety Plan also evaluated the accident rates
on freeway segments, and pedestrian and bicycle accident data in Solano County.

The 1998 Solano Travel Safety Plan provided a valuable tool for identifying safety projects and
programs in Solano County and recommended funding strategies for specific projects and
programs based upon the criteria for applicable funding sources. The Travel Safety Plan has been
used to identify projects for Federal STP/CMAQ funds, State Highway Operations and
Protection Program (SHOPP) funds and Hazard Elimination System (HES) funds.

In October 2004, the STA awarded Korve Engineering a contract to update the 1998 Travel
Safety Plan. STA and the consultant have worked with city and county public works staffs,
police and sheriff departments, the California Highway Patrol (CHP), and Caltrans to collect
accident data for Solano County’s local streets and highways.

In May, the STA Board approved initiation of Phase 2 of the Travel Safety Plan, known as the
Safe Routes to Schools/Safe Routes to Transit Study.

Discussion:

Last month, a draft of the Solano Travel Safety Plan was presented to the Solano Links Transit
Consortium and the TAC for review. The TAC requested that the criteria for establishing the list
of local intersection accident rates be included as part of the study, and recommended that the
item be brought back for the next TAC meeting. After reexamining the criteria for establishing
the list of local intersection accident rates, it was determined that accidents occurring within a
distance of 100” from the intersection would be used to determine the priority for local
intersections. The list was reevaluated based on the established limits.

Other comments regarding specific local intersections and improvement projects that were
received from the local jurisdictions were evaluated and incorporated into the study.
Methodologies for evaluating data for local intersections, highways, and bicycle and pedestrian
accident rates were also incorporated into the study.

The TAC reviewed and unanimously approved the revised Solano Travel Safety Plan at their
June 29" meeting. The TAC commented that comparing the local intersection accident rates to
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statewide accident rates for similar intersection types would provide a more exact evaluation. It
was agreed that the Phase I Study will serve as a preliminary analysis of raw accident data to
compare accident rates along local intersections that were identified by the individual
jurisdictions. Phase 2 of the study will expand on the findings of Phase 1 by evaluating and
comparing local intersection accident rates by intersections of similar type.

Recommendation:
Approve the final Solano Travel Safety Plan — Phase 1.

Attachment:
A. Final Solano Travel Safety Plan, dated July 13, 2005.
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DRAFT — SOLANO TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1  PURPOSE OF TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

The purpose of the Solano Travel Safety Plan is to identify travel safety deficiencies in
Solano County and recommend a program of cost-effective travel safety programs and
projects. The Safety Plan includes a funding strategy for each proposed program or
project that addresses the criteria for the applicable funding sources.

In 1998, The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) led a Travel Safety Committee to
report the safety related problems in Solano County. With help from Korve Engineering
and Grandy & Associates, a Safety Plan was published. This report is an update of that
project, with additional updated analysis of highway, local street and bicycle/pedestrian
accident rates in the County.

1.2 TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN PROCESS

The Travel Safety Plan was developed through the cooperative efforts of the Solano
Transportation Authority and Korve Engineering with the help of the following agencies
and jurisdictions:

California Department of Transportation;
California Highway Patrol;

City of Benicia;

City of Dixon;

City of Fairfield;

City of Rio Vista;

City of Suisun City;

City of Vacaville;

City of Vallejo; and

Solano County.

VVVVVVVVVYVY

1.3 TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN FRAMEWORK

Traditional methods for addressing travel safety deficiencies involve education,
engineering and/or enforcement programs. The opportunity to establish travel safety
education programs at the county level is somewhat limited, as the state and local
school districts typically address travel safety education for motorists. Several local
school districts have developed joint programs (i.e. transportation, enforcement, and
education professionals) to provide travel safety programs for school children.
Engineering solutions for safety problems encompass a wide range of improvements
including wider shoulders, guardrails, median barriers, traffic signal improvements,
removal of obstacles, improved lighting, sidewalks, pedestrian crossing improvements,
reconfiguration of roadways and intersections, rail safety improvements, etc.
Enforcement programs address the primary factors in most accidents such as speeding,
improper lane changes or turns, driving under the influence and improperly yielding the
right-of-way.

1 Korve
I Engineering 1 July 13, 2005
69



DRAFT — SOLANO TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

2.0 EVALUATION OF TRAVEL SAFETY DATA

2.1 ACCIDENT DATA FOR LOCAL INTERSECTIONS

The following analysis of intersection accident data for the calendar years 1998 through
2003 and a portion of 2004 is based on a review of accident rates per million entering
vehicles (MEV). Table 1 provides the total number of accidents at identified
intersections for each of the calendar years and resulting average accident rate per
MEV. Figure 1 shows the location of these intersections. The intersections are listed in
descending order of their respective accident rates.

In order to select the study intersections, a letter was sent to each jurisdiction with the
intersections included in the 1998 Report, and each jurisdiction was asked to add any
intersections which have high accident volumes or were perceived as unsafe for
vehicles, pedestrians, and/or bicycles.

An initial examination of the 65 intersections revealed that recent improvements had
been installed at five intersections and funding is programmed for improvements at
another two locations. A comprehensive assessment of the traffic accident data was
performed for all 65 intersections to identify accident patterns.

At the time of the original plan produced in 1998, no intersections were identified in the
Cities of Rio Vista or Vacaville. As a result of discussions between city officials and STA
staff, a list of intersections in Vacaville and Rio Vista were added to the list of
intersections to be evaluated.

211 METHODOLOGY

The intersection accident rates were calculated based on a standardized set of
parameters determined by coordination between STA and Korve staff. Accidents
occurring at 100 feet or closer to an intersection were included in the accident rate
calculation. One hundred feet was established as a standardized distance to be used at
all intersections to capture the great majority of accidents which occurred at the selected
locations. All accident data, with the exception of Fairfield, was taken from SWITRS
reports between 1999 and 2004. Fairfield accidents were compiled using Crossroads, a
local program implemented by the Fairfield Police Department and the Fairfield Public
Works Department. It has been determined that the difference in SWITRS and
Crossroads data is negligible and both databases provide sufficient consistent data for
this safety analysis.

I Korve
] Engineering 2 July 13, 2005
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TABLE 1: INTERSECTION ACCIDENT RATES

INTERSECTION Acency | ‘98| ‘99 | ‘00 | ‘01| ‘02| ‘03 | ‘04 | ACCIOENT
1 | Travis/North Texas Fairfield 111181221 23|10 18 |n/a 1.22
2 | Broadway/Tennessee Vallejo 6 |13 8 | 1411010 | 11 1.21
3 | Pacific/North Texas Fairfield 1111311911017 | 11 | n/a 1.13
4 | Alameda/Georgia Vallejo 5161212 3 1121 2 1.11
5 | Georgia/Sonoma Vallejo 71716171614 1 1.04
6 | Pennsylvania/Utah Fairfield 717 {171 5} 61| 0 |n/a 1.00
7 | Suisun Valley/Rockville SolanoCo. |nfa|nfa] 3 | 4 | 10| 3 | 4 0.97
8 | Georgia/14" Vallejo 6 15151313712 0.96
9 | Redwood/Sonoma Vallejo 12114112112 {1211 ] 6 0.96
10 | Travis/Pennsylvania Fairfield 6 12612111 {18 | 15 | n/a 0.94
11 | Mariposa/Solano Vallejo 121 2 1415 2 1 3 0.90
12 | SR 12/Marina SuisunCity | 7 112 114114115 8 | 9 0.90
13 | Pintail/Sunset SuisunCity 110110} 5 | 4 | 4 912 0.88
14 | East Tabor/Clay Bank Fairfield 713 9141 8 9 {n/a 0.87
15 | Peabody/Vanden/Cement Hill> | Fairfield 9191416 1|51 7 |na 0.86
16 f’s"é‘%";f‘ (SR 29)/Marine World | /i, 21|20 |30 | 18|14 |14 | 16 0.85
17 | Texas/Jefferson Fairfield 716171561 4]|nAa 0.84
18 | Union/Travis Fairfield 7 12 [14]110| 6 | 16 | n/a 0.83
19 | North Texas/EastTabor Fairfield 161 7 112113 [ 18| 6 |n/a 0.82
20 | East 5th/Military East Benicia 8 6 6 2 6 2 [n/a 0.75
21 | Oakwood/Tennessee Vallejo 4 7 2 4 4 1 4 3 0.75
22 | East 2nd/I-780 Benicia 1216 |11 5 7 4 |ni/a 0.73
23 | Couch/Redwood Vallejo 812|685 ]|61|0 0.73
24 | Broadway/Marine World Vallejo 19|11 [11j16[({14]111] 6 0.68
25 | Sereno/Tuolumne Vallejo 917 313 51610 0.64
26 | Maple/Springs Vallejo 317141413144 0.61
27 | Railroad/Sunset SuisunCity | 8 | 5 1 6 | 4] 3] 2 0.60
28 | Maine/Sonoma Vallejo 3 1 513 1 6 3 0.58
29 | Military West/West 7th Benicia 4 1515134 ] 5 |nAa 0.57
30 | Air Base/Walters Fairfield 6 | 4 8 113112 ] 8 |n/a 0.56
31 | Meadows/Sonoma Vallejo 81 3|82 ]10}5]6 0.53
32 | Cliffside/Peabody Vacaville nfal] 3 13 |51]161{1 1 0.51
33 | Alamo/Peabody Vacaville nai 3|16 8] 8 ]10] 3 0.49
34 | SR 12/Church Rio Vista nfaln/alnfa|n/fa|n/an/a|n/a 0.47
35 | Adm.Callaghan/Tennessee Vallejo 4 1412 |2 3 312 0.44
36 | Fairview/Nut Tree Vacaville nfal 2 1 1 2 4 0 0.43
37 | Gateway/Courtyard Fairfield 217121211412 |na 0.42
38 | Marshall/Peabody Vacaville nal 1 3181 4 512 0.38
39 | Alamo/Merchant Vacaville nal 5151816 1 1 0.36
40 | Allison/East Monte Vista Vacaville naj 1 6 7 1 5 3 0.34
41 | Vanden/Canon SolanoCo. |nfa|n/a| 0 1 0 0| 6 0.34
42 | Columbus/Lake Herman Vallejo 0 1 0 1 2 312 0.34
43 | East 2nd/Military East Benicia 104 3 0 3 7 2 {nla 0.31

| € Korve
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DRAFT — SOLANO TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

INTERSECTION AGENCY ‘98 1 ‘99 { ‘00 | ‘01 | ‘02 | ‘03 | ‘04 A‘;‘j{?g‘ i
44 | Rockville/Abernathy Solano Co. |n/a|n/a] O 1 2 1 4 0.31
45 | Depot/Mason Vacaville nal 0 3 8 5 3 {4 0.30
46 | SR 12/Sunset SuisunCity | 3 | 9 | 4 | 3 1 6 |0 0.30
47 | Northgate/Canon SolanoCo. [nfafnfal 0 | 2 | 0] 2] o 0.26
48 | Alamo Rd/Alamo Ln Vacaville nfal 2 314 1 1 1 0.25
49 | Elmira/Nut Tree Vacaville nal 4 2 3 6 2 0 0.25
50 | Alamo/Marshall Vacaville nal] 0 1 5 4 3 1 0.23
51 | First/A Street Dixon 0 3 0 3 0| 2 |n/a 0.22
52 | East Monte Vista/Markham Vacaville nal 3 0 1 4 3 1 0.22
53 | Southampton/I-780 Benicia 1 5131} 2 1 0 |n/a 0.21
54 | Allison/Elmira Vacaville nfa} 1 5 3 3 0 1 0.21
55 | Alamo/Nut Tree Vacaville nfal 1 2 4 2 0 1 0.19
56 | First/Lincoln/Vaughn Dixon 2101021012 Ina 0.18
57 | Nut Tree/Ulatis Vacaville nal] 0 | 2 2 3 1 2 0.18
58 | Callen/East Monte Vista Vacaville na| 1 1 1 0 3 0.17
59 | Alamo/Mariposa Vacaville na| 1 2 1 210 1 0.15
60 | Elmira/Peabody Vacaville nal] 2 o] 2] 1 2 0.14
61 | West A StN. Jackson Dixon 0 0 0 2 0 1 {n/a 0.13
62 | Allison/Nut Tree Vacaville nfal| 1 4 0 1 0 2 0.10
63 | West A St/N. Lincoln Dixon 2 0 0 0 0 0 |n/a 0.09

"Accidents per million entering vehicles
%Peabody/Vanden and Peabod

2000

y/Cement Hill were realigned to form one four-way intersection in September

[ ] Korve
I€ Engineering
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2.2 ACCIDENT DATA FOR HIGHWAYS

The following analysis of freeway accident data for the calendar years 1998 through
2003 is based on a review of accident rates per million vehicle miles (MVM) for 13
freeway segments in Solano County. Caltrans supplied TASAS data to be used for this
analysis. Table 2 provides the total number of accidents for each of the calendar years,
the resulting average accident rate per MVM and the average statewide accident rates
for similar segments of roadways. Figure 2 shows the freeway segments that were
studied. The segments are listed in descending order of their respective accident rates.
The last column refers to the statewide average accident rate of highways with the same
characteristics, such as number of lanes, average daily vehicles, etc.

TABLE 2: FREEWAY ACCIDENT RATES — ACCIDENTS PER MILLION VEHICLE MILES

STATE
# | ROUTE | SEGMENT ‘98 | ‘99 | ‘00 | ‘01 | ‘02 | ‘03 Afg"E{‘ T AVERAGE
TE RATEz
1 | SR-12 | I-80 to Walters Road 95 |1 90 { 1191109 | 101 | 71 1.45 1.61
2 | SR-12 | Napa County Line to 1-80 41 | 46 | 38 | 51 | 43 | 27 1.33 1.33
3 |1-80 Carquinez Bridge to SR-37 | 231 | 222 | 349 | 387 | 396 | 303 1.28 1.04
4 | SR-37 | Sonoma County Lineto1-80 | 125 | 129 | 162 | 156 | 140 | 114 0.93 1.24
5 | SR-12 | Walters Road to Rio Vista 72 { 59 | 64 | 88 | 92 | 77 0.86 0.96
6 | 1-80 Red Top to North Texas 250 | 296 | 417 | 524 | 625 | 497 0.86 0.93
7 | SR-113 | 1-80 to SR-12 27 | 32 | 31 | 45 | 49 | 42 0.75 1.05
8 |1-780 1-80 to 1-680 83 | 60 | 84 [108]| 116 | 92 0.74 0.92
9 |1-80 SR-37 to Red Top 130|128 | 120 | 168 | 176 | 157 0.65 0.64
10 | 1-80 N. Texas to Alamo 1051 115|116 | 149 | 186 | 148 0.58 0.81
11 | 1-680 Benicia Bridge to 1-80 1111 96 [ 152|172 | 194 | 129 0.56 0.79
12 | 1-80 Alamo to SR-113 276 | 291 | 348 | 406 | 423 | 347 0.48 0.75
13 | 1-505 Yolo County Line to I-80 22 {20 | 15 | 43 | 36 | 40 0.38 0.52

'Accidents per million vehicle miles

*For similar facilities ,

A review of the freeway accident rates indicates that I-80 from Carquinez Bridge to SR
37 is the only freeway segment that experiences an average accident rate that is
substantially higher than the average statewide accident rates for similar facility types.

The portion of I-80 between the Carquinez Bridge and SR 37 has experienced a general
increase in accidents from calendar year 1998 to the present, with the exception of the
2003 calendar year. The average accident rate for 2003 for the 1-80 Segment between
the Carquinez Bridge and SR 37 was 1.28, which is approximately 23% higher than the
statewide average of 1.04 for a similar facility. The primary accident types reported on
this segment between 1998 and 2003 included rear end accidents (53%), sideswipe
accidents (21%), and fixed object accidents (19%). Primary collision factors reported
included unsafe speed (44%), improper turns (13%), and following too closely (8%).

All other segments analyzed were found to have lower than average accident rates
when compared to other roadways in the state with a similar classification. The most
common types of collisions were rear-ends and collisions with fixed objects. Table 3
summarizes the percentages of each type of accident for each segment. Types of
accidents not included in Table 3 were head-on collisions and pedestrian-auto collisions
due to the infrequency of both types.
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DRAFT — SOLANO TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

TABLE 3: TYPES OF COLLISIONS

# | ROUTE SEGMENT SIDESWIPE REAR END Fixep OBJECT
1 {SR12 1-80 To Walters Road 7% 65% 10%
2 | SR12 Napa C.L. to I-80 9% 46% 20%
3 }1-80 Carquinez Bridge to SR 37 21% 53% 19%
4 | SR37 Sonoma C.L. to I-80 16% 42% 19%
5 | SR12 Walters Road to Rio Vista 11% 31% 25%
6 | 1-80 Red Top to N. Texas 14% 61% 18%
7 | SR113 1-80 to SR 12 9% 15% 30%
8 | 1-780 1-80 to 1-680 14% 26% 47%
9 {180 SR 37 to Red Top 19% 27% 41%
10 { 1-80 N. Texas to Alamo 19% 34% 36%
11 {1680 Benicia Bridge to I-80 17% 35% 38%
12 | 1-80 Alamo to SR 113 15% 26% 47%
13 | I-505 Yolo C.L. to I-80 5% 18% 53%
TOTAL FOR SOLANO COUNTY 16% 42% 29%

2.3 PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE ACCIDENT DATA

The following analysis of pedestrian and bicycle accident data for the calendar years
1998 through 2004 is based primarily on a review of accident rates by population. Table
4 provides a summary of the average number of accidents in each jurisdiction over the
six-year period and the resulting average rate per 1,000 persons.

2.3.1 METHODOLOGY

The total number of pedestrian and bicycle accidents were collected from each
jurisdiction based on SWITRS data or a similar local accident database. The total
number of pedestrian accidents reported in each city was compared to the most recent
population measurement and an accident rate was calculated. This procedure was

duplicated for bicycle accidents.

TABLE 4: PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLE ACCIDENT RATES — YEARLY AVERAGE PER 1,000 POPULATION

PEDESTRIAN ACCIDENTS BICYCLE ACCIDENTS
JURISDICTION POPULATION' ANNUAL ANNUAL ANNUAL ANNUAL
AVERAGE RATE AVERAGE RATE
Benicia 27,323 6.4 0.23 5.0 0.18
Dixon 17,179 3.3 0.19 3.7 0.22
Fairfield 105,026 37.3 0.36 39.2 0.37
Rio Vista 6,837 1.8 0.26 2.6 0.38
Solano County 19,700 1.8 0.09 27 0.14
Suisun City 27,716 6.9 0.25 4.0 0.14
Vacaville 96,735 13.0 0.13 22.3 0.23
Vallejo 121,221 47.2 0.39 352 0.29

"Population from Department of Finance, 2005
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DRAFT — SOLANO TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

3.0 RECOMMENDED SAFETY REMEDIATION MEASURES

3.1  SAFETY PROJECTS AT LOCAL INTERSECTIONS

A number of safety projects have either been implemented or are planned for
implementation in Solano County at the 65 study intersections. These projects provide a
foundation for this Safety Plan to build upon. The following is a list of the projects that
have been implemented or are currently planned.

Safety Improvements that were Recently Installed by Agencies:

Benicia
* East2"/1-780 — New traffic signal installed
 East 2"/Military East — Traffic signal modifications
* Military West — Lighted crosswalk for Benicia H.S.

* Pitt School Rd/A Street — Multi-way stop installed (1998)

¢ First/A Street — Traffic signal installed (2004)

e West A Street/N. Lincoln — Traffic signal installed
Fairfield

e East Tabor Avenue — Traffic calming radar speed display signs
Gateway/Travis — Red light photo enforcement project
City-wide traffic signal pre-emption program
North Texas/Travis — Median islands and additional channelization installed
Pennsylvania/Utah — Signal modified to include protected left turn phases on
Pennsylvania
Rio Vista

e SR12/MHillside Terrace — Marked as a school crossing

e SR12/Gardiner Way — In-ground lights were installed in the crosswalk
Vacaville

¢ City-wide school safety improvements projects
Vallejo

* Georgia/Sonoma — Signal modified to include protected left turn phases.

* Georgia/Alameda — Installation of R10-12 signs “Left Turn Yield on Green.”

e Traffic signals installed at the following 14 intersections.

o Columbus/Lake Herman: o Georgia/14™
o Sonoma (SR 29)/Marine o Oakwood/Tennessee;
World (SR 37); o Meadows/Sonoma;
o Couch/Valle Vista; o Sereno/Tuolumne;
o Redwood/Sonoma; o Admiral Callaghan/Tennessee;
o Broadway/Sonoma; o Maple/Springs; and
o Mariposa/Solano; o Maine/Sonoma.
o Couch/Redwood;
1 Korve
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DRAFT — SOLANO TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

Local Safety Improvements that are Funded but not yet Installed:

Benicia
* Military West — Traffic signal installation at Benicia H.S. (design underway)
s First Street — Streetscape and parking improvements (design underway)
Fairfield
» Travis/Union — Additional free right turn, NB Union to EB Travis
o FEast Tabor/Clay Bank — Traffic signal installed
Solano County
» Rockville/Abernathy — A roundabout is being constructed
Vallejo
» Tennessee/Broadway — Signal modified to include protected left turn phases on
northbound and southbound Broadway (currently being constructed)
» Tennessee/Tuolumne — Signal modified to include protected left turn phases on
northbound and southbound Tuolumne (currently being constructed)
e Georgia/Alameda — Grant application in review to install protected left turn
phases

3.2 SAFETY-RELATED PROJECTS ON HIGHWAYS AND FREEWAYS

Caltrans has also installed projects in Solano County that would promote safer driving on
Solano County highways and freeways. The following is a list of the projects located in
Solano County that Caltrans has implemented or plans to implement in the next year.

Highway 12
+ New median barrier between 1-80 and Pennsylvania Avenue
» Soft median barrier and upgraded shoulder installed between Drouin Drive and
Currie Drive
e Shoulder widening throughout Rio Vista
Highway 29
* New signal installed at Maritime Academy
Highway 37
¢ Concrete median barrier and widening east of Broadway
Interstate 80
¢ Rebuilt westbound off-ramp at Oliver Road
e Upgraded median barrier from West Texas to Yolo County and from American
Canyon Road to 1-680
Interstate 505
¢ Soft median barrier installed from 1-80 to Yolo County

3.3 ONGOING CHP ENFORCEMENT PROGRAMS

The California Highway patrol has various programs and plans to encourage safe driving
on California’s highways. The CHP writes press releases each month focusing on the
following topics:

> Safe and Proper Usage of seatbelts;

> Education and Prevention of Primary Collision Factors (i.e. speeding, following
too closely, unsafe lane changes); and

> Vehicle Registration.

I Korve
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DRAFT — SOLANO TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

In order to enforce these issues, six days per month (two per issue) are selected to
specifically enforce each issue. On these “special days” officers focus their patrols on
drivers who violate these three common violations. In addition to these press releases,
the following are programs the CHP implements to encourage safe driving in Solano
County.

* Neighborhood Traffic Safety Program — The program focuses on officers and
residents working together, in a cooperative effort to enhance public safety in
their communities. Working together, residents and CHP personnel develop a
strategic plan to reduce traffic violations and associated motor vehicle collisions.
The program involves both education and enforcement, with a simple, but
imperative objective; ensure communities are a safe place to drive and live.

» Community Response Team (CRT) — Three officers that split time between
enforcement on unincorporated roads and working with neighborhood groups
and schools in education efforts and engineering solutions to safety problems.

e DUI Team — Two officers assigned to work all CHP beats for DUI enforcement.

e State Route 12 Patrol — Permanent officer assigned daily to SR 12 for
enforcement duty.

* Maintenance Zone Enhanced Enforcement Program (MAZEEP) - Assistance
provided by CHP to Caltrans on a reimbursable basis to patrol ongoing
maintenance on state highway system.

Special CHP Enforcement Projects:

» Collision Reduction and Statewide Highway Enforcement Strategies (CRASHES)
— One-time grant to provide additional enforcement on SR 12 through December
of 1998.

e State Route 12 Task Force — Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) grant to prepare
corridor strategy and provide one-time enforcement through December of 1999,

e County Roads Enforcement (CORE) Program — Federal grant to provide
additional enforcement on unincorporated roads through December of 1998.

e DUl Checkpoints — Federal grant to provide for approximately three DUI
checkpoints annually that are done jointly with local agencies.

» Construction Zone Enhanced Enforcement Program (COZEEP) - Assistance
provided by CHP to Caltrans on a reimbursable basis to patrol construction
projects on state highway system.

The local police departments from each of the STA member agencies also have ongoing

programs to address travel safety concerns. These programs vary but typically include
enforcement and education components.

4.0 FUNDING

The following section, compiled by STA staff, identifies potential sources of funding that
may be pursued to pay for safety-related improvements in Solano County.

| Korve
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4.1 SURFACE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (STP)/CONGESTION
MITIGATION AIR QUALITY PROGRAM (CMAQ)

The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA), established in 1991, and
the Transportation Equity Act for the 21 Century (TEA-21), established in 1997,
directed federal funds to projects and programs for a broad variety of transit, highway,
and streets and roads projects. Surface Transportation Program (STP) funds are
distributed through the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for transit,
highway, local road capital improvements, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, safety
improvements, carpool and park and ride lots, surface transportation planning,
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) projects, and transportation enhancement
activities. Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds are directed to
transportation-related air quality improvement projects and programs in air quality non-
attainment and maintenance areas that reduce transportation related emissions.
Counties were provided a portion of these funds for local programming and both
programs are anticipated to continue with the reauthorization of TEA-21.

4.2 EASTERN SOLANO COUNTY CONGESTION MITIGATION AIR QUALITY
PROGRAM (ECMAQ)

Solano County receives CMAQ funds from both the Bay Area region and the
Sacramento region because it falls between the Bay Area and the Sacramento air
basins. The Bay Area CMAQ funds are used to fund air quality improvement projects in
the western portion of Solano County, and the Sacramento CMAQ funds are dedicated
to projects in the eastern portion of the County, known as Eastern CMAQ (ECMAQ).
Eastern CMAQ funds are only eligible to the cities of Dixon, Rio Vista, Vacaville, and the
eastern portion of Solano County. Similar to the CMAQ program, the ECMAQ program
funds projects in non-attainment or air quality maintenance areas for ozone, carbon
monoxide, or particulate matter under provisions in the Federal Clean Air Act.

4.3  TRANSPORTATION FOR LIVABLE COMMUNITIES PROGRAM (TLC)

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) administers funds for the
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) program. The purpose of the program is
to support community based transportation projects that bring new vibrancy to downtown
areas, commercial cores, neighborhoods, and transit corridors, enhancing their
amenities and ambiance and making them places where people want to live, work and
visit. The TLC program provides funding for projects that are developed through an
inclusive community planning effort, provide for a range of transportation choices, and
support connectivity between transportation investments and land uses.

4.4 STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP)

In addition to STP and CMAQ funds, Solano County receives State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) funds based upon a population formula that provides each
county an equitable “county share” of these funds. These funds have been typically used
for major transportation projects including the Jepson Parkway, SR 37 improvements,
the Vallejo Station, commuter rail stations and roadway rehabilitation projects.

Historically, Solano County received an average of $10 million per year from the STIP as
its county share of the RTIP. Due to the state budget problems, Solano County received
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no new funds in the 2004 STIP. The 2004 STIP was primarily a reprogramming of
projects remaining in the 2002 STIP. Additionally, ITIP funds that have been dedicated in
the past to such projects as SR37, Jameson Canyon, 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange, and
interstate projects have also been seriously curtailed and the SHOPP program is
proceeding at about one third of previous levels. The future availability of STIP funds
(RTIP, ITIP, and SHOPP) is dependent on the state budget and federal funding;
however, a level of funding significantly exceeding the historical amounts for any of
these programs does not appear likely.

4.5 STATE HIGHWAY OPERATIONS AND PROTECTION PROGRAM
(SHOPP)

The State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) is the state-funding
program used by Caltrans to maintain and operate state and federal highways in the
state. The funds for the SHOPP are a combination of federal and state funds and share
the same fund sources available for the State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP). Due to the necessity to operate and maintain existing infrastructure, the SHOPP
is typically funded prior to determining the level of funding available for the STIP.
SHOPP projects do not typically add capacity, but are designed to preserve existing
infrastructure and correct safety deficiencies.

Every two years Caltrans prepares a list of proposed projects to include in the SHOPP.
Each Caltrans District submits their proposed lists to Caltrans HQ and a master list for
the state is prepared. The SHOPP program is fairly competitive since, like the STIP,
funding is not available for all proposed projects.

The following is a partial list of some of the more significant projects for Solano County
included in the Draft 2004 SHOPP:

> SR12 - Install median barrier between Chadbourne Road and Pennsylvania
Avenue.

SR12 — Scandia to Denverton roadway improvements and rehabilitation.
SR12 - Denverton to Currié roadway improvements and rehabilitation.
SR12 — Construct Truck Climbing Lane west of 1-80.

SR113 — East Chestnut to West H in Dixon, reconstruct roadway.

I-80 — Upgrade cable median barrier from West Texas in Fairfield to Yolo County
Line (install temporary K-rail on each side of oleanders).

V V.V V VvV

> 1-80 — Replace Ulatis Creek Bridge in Vacaville.
> 1-80 — Rockville Road and West Texas Street, modify ramp and exit traffic
signals.
| Korve
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46 REGIONAL MEASURE 2 (RM2)

On March 2, 2004, voters passed Regional Measure 2 (RM2), 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.

Solano County Capital Projects funded by RM2:

Vallejo Station, $28 Million;

Solano County Express Bus Intermodal Facilities, $20 Million;
1-80/1-680 Interchange Improvements, $100 Million;

Capitol Corridor Improvements on 1-80/1-680 Corridor, $25 Million;
Regional Express Bus North, $20 Million; and

Safe Routes to Transit, $22.5 Million.

YV V V V V V

4.7 TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT ARTICLE 3 (TDA3)

Transportation Development Act (TDA) funding is generated by a % cent tax on retail
sales collected in California’s 58 states. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC) administers this funding for each of the nine Bay Area counties with assistance
from each of the county Congestion Management Agencies (i.e. Solano Transportation
Authority). Two percent of the TDA funding generated, called TDA Article 3, is returned
to each county from which it was generated for bicycle and pedestrian projects. Although
the exact amount fluctuates every year, Solano County generally receives between
$210,000 to $230,000.

4.8 FEDERAL EARMARKS

In 1998, the STA received two federal earmarks for the Jepson Parkway and, in recent
years, the STA has landed federal appropriations earmarks for the Vallejo Station and
the Fairfield/Vacaville Rail Station. The I-80/I-680/SR 12 Interchange project and Jepson
Parkway have been slated to receive earmarks ($21 million and $2 million, respectively)
as part of the House version of the Federal Transportation Reauthorization bill currently
in Congress. Due to the differences between the House, the Senate and the
Administration for funding levels for the Federal Transportation Reauthorization bill, the
proposed earmarks for the Interchange and Jepson Parkway are not certain.
Additionally, our Congressional Representatives have indicated that future earmarks
may be difficult to obtain without a significant commitment of non-federal, local funds to
individual projects seeking federal earmarks.

4.9  OFFICE OF TRAFFIC SAFETY PROGRAM (OTS)

The Business, Transportation, & Housing’s (BT&H) Office of Traffic Safety program
(OTS) distributes federal grant funding on a competitive basis to mitigate traffic safety
program deficiencies, expand ongoing activity, or develop a new program to reduce
deaths, injuries and economic losses resulting from traffic related collisions. Priority
attention will be given to applications requesting funds for alcohol/drug enforcement and
education programs, police traffic services, emergency medical services, traffic records
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and tracking, roadway safety, seat belt enforcement and promotion, and pedestrian and
bike safety programs.

Solano County OTS projects awarded for FY 2005:
> Fairfield, “Safe Passage”, Lidar speed signs on Air Base Parkway, $61,500.
> Fairfield Police Department, $342,648.
> Suisun City Police Department, $90,000.
> Vallejo Police Department, $125,000.

4.10 SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOLS PROGRAM (SR2S)

The Safe Routes to Schools Program (SR2S) is a construction program intended to
improve and enhance the safety of pedestrian and bicycle facilites and related
infrastructures to provide safe passage around schools. In September 2004, Governor
Amold Schwarzenneger extended the SR2S program for three more years, which
dedicates funding for six categories of projects:

> Sidewalk improvements
» Traffic calming and speed reduction
> Pedestrian/bicycle crossing improvements
> On-street bicycle facilities
> Off-street bicycle/pedestrian facilities
> Traffic diversion improvements
Previously funded SR2S projects include:
> Suisun City: Crystal Middle School

> Rio Vista: D.H. White Elementary, Riverview Middle School, Rio Vista High
School

Solano County: Two projects at Benjamin Franklin Middle School
Benicia: Robert Semple Elementary School
Vacaville: Eugene Padan Elementary School

YV V V V

Vacaville: Various elementary, junior, and senior high schools
> Fairfield: E. Ruth Sheldon Elementary School and T.C. McDaniels School

4.11 SAFE ROUTES TO TRANSIT PROGRAM (SR2T)

As part of the Bay Area’s approval of Regional Measure 2, $22.5 million will be allocated
on a competitive grant basis for projects aimed to improve the safety and convenience of
pedestrian and bike paths to transit stations. Improving these segments will not only
make it safer for pedestrians and bicyclists, SR2T will encourage more commuters to
leave their cars at home. To be eligible, projects must have a “bridge nexus,” that is,
reduce congestion on one or more state toll bridges by facilitating walking or bicycling to
transit services or City CarShare pods. Eligible projects include secure bicycle storage at
transit stations/stops/pods, safety enhancements for ped/bike access to transit stations,

I Korve
i Engineering 15 July 13, 2005
83



DRAFT — SoLANO TRAVEL SAFETY PLAN

removal of ped/bike barriers near transit stations, and system wide transit enhancements
to accommodate bicyclists or pedestrians.

4.12 HAZARD ELIMINATION SAFETY PROGRAM (HES)

The Hazard Elimination Safety Program (HES) is a federal safety program that provides
funds for safety improvements on all public roads and highways. These funds serve to
eliminate or reduce the number and/or severity of traffic accidents at locations selected
for improvement.

> Fairfield, Travis Blvd. corridor between Oliver Rd. and North Texas St., upgrade
traffic signals; Reconstruction; Traffic signs and pavement markings, FY 2004-
05, $360,000.

> Suisun City, Railroad Ave. at Sunset Ave., realign severely offset intersection, FY
2004-05, $360,000. _

> Vallejo, Broadway and Tennessee St., Modify signal system to include left-turn
phases for northbound and southbound Broadway, FY 2004-05, $94,050.

> Vallejo, Tuolumne St. And Tennessee St., modify signal system to include left-
turn phases for northbound and southbound Tuolomne St, FY 2004-05, $81,180.

4.13 NEw LOCAL REVENUE

The STA Board took action in December 2003 to initiate the process for the
development of a Countywide Transportation Expenditure Plan (CTEP) as part of the
sales tax ordinance (Measure A) for a proposed ¥:-cent, 30-year sales tax measure for
transportation. On November 2™, 2004, Measure A failed to garner the required 2/3’s
vote to pass, with a 63.8%/36.2% yes/no vote. If Measure A had passed, it would have
provided approximately $1 billion in funding for the 1-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange project,
corridor improvements, local streets and roads, commuter rail service, senior and
disabled transit service, express bus services, local return-to-source, and safety
projects. Discussions are currently underway to pursue the sales tax initiative within the
near future.
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Agenda Item X.B
July 13, 2005

5T1a

DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Andrew B. Fremier, Director for Projects

RE: Support Statewide Planning Agencies Efforts to Secure Additional
Planning, Programming and Monitoring (PPM) Funds for Solano
Transportation Agency

Background:

Current California state legislation provides for the Solano Transportation Authority to
receive up to 1% of their countywide Regional Transportation Improvement Program
(RTIP) shares to provide for planning, programming and monitoring (PPM) of projects
eligible for funding in this program. Most, if not all, of the regional planning agencies
statewide require additional funding to adequately manage the projects in this program.
Over the last several months an ad-hoc committee represented by various members of
statewide transportation officials, including Congestion Management Agencies, Regional
Transportation Agencies, Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) and the California
Transportation Commission have met to discuss legislative changes, designed to make a .
more equitable distribution of these funds to the local planning agencies.

Beginning with the passage of SB45, the local transportation agencies have been taking a
more active role in the delivery of transportation projects on the state highway system. In
particular, the delivery of projects with county specific RTIP commitments are routinely
managed by agencies like the Solano Transportation Authority. The increased project
management of this program has not come with a commensurate share of the State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds.

Discussion:

Specifically for the STA additional and consistent funding of PPM funds would allow for
focused emphasis on delivery of Project Study Reports (PSR), and structured monitoring
of Caltrans projects from the STIP and SHOPP. PSR’s are documents that are required to
deliver projects on the State Highway System. Caltrans has acknowledged that they will
not be able to support all of the preliminary work associated with projects identified in
the I-80/I-680/SR12 Major Investment Study (MIS) and previous expenditure plans.

This additional funding would allow the STA to meet the goal of accelerated project
development and project delivery outlined in the February 2005 STA Board Retreat. The
STA would also be able to fund additional MIS in the county to supplement existing
MIS, and increase the eligible project list pool.

Statewide the county transportation agencies have determined that there should be
legislative changes that ensure the local planning agencies can adequately support their
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projects. The current proposal would modify language (Attachment B) to increase the
share of funds for project management purposes for each county. Currently the STA has
$51,000 programmed in the 2004 STIP for planning, programming and monitoring
purposes. Under the proposal the STA would receive up to approximately $522,000 in
the subsequent STIP allocations. The funds would likely be distributed through the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC). The nine Bay Area CMAs have
requested that the MTC would adopt a resolution to appropriate the funds to the nine bay
area county transportation agencies.

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to send a letter to MTC and Solano County State
Legislators in support of legislation increasing the allocation of statewide PPM funds for
purposes of managing highway, streets and roads projects.

Attachments:
A. Letter dated 06/17/2005, RE: RTPA Efforts to Secure Additional PPM Funds
Statewide
B. Proposed PPM Minimum Limitations, Prepared by David Brewer, 06/20/2005
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ATTACHMENT A

June 17, 2005

Steve Heminger

Executive Director,

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
101 Eighth Street

Oakland, CA 94607-4700

RE: Regional Transportation Planning Agency Efforts to Secure Additional Planning,
Programming and Monitoring (PPM) Funds Statewide

Dear Steve Heminger:

This letter is written representing the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board’s position
regarding the effort to develop additional PPM funds for the statewide transportation planning
agencies. The STA encourages the MTC to continue to work with the California Council of
Governments and the Regional Transportation Planning Agency to modify existing statute,
providing for additional PPM funds to County transportation local agencies.

The STA board understands that it is unlikely that this proposal will be forwarded as legislation
this session. However, we are certain that the pro gress made by the statewide participants is
developing a significant improvement in current policy. We are prepared work with your
commission and staff to finalize language that would appropriately allocate PPM funds to the
STA and the other Bay Area Congestion Management Agencies to enhance the timely delivery
of STIP funded projects.

This amended legislation would improve STA’s ability to deliver critical transportation projects.

Sincerely,

Mary Ann Courville
STA Chair

Cc:  STA Board Members
Daryl Halls
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ATTACHMENT B
PROPOSED PPM MINIMUM LIMITATIONS

($1.000')
. Mini Limitati Limitation in 2002 STIP
Percentage] Percenta PPM PPM]  Annual] £PM PPM Annual! 2004,
[County Share Share Base Pct] Uimit Base Pct Limit, STIP
Alameda 3.63086%] 2.72314%] 34,039 5.0% 32,787 1.0% 328 166
Alpine 0.10294%| 0.07720% 965 5.0% 48 930 5.0% 46 23
Amador .23559%] 0.17669% 2209 5.0% 10 2,127 5.0% 106 4
Butte 0.69680%] 0.52260% 6,532 5.0% 327 6,292 1.0% 63 32
Calaveras 0.27568%] 0.20676% 2,585 .0% 129 2,489 50% 124 63
Colusa 0.18288%] 0.13716% 1715 5.0% 86 1,651 50% 83 42
Contra Costa 2.35291%] 1.76468%{ 22,059 5.0% 21,247 1.0% 212 107
Del Norte 0.17573%] 0.13180% 1.648 5.0% 82 1,587 5.0% 79 40
{ElDorado LTC 0.44418%] 0.33314% 4,164 $.0% 208 4011 5.0% 201 101
{Fresno 2.50976%] 1.88232%| 23529 5.0% 1,176 22663 0% 227 15
{Glenn 0.19529%| 0.14647% 1.831 5.0% 92 1,763 5.0% - 88 45
Humboldt 0.70416%] 0.52812% 6,602 5.0% 330 6,359 50% 318 160,
| impeial 1.17663%] 0.88247%| 11,031 50% §52 10,625 5.0% 531 268
inyo 0.95326%{ 0.71495% 8,937 $50% 447 8,608 5.0% 430 217,
Kem 3.28690%] 2.46517%] 30815 5.0% 1,541 29,681 1.0%! 297 150
Kings 0.49227%| 0.36920% 4.61¢ 50% 231 4445 5.0% 222 112
Lake 0.30061%] 0.22546% 2818 5.0% 141 2,715 5.0% 136 69
Lassen 0.44639%] 0.33479% 4,185 5.0% 209 4.031 50% 202 102
lLos Angeles 22.24751%] 16.68563%] 208,570 0%] 10,429 200,895 5.0% 10,045 5079
Madera 0.44583%] 0.33438% 4,180 .0% 209 4,026 50% 201 102
Madn 5 0.68745%] 0.51558% 6445 5.0% 6,208 1.0%,; 62 3
Marciposa 0.18179%] 0.13634% 1,704 $.0% 85 1,642 50% 82 42
Mendacino 0.66282%]{ 0.49711% 6,214 5.0% 3111 5,985 5.0% 299 151
{Merced 0.80090%] 0.60068% 508 5.0% 375 7,232, 1.0% 72 37,
{Modoc 0.23704%{ 0.17778% 2,222 $.0% 111 2,140 $.0% 107, 54
Mono 0.70650%)] 0.52988% 6,623 $.0% 331 6.380 50% 319 161
Monterey 1.28851%] 0.96638%{ 12,080 5.0% 604 11635/ 5.0% 2 294,
Napa 0.42595%] 0.31946% 3,993 50% 40; 3.846 10% 38 19
Nevada 0.37376%] 0.28032% 3.504 5.0% 175 3375 50% 169 85
[Orange 6.70454%] 5.02841%] 62,855 50% 3,143 60,542 0% 3,027 1,531
Placec TPA 0.70884%] 0.53163 6,645 0% 332 6.401 0% 320 162
Plumas 0.26940%{ 0.20205% 2,526, 5.0% 26 2433 0% 22 61
Riverside 4.79926%] 3.59944%] 44.993] 50% 2,250 43,337 50% 2,167 1.096
Sacramento 11855%/ 233892%| 29.236 5.0% 1,462 28,161 1.0% 282 143
San Benito 0.23346%] 0.17509% 2,189 )% 109 2,108 $.0% 105 83
>an Bemardino 624985%] 4.68739%]| 58,592 .0% 2,930 56,436 5.0% 2,822 1427
>an Diego 7.32241%] 5.49180%] 68,648 0% 3,432 66,121 1.0% 661 334
'San Francisco 1.85526%] 1.39144% 7.393 .0% 16,753 1.0% 168 85
San Joaquin 163254%] 1.22440%] 15,305 50% 765] 14,742 0% 147 74
San Luis Obis; 131295%] 0.98471% 2,309 0% 615 1,856 1.0% 116 60,
|San Mateo 1.91215%] 1.43411% 7,926 0% < 1,267 10% 17 87|
Santa Barbara 149338%] 1.12004%{ 14,000 50% 700 13.485 1.0% 135 68
[Santa Claca 4.25057 3.18793%]  39.849 50% 99 38,383 1.0% 384 1M
Santa Cruz 0.74699%{ 0.56024%]|  7.003 5.0% 350 6,745 5.0% 337 170
Shasta - 0.76152%] 0.57114% 7.139 5.0% 357 6,877 1.0% 69 35;
Siema 0.12642%] 0.09482% 1,185 $.0% 59 1,142 5.0% 57 29
Siskit 0.52634%{ 0.39475% 4,934/ 0% 247 4,753 5.0% 238 120
Solano 1.11373%| 0.83530%] 10,441 .0% 0,057 0% 101 51
Sonoma 1.36061%] 1.02046%{ 12,756 5.0%§ 38] 12,286 1.0% 123 62
| Stanislaus 1.26413%] 0.94810%| 11,851 0% 593 11,415 1.0% 114 58
| Sutter 0.28561%] 0.21421% 2,67 .0% 134] 2,579 1.0% 26 13
Tahoe RPA 0.19008%| 0.14256% 1782 50% 89 1716 5.0% 86 43
Tehama 0.38069%] 0.28551% 3.569 50% 78 3438 50% 172 87]
Trinity 0.27364%] 0.20523% 2,565 50% 128 2471 5.0% 124 63
Tulare 1.54736%] 1.16052%| 14,506 5.0% 125 13973 1.0% 140 70
Tuclumae 0.31112%] 0.23334%! 2917 0% 146 2809 $.0% 140 71
Ventura 2.19945%] 1.64959%] 20,620 50% 1,031 19,861 50% 993 502,
Yolo 0.60955%] 0.45716% $.715 5.0% 286 5.504 10% 55 28,
Yuba 0.21869%] 0.16402% 2,050 50% 103 1975 10% 20 10
Statewide Regional . 75.00000%] 937,500 46,875 903,000 29.094] 14,708
Statewide 100.00000% 1,250,000 1,204,000
MTC Tota 1,649
%
&l Dorado LTC 0.44418% MTC Total 8,245
Placer LTC 0.70884%
£l Dorado TRPA 0.12951%
Placer TRPA ) 0.06058%
Tatoe RPA 0.19008%
€l Dorado 0.57369% 182
Placer 0.76942% 156
Alpine/Amadod/Calv 0.61421%
i 0.10294%
Amador 0.23559%
Calaveras 0.27568%
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Agenda Item X.C
July 13, 2005

S51Ta

DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Anna McLaughlin, Program Manager/Analyst
RE: Emergency Ride Home Program

Background:
The STA’s Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) program is funded by the

Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), Bay Area Air Quality Management
District (BAAQMD), and Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District (YSAQMD) for the
purpose of managing countywide and regional rideshare programs in Napa and Solano
Counties and providing air quality improvements through trip reduction.

An element of SNCI’s work program is to develop and implement an Emergency Ride Home
(ERH) Program to employers in Solano County.

Emergency (sometimes called Guaranteed) Ride Home programs exist in a number of
neighboring counties and jurisdictions. Contra Costa, San Mateo, and San Joaquin counties
offer countywide programs, as does the City of Santa Rosa. Additionally, member-based
Transportation Management Associations (TMA) in Sacramento and San Francisco offer
ERH services to their member employees.

Discussion:

The objective of the Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program is to encourage the use of
commute alternatives such as carpooling, vanpooling, public transit, walking or bicycling, by
providing a free ride home to program participants (via taxi or rental car) in cases of
emergency. By alleviating workers’ concerns about their ability to return home in the event
of unexpected circumstances, the ERH program can help maximize the use of alternative
commute modes in Solano County.

The ERH Program will complement SNCI’s Employer Program as a resource for Solano
employers who need alternative commute information including setting up internal rideshare
programs. Staff continues to engage local employers through distribution of materials,
events, major promotions, surveying, and other means. Also, SNCI coordinated with Solano
Economic Development Corporation (EDC), chambers of commerce, and other business
organizations. The ERH Program will be a valuable tool to offer employers to encourage all
alternative modes of transportation — ridesharing, transit (bus, train, ferry), biking, and
walking — for commute purposes.

As proposed, program participants will be limited to no more than two uses per calendar

month and a total of six uses in a calendar year and must live within 100 miles of their
Solano County worksite. Initial program guidelines are intended to be very inclusive to
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maximize employee enrollment, yet include controls to limit trips to intended purposes only.
Emergency rides home may be allowed under the following conditions: the employee or
immediate family member suffers an illness or severe crisis; the employee is asked by a
supervisor to work unscheduled overtime; the ridesharing vehicle breaks down or the driver
is unavailable to drive home; and other emergencies as determined on a case-by-case basis.

The program proposes that STA will contract with a taxi and rental car companies to provide
transportation to registered employees working in Solano County. In general, taxis would be
used for shorter distance trips and rental cars for longer distance trips. The use of a rental car
instead of a taxi will be based on the negotiated contract rate for services. The contract terms
will be for three years with the option of two (2) one-year contract renewals.

Financial Impact:
An amount of $30,000 is budgeted for this program and will come from BAAQMD
Transportation for Clean Air (TFCA) and YSAQMD Clean Air funds.

Recommendation:

Approve the following:

1. The STA’s Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program.

2. Authorize the Executive Director to release a Request for Proposals (RFP) for Taxi and
Rental Car Providers for the Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program in an amount not to
exceed $30,000 for three years.

Attachment:
A. DRAFT STA Emergency Ride Home Pilot Program Operating Principles and Parameters
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ATTACHMENT A

DRAFT
Solano Transportation Authority
Emergency Ride Home Pilot Program

Operating Principles and Parameters
(2005)

The objective of the Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program is to encourage the use of
commute alternatives such as carpooling, vanpooling, public transit, walking or bicycling,
by providing a free ride home to program participants (via taxi or rental car) in cases of
emergency. By alleviating workers’ concerns about their ability to return home in the event
of unexpected circumstances, the ERH program can help maximize the use of alternative
commute modes in Solano County.

Eligibility Requirements

e The employer must be registered with the program. Employers of any size with
facilities, plants or offices located within Solano County are eligible to register.

e The employee participant must live within 100 miles of his or her Solano County
worksite. '

¢ Participants must be part-time or full-time employees of a registered employer. Both
seasonal and permanent employees are eligible for the program.

e The employee participant must pre-register as a participant in the program.
Employer contacts may also be supplied with blank vouchers and enroliment forms,
including a liability waiver, and they will be asked to provide them to anyone who
needs an “instant enrollment” due to an urgent situation. Anyone who enrolls in an
emergency will be required to fax a signed liability waiver to the program
administrator before they receive a voucher. If an employer is not capable of
managing the use of “instant enrollment” vouchers (due to staff availability or other

reasons), they will not be provided.

e An alternative commute mode must be used on the day the ERH is used. However,
there are no minimum days per week or month that an alternative mode must be

used.

e Approved alternative commute modes include public transit (bus, train or ferry),
ridesharing (carpools or vanpools), bicycling or walking. Motorcycles are not
considered an alternative mode.

Allowable Uses

Registered employees may use a emergency ride home under the following circumstances
and conditions: ’

e The employee or an immediate family member suffers an illness or severe crisis
(death in the family, a break-in, flood or fire at the employee’s residence, etc.).
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e After the start of the shift, the employee is asked by a supervisor to work past the
regular quitting time (unscheduled overtime), causing the employee to miss his or
her rideshare vehicle, bus or train, or it is too dark to bike or walk. This requires the
supervisor’s signature on the voucher.

¢ The ridesharing vehicle breaks down or the driver has to stay late or leave early.
e Other emergencies will be considered on a case-by-case basis.
The employee may make an emergency-related side trip on the way home (i.e., picking up
assick child at school or daycare, picking up a prescription at the pharmacy).
e A emergency ride home may not be taken for:
o Personal errands
Pre-planned medical appointments

o)
o Business-related travel
o

Working scheduled overtime or working extra hours without a supervisor’s
request

Non-emergency related side trips on the way home

)

o In place of an ambulance

Use Limitations

Employees will be limited to no more than two (2) uses per calendar month and a total of
six (6) uses in a calendar year.

Service Providers

Taxi service and rental cars will be used. Taxis will be used for shorter rides, or in cases
where the employee does not meet the criteria for renting a car. Rental cars will be used
for longer trips (the exact mileage determination will be based on the negotiated taxi rate),
provided the employee meets the following criteria:

¢ The employee needs a ride for reasons other than personal illness or crisis.

e The employee is able to drive, feels comfortable driving, and has a valid California
driver’s license.

e The employee is over age 21.
e The employee is requesting a ride during the rental car provider’s business hours.

e The employee is able to meet the vehicle return requirements (typically, the next
morning by 9:30 a.m., including Saturdays).

Process for Getting a Ride

1. Employers must first register with the program in order for their employees to be
eligible for registration.

MIG Team « Nelson\Nygaard 9 ‘ Page 2
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2. To enroll in the program, the employee will complete the program registration form
obtained from the program administrator or their employer and return the form to the

ERH program administrator.
3. When an employee registers for the program, he/she will receive:

a) One emergency ride home voucher. The voucher will be a sequentially numbered
triplicate form.

b) Detailed instructions for using the voucher, including a list of taxi and rental car
service providers.

) A follow-up questionnaire about the quality of service.

4. When the need for a emergency ride home arises, the employee will call the
appropriate service provider directly to arrange for a ride. Questions about el gible trips
will be directed to the ERH program administrator.

5. In the event an “instant enrollment” is needed, the employee will call their employer
contact (during business hours only) to request an “instant” voucher. The employee will
be given an “instant” voucher only after a completed program registration form and a
signed liability waiver have been faxed to the program administrator.

6. The employee will fill out the portion of the voucher with his/her personal information
and have the service provider fill out the service provider section of the voucher
including the mileage and the fare (for taxi service only). Both the employee and the
service provider will sign the voucher. The voucher will cover the cost of the ride as
well as a 10% gratuity for the taxi driver and the cost of gas {(up to one tank) for the

rental car.

7. The employee will keep one copy of the voucher to submit to the program
administrator.

8. The service provider will keep two copies of the voucher. One copy will be sent to the
STA for billing purposes and to be used as verification of the trip. The service provider
will keep the second copy for its own records.

9. The employee must fill out and return a questionnaire about the quality of service to be
eligible to receive another voucher. (The employee must also return a copy of their
voucher.) He/she will be asked to return the questionnaire and a copy of the voucher
within seven (7) days of the ride. When the voucher and questionnaire are returned,
the employee will be sent another trip voucher.

In the event the employee no longer has the follow-up survey, the program administrator
will send one to him or her. When the STA receives the billing invoice and vouchers from
the service provider, the program administrator will follow up with any employees who
used the program but did not return their survey and copy of the voucher.

Service Provider Payment
Before the service providers are paid each month, the program administrator will:
1. Compare the mileage and fare amounts listed on each voucher submitted by taxi

service providers to the mileage and fare amounts shown on the corresponding
information submitted by the employee (follow-up survey and voucher). For rental car

MIG Team « Nelson\Nygaard Page 3
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vouchers, the program administrator will verify the rate and use date. The program
administrator will make sure that the fare is in accordance with the contracted rate for

both taxis and rental cars.
2. Enter all voucher information into the program database.

Each service provider will be paid monthly for all approved vouchers submitted to the ERH
program. Vouchers that are not approved will be reviewed with the service provider within

30 days of receipt.

Verification of Alternative Mode Use

The program administrator will periodically make calls to check on questionable or
inappropriate use. Employees will also be required to provide details about their
alternative mode use on their registration forms and on any vouchers they may use.

Process for Dealing with Falsifications and Other

Violations

If the program administrator discovers that either the reported mode use, or the reason for
requesting a emergency ride home has been false, the employee may be prohibited from
participating in the program for one year, and his or her employer will be notified of the

incident.

Vouchers may not be transferred between individuals. Employees engaging in this activity
will be suspended from using the program for a period of time up to one yvear, and their
employers will be notified. :

If an employee or an employer has multiple violations, the program administrator may ban
that person or employer from the program indefinitely. In the case of employees,
employers will be notified of such incidents.

If an employer regularly fails to ensure that employees enroll in the program before
providing them with an “instant enrollment” voucher, then that employer will not be
provided with any additional “instant enrollment” vouchers and may also be suspended or
banned from the program.

Program Evaluation

All registered employees will be surveyed annually. The primary purpose of the survey will
be to determine whether the program is:

e Maximizing modal shift from driving alone to commute alternatives includihg bus,
train, ferry, carpools, vanpools, bicycling and walking.

e Providing quality customer service to the participants.

More specifically, the survey will be used to determine or measure:

MIG Team « Nelson\Nygaard Page 4
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The percent of survey respondents who used an alternative mode before registering
for the ERH program.

The percent of survey respondents whose decision to use an alternative mode has
been positively influenced by the availabil ity of the ERH program.

The percent of survey respondents who would continue using an alternative mode
without the ERH program.

The commute modes used by each survey respondent.

The number of uses of each alternative mode by week and month.
The clarity of program information.

The quality and promptness of staff assistance.

Additional program information will also be collected on a regular basis in order to assess
the following:

The number, distance, destinations, cost and type of rides (taxi vs. rental car) being
taken.

The number of registered employers and employees.

Commute modes and frequency of alternative mode use used by registered
employees.

The quality of service provided (vehicle response time, vehicle cleanliness, driver
helpfulness, etc.).

The number of employees registered with each employer.

L J
e The number of employers and employees registered within a certain geographic
area.
MIG Team « Nelson\Nygaard Page 5
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Agenda Item X.D
July 13, 2005

S51Ta

DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Anna McLaughlin, Program Manager/Analyst

RE: SNCIFY 2005-06 Work Program and FY 2004-05 Annual Report

Background:
The Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) program has been in existence since 1979.

It began as a part of a statewide network of rideshare programs funded primarily by Caltrans.
SNCl is currently funded by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and STA
through Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) and Yolo Solano Air
Quality Management District (YSAQMD) funds for the purpose of managing countywide
and regional rideshare programs in Napa and Solano Counties and providing air quality
improvements through trip reduction.

The air district funds have allowed SNCI to introduce services that would not otherwise be
available such as incentives, an emergency ride home program, and a wide range of localized
services.

The STA Board approved the FY 2004-05 Work Program for the Solano Napa Commuter
Information (SNCI) Program in July 2004 (see Attachment A). The Work Program included
ten major elements:

1. Customer Service

2. Employer Program

3. Vanpool Program

4. Incentives

5. Rideshare Thursdays Campaign

6. California Bike to Work Campaign
7. General Marketing

8. Rio Vista LIFT SolanoWORKS

9. CalWORKS Support

10. Specialized City Services

Discussion:
With the completion of the fiscal year, staff has prepared a FY 2004-05 Annual Report of the
STA’s SNCI program, which will be distributed under separate cover.

Each year, the SNCI’s Work Program is revisited and updated along with the program’s
budget. The Draft SNCI FY 2005-06 Work Program is presented in Attachment C.

The combination of MTC, BAAQMD, Eastern Solano CMAQ and YSAQMD funds and
contract obligations comprise SNCI’s Work Program for Solano County. These range from
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customer service, administration of incentives and vanpool services to technical assistance
and marketing campaign coordination.

The SNCI program has had an active and productive year. The following are highlights of
selected accomplishments from the SNCI FY 2004-05 Annual Report, which will be
presented as Attachment B.

Public Information

SNCI continues to provide comprehensive personalized customer service to individuals
requesting ridematching services, transit, or bicycle information by phone, internet, or in
person. Staff responded to over 3,500 information calls, processed over 750 matchlists and
participated at 60 events in Solano and Napa counties. These events included health fairs,
business expos, job fairs, farmers markets, and community events. Twelve new display racks
were established, increasing the total to 107 display racks containing ridesharing and current
transit information located throughout Solano and Napa counties. Over 53,000 pieces of
public transit literature were distributed, including transit information for Vallejo Transit,
Baylink Ferry, Benicia Transit, Fairfield-Suisun Transit, Vacaville City Coach, Dixon Readi
Ride, and Rio Vista Transit.

Vanpools
The SNCI vanpool program continues to provide quality customer service and support to

new and existing vanpools. Fifteen new vans traveling through, to, or from Napa and Solano
counties were formed last year. Staff also performed 474 vanpool assists, which included
processing Motor Vehicle Reports, issuing Sworn Statement Cards, processing medical
reimbursements, distributing van signs and/or toll bridge scrip, researching information for
vanpools, and other assistance as needed.

The incentive program includes vanpool start-ups, vanpool back-up drivers, and bicycles for
commuters. Five vans received the start-up incentive and twenty-four individuals received
the back-up driver incentive during the past year for a total of $5,000 distributed.
Additionally, two individuals were eligible for and received the bicycle incentive for a total
of $200 awarded.

Employers
Much progress has been made in the past year with SNCI’s employer program. In addition

to maintaining a current and accurate database of over 500 employers, staff has performed 19
employer consultations and attended events at employer sites to increase awareness of SNCI
services. Staff continues to work with chambers of commerce and other business-oriented
organizations to perform outreach to employers in Solano and Napa counties.

Campaigns
There were two Regional Campaigns coordinated locally by SNCI during FY 2004-05.

Rideshare Thursdays is an ongoing campaign to encourage drive-alone commuters to try an
alternative commute mode at least one day a week on an ongoing basis. California Bike to
Work Week is designed to encourage drive-alone commuters to try bicycling to work. These
campaigns involved an employer element with campaign packets being distributed to
employers in Solano and Napa counties and print and radio advertising to increase public
awareness.
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A separate Work Program will be presented to the Napa County Transportation Planning
Agency (NCTPA) as SNCI’s services vary slightly by county due to variation in funding.
The attached Solano County FY 2005-06 Work Program highlights several SNCI key
activities and is presented for the Board’s review and approval.

Recommendation:
Approve SNCI’s FY 2005-06 Work Program for Solano County.

Attachments:
A. Solano Napa Commuter Information FY2004-05 Work Program
B. Solano Napa Commuter Information FY 2004-05 Annual Report
(under separate cover).
C. Solano Napa Commuter Information FY 2005-06 Work Program

98






 ATTACHMENT A

‘Solano Napa Commuter Information
Work Program
FY04/05

1. Customer Service: Provide high quality, personalized rideshare; transit, and other non-drive
alone tiip planning services to the general public. Incorporate regional customer service tools
such as 511, S11.org, TranStar and others. :

2. Employer Program: Bea resoucce o Solano and Napa eti;aployc:s who need commuter
altemative information i uding setting up internal rideshare @rograms- Maximize these key

3. _Vanpool Program: Formm 25 vanpools and handle the support of aver 50 vanpools while
assisting with the support of several dozen more. ]

4. Incentives: Increase promotion of SNCI’s commuter incentives. Continue to develop,

administer and broaden the outreach of carpool, vanpool, and transit incentive programs. Ope
-additional incentive (emergency ride home) will be launched this year and the promotion of the

'éxisﬁng incentives will increase.

3. - Rideshare Thursday Campaion: Work other agencies to plan and implement this new
tegional promotion to cncourage commuters to not drive alone at least one day a week on an on-
~going basis.

6. California Bike to Work Campaign: Take the lead in coordinating the 2005 Bike to Work

campaign in Solano and Napa counties. Coordinate with key State, regional, and local
organizers to promote bicycling locally. '

7. General Marketing: Maintain a presence in Solano and Napa on an on-going basis through
a variety of general marketing activities foc rideshare, bicycling, and targeted transit services,
These include distribution of a Commuter Guide, offering services at community events,
managing transportation displays, producing information maferials, prnt ads, radio ads, direct
mail, public relations, cross-pri‘imqtions' with other agencies, and more. :

8. Rio Vista LIFT SolanoWORKS Vansool Pr ject: Implement vanpool program designed
- for SolanoWORKS clients who live in Rio Vista. Administer two vanpools to travel from Rio
Vista to Fairfield and manage multi-agency graat. :

9. CalWORKS Support: Manage SolanoWORKS Transportation Advisory Committec,
©coordinate with County of Solano Health and Social Services, and support Napa CalWORKS

10.Specialized City Services: Work with member agencies to develop and implement targeted
services and outreach in their commuaities. lnitiate development and implementation of Work

Plaas foc Faicfield and Vacaville.
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ATTACHMENT C

Solano Napa Commuter Information
Work Program
FY 2005-06

1. Customer Service: Provide the general public with high quality, personalized rideshare,
transit, and other non-drive alone trip planning through tele-services and through other
means. Continue to incorporate regional customer service tools such as 51 1, 511.0org and
others.

2. Emplover Program: Outreach and be a resource for Solano and Napa employers for
commuter alternative information including setting up internal rideshare programs.
Maximize these key channels of reaching local employees. SNCI will continue to
concentrate efforts with large employers through distribution of materials, events, major
promotions, surveying, and other means. Coordination with Solano EDC, Napa EDC,
chambers of commerce, and other business organizations.

3. Vanpool Program: Form 30 vanpools and handle the support of over 200 vanpools while
assisting with the support of several dozen more.

4. Incentives: Increase promotion of SNCI’s commuter incentives. Continue to develop,
administer, and broaden the outreach of vanpool, bicycle and employee incentive programs.

5. Emergency Ride Home: The emergency ride home incentive will be launched and
marketed this year to employers in Solano County.

6. Fall Campaign: SNCI will coordinate a Fall Campaign that promotes non-drive alone
commute options in Solano and Napa counties.

7. California Bike to Work Campaign: Take the lead in coordinating the 2006 Bike to Work
campaign in Solano and Napa counties. Coordinate with State, regional, and local organizers
to promote bicycling locally.

8. General Marketing: Maintain a presence in Solano and Napa on an on-going basis through
a variety of general marketing activities for rideshare, bicycling, and targeted transit services.
These include distribution of a Commuter Guide, offering services at community events,
managing transportation displays, producing information materials, print ads, radio ads,
direct mail, public and media relations, cross-promotions with other agencies, and more.

9. Rio Vista LIFT Solano WORKS Vanpool Project: Implement vanpool program designed
for SolanoWORKS clients who live in Rio Vista. Administer two vanpools to travel from
Rio Vista to Fairfield and manage multi-agency project.

10. CalWORKS Support: Manage SolanoWORKS Transportation Advisory Committee,
coordinate with County of Solano Health and Social Services, and support Napa CalWORKS
clients in need of transportation services. Partner with other agencies and seek funding for
eligible projects.

C:iDocuments and SettingstAll UsersiDocumenigjghared Network Folders\TAC
Packet2005Uune 05\Final Reports\SNCI FY¢ ¥ork Program Attchmat.doc



Agenda Item X.E
July 13, 2005

DATE: July 6, 2005

TO: STA Board .

FROM: Jayne Bauer, Marketing and Legislative Program Manager
RE: Legislative Update — July 2005

Background:
Each year, STA staff monitors state and federal legislation that pertains directly to transportation

and related issues. On January 12, 2005, the STA Board adopted its 2005 Legislative Priorities
and Platform to provide policy guidance on transportation legislation and the STA’s legislative
activities. A current Legislative Matrix is included as Attachment B.

Legislative Updates for June from Shaw/Yoder and The F erguson Group are attached for your
information. They recap the latest developments of the state budget process, the Bay Bridge
accord, state legislative bills of note, and federal transportation reauthorization and
appropriations.

Discussion:

Federal Reauthorization:

Staff learned after the submittal of the federal update that TEA-21 was indeed extended through
July 19, allowing three more weeks for lawmakers to pass a new six-year federal transportation
bill. The House of Representatives passed the FY06 Transportation/Treasury et al Appropriations
bill with a 405-18 vote. The Senate will begin consideration in subcommittee on July 12.

The House passed the LaTourette/Oberstar amendment by voice vote on June 29, increasing
Amtrak's funding amount to $1.176 billion in the House Transportation-Treasury-HUD FY06
Appropriations bill. There are likely to be other amendments that can use Amtrak funding as an
offset, but this action is very notable.

State Budget:
Governor Schwarzenegger and four legislative leaders reached a budget agreement on July 5.

The $116 billion budget will go before both chambers of the Legislature on July 7. Once
approved, it will be forwarded to the governor for line-item vetoes and his signature next week.
Of note is the governor’s honoring of Proposition 42 by sending $1.3 billion to transportation
projects across the state. The budget also repays a $1.2 billion loan that the state owes to local
governments a year earlier than it is due, reducing the state’s obligation for the future.

State Legislation:
STA staff is watching two bills regarding toll bridge seismic retrofit programs. At present,

negotiations are ongoing between the policy makers:
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SB 172 (Torlakson) passed the Senate on a 23 to 15 vote on Thursday, June 2, had its first
reading in the Assembly and was forwarded to the Committee on Transportation. The Senate
amended the bill to delay a potential $1 seismic retrofit surcharge increase until 2009.

SB 1024 (Perata/Torlakson) is an urgency measure requiring a two-thirds vote and is not subject
to the rules of the calendar. It is on the floor of the Senate awaiting a vote. On May 12, 2005,
the Senate amended the bill to include ferry boats, terminals and operators for eligibility for
grants, and added the development of disaster preparedness or emergency response plans to the
eligible grant projects. The date of submittal to the voters was also pushed back from November
to the June 6, 2006 election.

At its June 8 meeting, the STA Board adopted a position of support in concept for SB 705
(Runner) regarding design-build contracts. The Board supports language being inserted which
includes regional and local transportation agencies. SB 371 (Torlakson and Runner), which also
relates to design-build contracts, has since been evaluated. SB 371 would authorize specified
state and local transportation entities to use the design-build public contracting method for the
construction of transportation projects. An analysis of SB 371 is included as Attachment A.

At their June 29 meetings, both the Solano Links Intercity Transit Consortium and the STA
Technical Advisory Committee unanimously voted to forward the request for a position of
support on SB 371 to the STA Board for approval.

Recommendation:
Approve the following position:
e SB 371 — Support

Attachments:

Analysis of SB 371

Legislative Matrix, June 2005
Shaw/Yoder Legislative Update
Shaw/Yoder Budget Update, July 7, 2005
The Ferguson Group Legislative Update

moQwp
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ATTACHMENT A

STA Legislative Analysis

Legislation: SB 371: Design-Build Contracting (Introduced by Senator Torlakson)

Background:

This bill would authorize, until 2011, certain state and local transportation entities to use a design-
build process for bidding on highway construction projects. The bill establishes numerous
requirements that bidders must adhere to in order to pre-qualify as design-build contractors and
details the elements that must be contained in a transportation agency’s request for proposals on a
design-build contract. It also contains legislative intent language to require that the transportation
entity letting the contract establish a labor compliance program for design-build projects.

The bill specifies that the final selection may be awarded using either (1) a competitive bidding
process in which bid is awarded to the lowest bidder among pre-qualified entities or (2) a
competitive bidding process in which bid is awarded based upon “best value,” including at a
minimum, price, technical design and construction expertise, life cycle costs and safety record —
each of which shall represent at least 10 percent of the total weight of all factors considered.

The bill further requires that the Legislative Analyst’s Office (LAO) conduct a pre-project and
post-project audit of each project and compare them to similar design-bid-build or design-
sequencing projects. The LAO must submit a final report on each project to the Legislature after
the project has been in operation for five years.

Given the state’s overwhelming backlog in transportation improvements, California needs
increased flexibility to take advantage of the best practices in the construction industry to
delivering transportation improvements more efficiently. Recognizing this need, STA’s 2005
Legislative Platform states that we will “support legislation and/or administrative reforms to
enhance Calirans project delivery, such as simultaneous Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
and engineering studies, and a reasonable level of contracting out of appropriate activities to the
private sector.” According to the Construction Industry Institute, the design-build method can
save an average of 6 percent in terms of total cost and cut the average time it takes to complete a
project by 33 percent.

Unlike SB 705 (Runner), which the STA Board took a support in concept position on in May,
SB 371 (Torlakson) contains a number of detailed provisions designed to address concerns that
can arise regarding the procurement process used in design-build contracting. The bill
specifies a highly transparent competitive bidding process that must be followed, and further
details the minimum criteria that must be utilized in selecting the consultant. As a first step to
expanding the state and local government’s access to the design-build contracting method, SB
371 establishes a framework that will preserve the public’s confidence, while also allowing
contracts to be awarded on the basis of “best value,” not simply lowest bid.

For these reasons, staff recommends a support position on SB 371.
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Known Positions

Support
Associated General Contractors of California
California Chamber of Commerce
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Oppose
Associated Builders and Contractors of California
Professional Engineers in California Government (PECG)

Solano County Impact:
SB 371 is addressed by the STA 2005 Legislative Priorities and Platform, Priority Number VIIL. 2.:

e Project Delivery. Support legislation and/or administrative reforms to enhance
Caltrans project delivery, such as simultaneous Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
and engineering studies, and a reasonable level of contracting out of appropriate
activities to the private sector.

The impact to Solano County residents would be more cost effective and accelerated transportation
project delivery.

Recommendation:
Staff recommends a support position on SB 371.
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ATTACHMENT B
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ATTACHMENT C

SHAW / YODER, inc.

LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY

June 30, 2005

To:  Board Members, Solano Transportation Authority
Fm: Shaw/ Yoder, Inc.

RE: BUDGET AND LEGISLATIVE UPDATE

Budget

Since your last update there has been considerable action on the 2005-06 state budget by the Legislature.
In May, the Governor released his May Revise, which was the latest revenue assumptions for the state
based on the most recent tax collections. At that time, the state was estimated to receive more than $4
billion more than anticipated in January. This was good news for a number of reasons, but for
transportation, that meant the Governor was able to fully fund Proposition 42, estimated to be more than
$1.31 billion in 2005-06. The Legislature, during its budget deliberations that followed the release of the
May Revision, agreed with that action and there has been no movement to suspend any of that revenue in
the budget year.

Speaking of the budget year, it appears the Legislature and the Governor will begin another fiscal year
(July 1) without a balanced budget in place. The Legislature completed its work in crafting a response to
the Governor’s budget proposal in the middle of June, however Republican members of the Legislature
have not released any votes for its passage. For all intents and purposes, the budget agreed upon by the
Democrats is nearly identical to the proposal offered by the Governor. For sure, there are some changes,
but overall the document is substantially the same. But politically speaking, it’s what is not in the budget
that may in fact be holding up the passage of the budget. Specifically, the recent calling of a special
election in November to consider initiatives has cast a huge cloud over the negotiations for a budget. The
Governor has suggested that it is his preference that the negotiations be separate, but all indications
appear that the Governor and leadership are attempting to broker an overall compromise that would pass a
balanced budget, and reach an accord on the items placed before the voters this November. For your
information, the items that have qualified for the November election follow:

o Parental Notification — This proposal would require a minor to obtain parental notification prior
to receiving an abortion.

o Teacher Tenure — This proposal would increase from two years to five years the amount of time
a teacher must be employed before receiving tenure.

o  Union Dues — This proposal would require a union member to consent to using a portion of their
dues for political activity.
Tel: 916.446.4656
Fax: 916.446.4318
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® Mid-Year Budget Cutting — This proposal would allow the Governor to make mid-year budget
cuts, without legislative approval.

* Reapportionment — This proposal would remove the Legislature’s authority over drawing
legislative and congressional districts, and place that authority with a group of retired judges.

¢ Prescription Drug Benefits — There will be two proposals on the ballot dealing with the costs of
prescription drugs.

¢ Energy Re-regulation — This proposal would place energy providers back under the control of
the California Public Utilities Commission, which was practice in the state prior to 1996.

At this time it is anyone’s guess as to when a completed budget agreement will be reached. We have
been hearing that all sides in the negotiations are close to a compromise, but nothing in Sacramento is
done until the ink is dried. We will update the STA the moment a budget agreement is realized.

Bay Bridge

There has been an accord reached between the Senate Leadership and the Governor’s office on how to
finance the Bay Bridge, with the existing Single-Anchored Suspension design favored by the Bay Area.
The details of that arrangement follow:

¢ Tolls on all state-owned Bay Area bridges will jump from $3 to $4 beginning Jan. 1, 2007, and
fund about two-thirds of the bridge’s higher costs. The state will kick in $630 million toward the
project, which has been saddled with delays and escalating prices since its inception seven years
ago.

®  No further toll increases are planned. Rather, the balance of cost overruns will be covered by
refinancing toll debt. That is expected to generate another $800 million.

* Any future cost overruns must be funded by bridge tolls. But in exchange for accepting that
responsibility, regional transportation officials will receive greater authority over area tolls and
get a say in managing the project.

This agreement will require legislation to implement. A bill has not yet been placed into print outlining
the details of this arrangement. However, once a bill is released we will inform the STA staff,

Legislation
The following updates you on the status of some items we have been asked to track:

e SCA 7 (Torlakson) - This bill would increase the protections for existing transportation accounts
from future raids by the Legislature. This bill is not moving at this time.

¢ AB 267 (Daucher) - This bill would allow for a time extension by which the California
Transportation Commission must reimburse local agencies on projects programmed in the STIP,
but started with local revenue. This bill is in the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee.

Tel: 916.446.4656
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AB 697 (Oropeza) — This bill would allow for a continuous appropriation of transportation
funds, even if the state has not passed a balanced budget by the beginning of the state’s fiscal year
(July 1). This bill is not moving at this time.

AB 1714 (Plescia) — This bill would enact the Governor’s preferred bay bridge overrun funding
proposal, which would essentially “wall off” the state from contributing any additional revenue to
the project. This bill appears moot based on the latest arrangement between the Governor and the
Senate leadership.

The following items relate to further protecting Proposition 42 and have not been moving through the
process recently, in large part because many legislators feel like transportation is “fixed” this budget year
based on the recommendation to fully fund Proposition 42 in 2005-06.

ACA 4 (Plescia) — This bill would eliminate the ability of the Legislature to suspend Proposition
42

ACA 9 (Bogh) — This bill would increase the vote threshold for the Legislature to suspend
Proposition 42 from the current 2/3 vote requirement to 4/5.

ACA 10 (Nunez) — This is the Speaker’s “spot” bill relating to protecting Proposition 42. This
measure has no details, and will likely not move in its current form as the Speaker has his
preferred transportation funding alternative. But this item is worth watching.

ACA 11 (Oropeza) — Among other things, this bill would allow the Legislature to capture
Proposition 42 funds no more than twice in a ten-year period of time. This allowance is identical
to the “compromise” local governments crafted with the Legislature and the Governor last year
that culminated in Proposition 1A, which passed overwhelmingly on the November, 2004 ballot.

ACAX1 4 (Keene) - Among other things, this special session bill would eliminate the ability of
the Legislature to suspend Proposition 42.

We are happy to answer any questions you may have regarding these, or any other, legislative proposals.

Tel: 916.446.4656
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ATTACHMENT D

- N

SHAW / YODER, inc.

LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY

July 7, 2005
To:  Board Members, Solano Transportation Authority
Fm: Shaw/ Yoder, Inc.

RE: BUDGET UPDATE

Budget

Today, July 7, the Legislature is voting on a balanced budget agreement brokered between the
Governor and legislative leaders. Most of the budget remains intact since the last time we
updated you, including the addition of more than $1.3 billion for transportation purposes, derived
from Proposition 42. This revenue was originally slated for suspension by the Governor in his
January budget proposal but thanks to extensive lobbying efforts was reinstated in the
Governor’s May Revision, and the Legislature approved that action during their budget
deliberations in May, June and July.

The key sticking points between the Republicans and the Democrats centered around out-year
budget deficits and how best to achieve a balanced budget this year that would not exacerbate the
expected budget deficits in the future. Ultimately, the major new item contained in this budget
agreement was the early repayment of revenue owed to local governments by the state for
Vehicle License Fee revenue not paid to them two years ago. The state is able to achieve this
result by refinancing some old debt, partial suspension of COLA adjustments for SSI/SSP
recipients and greater assumptions of taxable revenue to the state, specifically from corporate
interests. This revenue, coupled with the allowance of Proposition 42 funds, will significantly
increase the operating revenue for local governments. Early repayment of this revenue with
what is believed to be one-time funds lowers next year’s budget deficit by a corresponding
amount. It is now estimated that the budget deficit for 2006-07 will be in the neighborhood of
$5 billion.

In addition to an overall budget compromise, the Legislature will be passing the Bay-Bridge deal
today that we have reported to you before. The details are contained in AB 144 (Hancock), and
seek to permanently address the cost overruns associated with the Bay Area’s seismic retrofit
program.

With the passage of the budget in a relatively timely fashion, albeit seven days after the start of
the state’s fiscal year, the Legislative calendar for the remainder of 2005 will be virtually intact.
On July 15, the Legislature will recess for one month. On August 15, the Legislature will
reconvene for approximately three weeks before it adjourns for the year. Please feel free to
contact us with any questions you may have.

Tel: 916.446.4656
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June 30, 2005
Memorandum
To: Solano Transportation Authority Board of Directors

From: Mike Miller
Re: Update — Transportation Reauthorization and Appropriations

1. Transportation Reauthorization. The House of Representatives is expected to pass a
resolution today extending TEA-21 through July 19, giving lawmakers three more weeks to pass
a new six-year federal transportation bill (HLR. 3, or “TEA-LU”). The Senate is also expected to
adopt the resolution. This will be the eighth time Congress has extended TEA-21 since the
original expiration date in October 2003.

President Bush must sign the bill into law before midnight tonight, when Highway Trust Fund
expenditure authority expires. If the bill is not signed into law by tomorrow morning, many
DOT workers will be furloughed on Friday.

The House bill authorizes $284 billion, while the Senate is at $295 billion. Many legislators
have indicated the conference committee is moving closer to agreement, but several key issues
remain unresolved, including the total amount to be authorized by the bill, the “donor/donee”
issue, and how Member earmark funding will ultimately be distributed among House and Senate
Members. TEA-LU will authorize transportation spending through Fiscal Year 2009. The
House bill includes thousands of earmarks for Member projects, including our 80/680
Interchange and Jepson Parkway projects. Senate Member projects are expected to be added in
conference.

2. Transportation Appropriations. H.R. 3058, making appropriations for the Department of
Transportation for Fiscal Year 2006, is on the floor of the House of Representatives today. It is
possible that the House will pass the bill prior to breaking for the July 4 recess. The Senate is
scheduled to consider the bill beginning on July 12.

On Amtrak, the House bill provides approximately one-half the level of funding given to Amtrak
last year. The President’s budget request had zeroed out funding for Amtrak.

www.fergusongroup.us
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Agenda Item X F
July 13, 2005

DATE: July 6, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

RE: Draft 2005 Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Background:
Since 1991, California law requires urban areas to develop a Congestion Management

Program (CMP) that plans strategies for addressing congestion problems by holding
jurisdictions to a variety of mobility standards in order to obtain state gas tax subventions.
This includes Level of Service (LOS) standards on the CMP network and transit standards.
To help jurisdictions maintain these mobility standards, the CMP lists improvement
projects in a seven-year Capital Improvement Program (CIP). Jurisdictions that are
projected to exceed these standards, based on the STA's Traffic Forecasting Model, are
required to create a deficiency plan to meet the mobility standards within the seven-year
time frame of the CIP.

In order for projects in the CMP’s CIP to be placed in the Regional Transportation
Improvement Program (RTIP), state law requires that the CMP be consistent with the
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC) reviews the Bay Area’s nine CMPs for consistency every two years.

The STA Board approved the STA’s current CMP on February 11, 2004. On March 23,
2005, STA Staff requested LOS calculations and comments on the Draft 2005 CMP by
June 1, 2005. The Draft 2005 CMP was circulated to the TAC and Solanolinks Consortium
on May 25, 2005 and June 29, 2005.

Discussion:

The cities of Fairfield, Benicia, Vacaville, Vallejo, and the County of Solano have sent
2005 LOS calculations for portions of the CMP System in their jurisdictions. Benicia and
Fairfield have also sent in comments on the Draft 2005 CMP. No LOS deficiencies have
been reported.

The following is a list of changes made to the 2003 CMP in the Draft 2005 CMP:

¢ The format has been updated for improved readability.

* LOS Calculations for 2005 have been added to the CMP LOS Inventory.

¢ The CMP Capital Improvement Program has been changed to reflect the STA’s
2004 RTP submittal to MTC.

 The CMP Network map has been reformatted using Geo graphic Information
Systems demo software.

* An enhanced CMP Land Use Analysis Flow Chart has been included in the
Appendix.
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o Information regarding the Solano/Napa Travel Demand Model has been included in
the Appendix.

The following is a list of tentative dates for the development of the 2005 CMP, with a
deadline to submit the final CMP to MTC in October 2005:

June 29 TAC and Consortium recommend approval of Draft 2005
CMP
July 13 STA Board approves Draft of 2005 CMP
Late July Draft CMP due to MTC
August - September MTC reviews Draft CMP for consistency with 2005 RTP
and makes recommendations for final CMP approval
September 28 TAC recommends approval of Final 2005 CMP
October 12 STA Board approves 2005 CMP
Late October Final CMP due to MTC

On June 29, 2005, both the STA TAC and the SolanoLinks Transit Consortium forwarded
a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the Draft 2005 CMP (with revisions) and
forward to MTC.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Approve the Draft 2005 Congestion Management Program and forward to MTC for RTP
consistency.

Attachments:
A. Draft 2005 CMP LOS Inventory of the Solano Congestion Management System
B. Draft 2005 CMP Capital Improvement Program
C. Draft 2005 CMP Land Use Analysis Flow Chart
D. Draft 2005 Solano Congestion Management Program
(provided under separate enclosure)
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ATTACHMENT A

Level of Service Standards

This section defines the Level of Service (LOS) Standards for roadway segments
in the CMP System. LOS is a uniform method of monitoring the congestion on
the CMP System, “LOS A” being unimpeded traffic flow to “LOS F” being stop-
and-go traffic. The following table is the 2005 CMP System LOS Inventory:

2005 CMP System LOS Inventory

Roadway From Jurisdiction LOS Measurements (PM Peak, Peak Flow)
Py | TOPW Standard 50— T 2001 | 2003 | 2005
1-80 0 0.933 | Solano County F D D D E
1-80 0.933 1.114 | Vallejo F F F E* E*
1-80 1.114 4.432 | Vallejo F F F D* D*
1-80 4.432 6.814 | Vallejo F C F D* D*
1-80 8.004 10.015 | Solano County E D D D D
1-80 10.015 11.976 | Fairfield E C C D* C
1-80 11.976 12.408 | Fairfield E D D D* E
1-80 12.408 13.76 | Fairfield F F F D* F
1-80 13.76 15.57 | Fairfield F F F D* F
1-80 15.57 17.217 | Fairfield F F F E* E
1-80 17.217 21.043 | Fairfield F F F E* F
1-80 21.043 23.034 | Fairfield F D D D E
1-80 23.034 24.08 | Vacaville E E E E D
1-80 24.08 28.359 | Vacaville F D D D D
1-80 28.359 32.691 | Vacaville F C D D C
1-80 32.691 35.547 | Vacaville F 3] E E D
1-80 35.547 38.21 | Solano County F D D )] E
1-80 38.21 42.53 | Dixon E C C Cc* c*
1-80 42.53 44.72 | Solano County E D D C D
1-505 0 3.075 | Vacaville E B B D B
1-505 3.075 10.626 | Solano County E A A A B
1-680 0 0.679 | Solano County F F F F F
1-680 0.679 2.819 | Benicia E C C B* B*
1-680 2.819 8.315 | Solano County E C C C D
1-680 8.315 13.126 | Fairfield E C C o D
1-780 0.682 7.186 | Benicia E C C % c*
SR 12 0 2.794 | Solano County F C C F F
SR 12 1.801 3.213 | Fairfield E B B B* B
SR 12 3.213 5.15 | Suisun City F B B B B
SR 12 5.15 7.7 | Suisun City F B B B** B™
SR 12 7.7 13.625 | Solano County E B B B
SR 12 13.625 20.68 | Solano County F B B B B
SR 12 20.68 26.41 | Rio Vista E E E E** E*
SR 29 0 2.066 | Vallejo E A A A* A*
SR 29 2.066 4.725 | Vallejo E B B B* B*
SR29 4.725 5.955 | Vallejo E C ¢ 1% C*
SR 37 0 6.067 | Vallejo F B C C* c*
SR37 6.067 8.312 | Vallejo E D B B* B*
SR 37 8.312 10.96 | Vallejo F F F F* F*
SR 37 10.96 12.01 | Vallejo F F F F* [
SR 84 0.134 13.772 | Solano County E C C C C
SR 113 0 8.04 | Solano County E B B B B
SR 113 8.04 18.56 | Solano County E B B B B
* LOS taken from STA’s |-80/ 1-680/ 1-780 Corridor Study RED: Roadway at LOS F
** SR 12 MIS 2001 . GREEN: LOS is two levels higher than LOS standard
*** TBD
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2005 CMP System LOS Inventory (continued)

LOS Measurements (PM Peak, Peak Flow)

Roadway

To (PM)

Jurisdiction

xon

Standard

1999 2001

SR 113 19.637 21.24 Dixon F F F e

SR 113 21.24 22.45 Solano County E C C C

SR 128 0 0.754 Solano County E < C C

SR 220 0 3.2 Solano County E C C C

Military East Benicia E el * C

Military West | W. 3rd w. 5% Benicia E B B o A

Air Base Walters Peabody s o hk ek ank P

Parkway Rd Rd Fairfield E

Peabody Road | FF C/L W C/L Solano County E D D E D

Peabody Road | VV C/L California | Vacaville E B A A D
Bella . N . P

Walters Road | Petersen Vista Suisun City E B

Vaca Valley . . .

Parkway 1-80 1-505 Vacaville E C C C C

: Leisure .
Elmira Road Town C/L Vacaville E B B B C
Vanden Road | Peabody .[':izl:e Solano County D e B B B
Mare
Tennessee St | Island 1-80 Vallejo E o Hhx el s
Way

Curtola Lemon . . - rxx as oas

Parkway St Maine St Vallejo E

Mare Island . Tennessee : . . . .

Way Main St St Vallejo F

Peabody Rd at Cement Hill / Vanden Fairfield E o E xx B
Rd

Walters Rd at Air Base Parkway Fairfield E B B ax A
Tennessee Street at Sonoma Blvd Vallejo E D C B B
Curtola Parkway at Sonoma Blvd Vallejo E C C C C
Mare Island Way at Tennessee Street Vallejo F D D B B

*** TBD

* LOS taken from STA’s I-80/ 1-680/ 1-780 Corridor Study
** SR 12 MIS 2001

RED: Roadway at LOS F
GREEN: LOS is two levels higher than LOS standard
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ATTACHMENT B

2005 CMP Capital Improvement Program

Roadway Enhancement Projects
Arterials, Highways, and Freeways (Capacity and Safety Improvements)

25 year

Area Project Total Cost| funds

Adequate Maintenance

. IMTS streets and roads pavement and non-pavement
Countywide |t @ e $43.6 $43.6
) Non MTS streets and roads pavement and non-pavement
Countywide | . once $551.2 $41.0
. Local streets and roads pavement and non-pavement
Countywide | -+ nance $367.8] $367.8
Countywide [Local bridge maintenance $29.9 $29.3
System Efficiency
) SR12 operational and safety improvements east of 1-80, as
Countywide |seen in 2001 SR12 MIS $42.7 $42.7
Countywide {Non-capacity-increasing safety projects $3.0 $3.0
I-80/North Texas Street interchange improvements
. (includes relocation of North Texas Street, new connection
Fairfield between Manuel Campos Parkway and existing bridge, $14.0 $14.0
new eastbound on- and off-ramps and new bridge)
Fairfield SR12 Westbound (Red Top Road) truck lane $10.2 $10.2
) Nut Tree Overcrossing Widening (2 lanes to 4 lanes, left
Vacaville  |turn lane, ramp improvements) $10.0 $10.0

Strategic Expansion

County Green Valley Bridge second span (4 lanes each way) $16.8 $16.8
County American Canyon Road ramp improvements at 1-80 $8.2 $8.2
County, Dixon [I-80 widening west of Meridian to Kidwell (6 to 8 lanes) $60.0 $60.0
County, FF  [SR12 widening west of 1-80 (2 lanes to 4 lanes) $51.0 $51.0

County, Suisun,|SR 12 Long-term capacity and operational improvements $101.7 $0.0
Rio Vista |west of 1-80 to the Rio Vista Bridge (taken from SR12 MIS) ) )
County, Suisun,{SR 12 improvements west of 1-80 to the Rio Vista Bridge $3.3 $3.3
Rio Vista  |(taken from SR12 MIS) : :
County, Valljo SR37 widening from Napa River Bridge to SR29 (2 lanes to
4 lanes)
1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridor Mid and Long-Term
. Improvements (not including transit hubs or park and ride
Countywide lots as identified in the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Major Investment $1,058.1 $94.4

$58.0 $58.0

and Corridor Study).
Countywide [I-80/1-680/5R12 Interchange Improvements (Phase 3) $532.5| $100.0
Countywide |Local interchange and arterial match for Improvements $418.0 $2.0
Countywide |I-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange Improvements (Phase 2) $139.5| $139.5
FF, County [North Connector Project . $68.0 $68.0
FF, W, County [Jepson Parkway (unfinished segments) $101.1 $70.4
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l\/a"ejQ CountyJ5R29/ SR37 Interchange Improvements t $62‘0] $62.0]

Travel Demand Element Projects
Transit (Intercity Bus, Rail, and Ferry Capital and Operating)

25 year
Project Total Cost| funds
Adequate Maintenance
Countywide {Senior and Disabled transit capital and operating $129.2 $0.0
Vallejo Vallejo Transit — transit operating and capital $562.5|  $562.5

improvement program

Strategic Expansion

Commuter Rail Service - Auburn to Oakland (capital and
Countywide |operating funds) with new stations in Fairfield/Vacaville, $113.00 $113.0
Dixon, and Benicia

Countywide [Intercity Bus service and transit hubs (Capital) $78.0 $25.0,
Countywide [Expanded Express bus capital and operating funds $71.8 $71.8
Countywide Construct rail stations and track improvements for Amtrak $40.0) $20.0

Capitol Corridor service from Sacramento to Oakland
Fairfield Transportation Center improvements (Phase 3,

Fairfield 600 parking spaces) $14.5 $14.5
) Fairfield/Vacaville multi-modal rail station for Capitol
Fairfield  |Corridor (Phases 1, 2, and 3) $34.0 $34.0
Vacaville :ga;():avﬂle Intermodal Station (400-space garage, 200 space $9.0 $9.0
Vallejo New Vallejo Ferry Terminal Intermodal Facility $56.0 $46.9
. Vallejo Baylink ferry service capital and operating funds
Vallejo (fifth high-speed boat) $50.0 $50.0
Vallejo Curtola Transit Center Improvements $12.0 $12.0

Alternative Modes (Bicycle, Pedestrian, and various Ridesharing modes)

25 year
Project Total Cost] funds
System Efficiency
Countywide ’Local Bicycle and pedestrian projects l $56.0| $34.0
Strategic Expansion

573



ATTACHMENT C

E.2005 CMP Land Use Analysis Flow Chart

NVTd ADNHIDL

v aredoxd vonsipsunl | cuc.uauzo 109 0sd
ay1 e $IsonbaYy V18 SO ay £q pajerouad sdin
01 9NP PAPAIIXD 2q [liM
SpaRpURIS SO S, JIALD A LIOPON
Jlurenoose o) poutojsad PUBLID(CY [OARL],
aq und urpaporu jeoads eden/ouejoy
POPAAIND e PN
o ey} sisanbas v 1§ ay ), 4 ut
\ 4 10U 5071 10§ PAIUNOMDR
«u@wm.&_v.To 1 ’ asn puey
St SISATRUR 4Oy pasodoud ayy s
OU PUR 10] PAIUNOIOE |
st yoaforxd may ey
HOHMIPSLING AU SWIopI|
Y
R:tcleRlE
0) JudLoa v se 10afoad
aq Aq pareaauad sdun 10y
suouREnIT JudWARIRN |
PUBLID(T [PABT |, -
10J SUOTRPUSLIWOINS
U SIUALLWOD
sayew oyiny

Juauipuawe

ue( ] [eioudr) B

aainbar o (oxd
pasodoxd
S $90(]

:pasn st ssad0ad Supmorjog ay ‘(Y F1CD) woday 1oeduwy jeruatuuoaus]
JBICL B $OAI00L W 1§ AU UdYAy ‘suonruiuudiap Aouafe ajqisuodsal pue
Bunudwiwios 10y ss9001d v oyl spopeaed werdoad SIsAjBuy 9] PUBT S, JIAD YL

WeyD MO[] sisA[euy as() PueT dIND

124
sra






ATTACHMENT D

A copy of the
Draft 2005 Solano Congestion Management Program
has been provided to the Board members
under separate enclosure.

You may request a copy of the
Draft 2005 Solano Congestion Management Program
by contacting the STA at
(707) 424-6075.

Thank you.
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DATE: July 6, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Dan Christians, Assistant Executive Director/Director of Planning
RE: Status of SR 12 Transit Corridor Study

Background:
The STA Board identified the State Route (SR) 12 Transit Corridor Study as a Priority Project to

be conducted during FY 2004-05. The initiation of this study was recommended by various
transportation studies recently completed by the STA. This transit study will also complement
the Rio Vista Transit Study and the Fairfield/Suisun Short Range Transit Plans.

In 2001, the State Route 12 Major Investment Study identified the need for future transit service
(in addition to various recommended short- and long-term corridor improvements) to provide an
alternative mode of travel along the SR 12 corridor from Rio Vista to Fairfield, with connections
to the Capitol Corridor and the Fairfield Transportation Center. The Napa Solano Passenger Rail
Feasibility Study recommended that bus service between Fairfield and Napa County be
implemented initially before any future long-term rail system is considered. Finally, the I-80/I-
680/1-780 Transit Corridor Study and Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan both
recommended that a SR 12 Transit Corridor Study be conducted.

All of these plans and studies assumed that future transit services would be needed to
complement the new roadway improvements being planned to accommodate vehicles, trucks and
buses along the entire corridor including 4-lanes between Fairfield and Napa, four lanes in Rio
Vista and certain safety and operational improvements in each of the three corridor cities as well
as in the unincorporated portions of the corridor between Suisun City and Rio Vista.

Based upon the various STA and local transit studies prepared in the past couple of years and the
projected increase in population, jobs and travel demand along the SR 12 corridor, daily transit
service (at least between Rio Vista-Suisun City-Fairfield-Napa) is anticipated to be needed in the
next three to five years. Currently, there is no daily transit service along the SR 12 corridor
connecting Fairfield and Suisun City to Napa or Rio Vista to Fairfield and Suisun City.

On January 12, 2005, the STA Board authorized the Executive Director to enter into a consultant
contract with Urbitran Associates, Inc. for an amount not to exceed $37,000 to conduct the SR
12 Transit Corridor Study. The study is funded based on commitments of $15,000 from the Napa
County Transportation Planning Agency (NCTPA) and $25,000 in the FY 2004-05 STA Budget.

The SR 12 Transit Corridor Study will include the following major tasks:
1. Stakeholders and Transit Operators Input
2. Proposed Bus Schedule and Phasing Plan
3. Steering Committee and Public Input
4. Implementation Plan, Cost Estimates and Funding Plan
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A Policy Steering Committee consisting of members from the cities of Rio Vista, Suisun City,
and Fairfield, Napa County cities of American Canyon and Napa, Solano County, the Napa
County Transportation Planning Agency (NCTPA), STA and other stakeholders (e.g. Caltrans,
San Joaquin County transit operators and San Joaquin Council of Governments) has been
established to provide oversight on the study. The Steering Committee met on April 7, 2005 and
June 17, 2005 and provided input on the Existing Conditions and draft Preliminary Service plan.
The study is expected to be completed by October 2005.

Discussion:

An Existing Conditions Report and a Preliminary Service Plan have now been completed. The
consultants have also been meeting with stakeholders and compiling information from various
transit studies, short-range transit plans, the Solano Napa Travel Demand Model and other
demographic data sources.

The SR 12 Policy Steering Committee held its first meeting on April 7, 2005. This meeting
included both a session on the prioritized highways improvements planned for SR 12 East and
then a presentation on the SR 12 Transit Corridor Study. The next Steering Committee meeting
was held on June 17, 2005 to provide an opportunity for the committee to provide comments on
the Preliminary Service Plan.

Two public meetings have been held as follows:
e June 27, Napa Airport, 4:30 p.m. to 6:30 p.m.
e June 28, Rio Vista City Hall, 6:00 p.m. to 7:00 p.m.

Staff is also working on setting up a public meeting to be held in the Suisun-Fairfield area, most
likely in mid-September. The date and location have not yet been determined.

Members of the Steering Committee, STA TAC, Transit Consortium and the public have been
invited to attend the public meetings in each of their local communities.

The attached Power Point presentation (Attachment A) prepared for the SR 12 Steering
Committee and the public meetings was shown for input at the last Consortium and TAC
meeting.

After the public meetings are held, the final task will include the development of an
implementation plan, cost estimates and a funding plan. It is expected that the final report will be
drafted by the end of August and presented to the Consortium, TAC and SR 12 Steering
Committee during August-September. The final Plan will then be submitted to the STA Board
and NCTPA Board for their review and approval.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. SR 12 Steering Committee Presentation on SR 12 Transit Corridor Study, June 2005
(to be provided under separate enclosure)
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ATTACHMENT A

A copy of the
SR 12 Transit Corridor Study Presentation
has been provided to the Board members
under separate enclosure.

You may request a copy of the
SR 12 Transit Corridor Study Presentation
by contacting the STA at
(707) 424-6075.

Thank you.
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DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Andrew B. Fremier, Director for Projects

RE: 2006 STIP Fund Estimate, Guidelines and Allocation Plans

Background:
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) under the direction of the

California Transportation Commission (CTC) develops the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) Fund Estimate (FE) biennially under state government
code. The purpose of the estimate is to develop a plan for programming and allocation of
the anticipated state and federal funds over the subsequent five years. The parameters for
the development of the 2006 fund estimate were defined at the May 2005 CTC meeting,
anticipating unreliable fund sources over the duration of the estimate period.

The development of the FE has been complicated by the execution of the Traffic
Congestion Relief Act in 2000. Starting with the FY 2001-02 budget process,
constitutionally secure transportation funds were subverted to support the General Fund.
A series of suspensions and redirection of dollars from the State Highway Account
(SHA) essentially removed the ability to plan and program future transportation projects.
As of FY 2004-05 over $2.1 billion dollars is owed to the Transportation Deferred
Investment Fund (TDIF). The TDIF funds the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF),
Local Streets and Roads, Public Transportation Act (PTA), and the STIP.

Discussion:

Because of the uncertainty of the FE for the 2006 STIP, the CTC has decided to adopt a
two-tiered STIP. The current nomenclature uses Tier 1 to make a conservative and Tier 2
to make a more optimistic series of assumptions, based on current law to develop the FE.
The actual allocation plan will likely be inbetween the two tiers. The assumptions are as
follows:

Tier 1 No Tribal Gaming bonds issued
No Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) transfers
No repayment of outstanding transportation loans
No Spillover revenues

Tier 2 Tribal gaming bonds issued in FY 2005-06
TIF transfer occurs in FY 2006-07 and for the rest of the FE period
TIF transfers from FY’s 2003-04 and 2004-05 are repaid in FY’s
2008-09 and 2009-10
Spillover is transferred in FY 2006-07 and for the rest of the FE
period
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The current estimate for the SHA beginning fund balance is $660 million, of which $340
million is considered a prudent reserve in this FE. Fuel Excise Taxes, Weight Fees and
other State revenues are anticipated to provide approximately $15.3 billion over the life
of this fiscal year. In addition there are several planned transfer requirements totaling
approximately $900 million. The risks associated with the transfer are subject to the
decisions made in funding the Toll Bridge Seismic Program, which is currently projected
to be $2.8 billion over budget. It is currently unlikely that the Tribal Gaming bonds will
be issued this fiscal year. There is additional uncertainty in the FE due to the failure of
the Federal Government to pass the reauthorization bill for the Transportation Equity Act.
This FE assumes current TEALU (House Bill) assumptions.

The current estimate assumes an average of $1.8 billion per year to comply with the
legislated responsibility to maintain the current highway inventory. This is commonly
referred to as the State Highway Operations Protection Program (SHOPP). The
Department’s resources are also taken from the FE prior to additional allocation beyond
the SHOPP. The FE also assumes that the Local Assistance programs will be funded at
the 2004 FE level, which is just over $5 billion, for this FE period.

In order to provide information to the transportation community, two workshops were
held to outline the assumptions, and plan for both the FY 2005-06 FE and allocation plan.
The first workshop was presented to the Executive Directors of the statewide Regional
Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPA), Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO)
and the Congestion Management Agencies (CMA). The second workshop was open to
the public. The purpose was to discuss the assumptions identified above and how they
would translate to allocation plans.

Overall the assumption is that a Tier 1 allocation plan would allow for approximately
$2.5 billion in SHA allocations, and Tier 2 would be $3.2 billion, assuming restoration of
Proposition 42 funds identified in the Governor’s May Revisions. These assumptions
identified the repayment of deferred income due to the transportation accounts, for one
FY only. When the SHOPP, Department, Cash Reserves and Right of Way funds are
considered, the current recommendation from the CTC is to allocate $500 million to the
FY 2005-06 programmed STIP project list, through the September CTC meeting. The
allocation plan would be reassessed at that time.

There has been a criteria plan developed for the STIP and SHOPP allocation that is
recommended as follows;

* Limit allocations to STIP and SHOPP projects programmed in FY 2005-06
SHOPP projects to be identified by the Department, estimated at $1.8 billion
Projects eligible in the Federal TE and PTA programs
Annual STIP allocation for Planning, Programming and Monitoring
Required STIP mitigation requirements from previously allocated STIP
projects
* Projects to match Federal Highway Bridge Replacement and Rehabilitation

(HBRR)

The remaining STIP eligible projects would be allocated on a first-come first-serve basis
up to $500 million or until September 2005 as follows:
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Inter-regional road system projects

Highway/railroad grade separation projects

Projects adding capacity on state highways and local roads with new lanes
Operational improvements to interchanges, intersections, turn signals, etc

The lowest priorities, which are not expected to be allocated based on Tier 2 assumptions
are as follows;
» Local road rehabilitation and reconstruction
Bicycle and pedestrian facilities
Landscaping
Enhancements including soundwalls and signage
Transportation demand management
Reserves not designated for specific projects

The following is a list of the programmed projects in the FY 2005-06 STIP for Solano
County:

Vallejo Ferry Terminal Parking PS&E $1.2 million
Baylink Ferry Maintenance Facility Cons $425k
Fairfield/Vacaville Capitol Corridor Rail Station = PS&E $125k

Bahia Viaduct Track and Bridge Upgrade PAED, PS&E $190k
Benicia Intermodal Transit Station PAED $225k
Solano County TE reserves Cons $1.63 million

MTC and STA staff recommend that project sponsors submit requests for allocations for
programmed STIP projects as soon as practicable.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments:
A. STIP Projects Programmed in FY 2005-06
B. 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program Fund Estimate Assumptions
(provided under separate enclosure)
C. June CTC Workshops and Upcoming STIP and TCRP Allocations
(dated June 24, 2005)

131






ATTACHMENT A

STIP PROJECTS PROGRAMMED IN 2005-06
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($1,000's)

Total

Public Transportation (PTA) 70,541
Transportation Enhancement (TE) 90,405
Planning, programming, & monitoring 11,249
Local roads, bridge rehab 7,934
Interregional roads 649,698
Grade separations 32,957
State highways, widening (RIP) 148,782
State highways, operational (RIP) 56,094
Local roads, capacity 123,908
Local roads, operational 13,410
‘State highways, landscaping 6,985
Local roads, rehabilitation 70,372
Local roads, enhancements (non-TE) 6,077
TDM/ridesharing - 9,595
Reserves, undesignated 3,415
Total 1,301,422

Caltrans

Support Allocation

1,201

51,356
3,900
8,448
6,616

1,131

S oo o

72,652

70,541
89,204
11,249

7,934

598,342
29,057
140,334
49,478
123,908
13,410

5,854
70,372
6,077
9,595
3,415

1,228,770



STIP PROJECTS PROGRAMMED IN 2005-06

California Transportation Commission

Page20f9

($1.000's)
. Project Totals by Component
Caunty Agency Rte| epnollProject Totaljl 0405 05-06 RIW| Coast] E&P| PS&E]consu
Public Transportation, PTA-Eligible
Alameda Union City bus| 2110{{Union City intermodal Station 720 [1] 720 of 720 Q 1) 0
{Fresno - Caltrans rail] 2041 }iFresno Pocket Track, Fig Garden siding (025-79) 11,289 6] 11,289 0] 11,289 a 0 0
{Humboldt Eureka bus{ 2101{{Replace 3 vehicles 692 0 692 [] 692 1] [i] 0
{Humboldt Humboldt TA | bus| 20027]|Vehicle reptacement 261 0 261 Q 2614 0 0 0
{inyo {nyo County bus| 5055|{8 transit buses (04S-26) 125 [] 125 [1] 125 .0 0 0
Kings KCAPTA bus| 8526|}intermodal transfer site improvements (SO)(04S-26) . 400 ] 400 0f . 340 0 60 0
Los Angeles LACMTA rail] 3225 [Light rail vehidles ($6m State only}(025-67) 29,159 0] 29159 0f 29,159 0 1] 0
Madera Caltrans rail| "2025{|Madera, new stafion 130 [] 130 35 9 .0 95 [}
Mono Mono Co bus| 2015]|Bus for Inyo-Mono Transil {045-26) 62 0 62 0 62 ] 0 o}
Monterey MST - | bus{ 1157 |Marina transit station 2,500 0 2,500 0] 2500 0 0 0
Orange OCTA bus| 9507 ]{West Orange Courity bus rapid transit guideway 3573 0 3573 g 0] 3573 0 0
Orange Yorba Linda 9655 || Yorba Linda cc fter rail station 750, 0f - . 750 0 0 [ 750 [
Orange ‘Caltrans raifl] 2026]{Futlerton parking expansion, phase 1 250 0 250 . 0 0 0 250 [i]
‘Orange SCRRA cail] 4436{|Orange Metrolink Station pedestrian overcrossing 3,000 0 3,000 0| 3,000 0 [} 0
Riverside Riverside CTC | gwy| 79D]|{Corona Metrolink station parking structure 1,000 0 1,000 1] 0 0] 1,000 0f
Sac > SacRT rail] 3L50{|W Sac/Davis LRT extension 250 0 250 4] ] 250 [1] [
San Diego SD 108 rail] 7307 |{Mid-Coast Balboa extension 4,000 0 4,000 0 0 0] 4,000 [}
San Joaquin Tracy bus| 2K47]| Tracy downtown mudtimodal station (04S-26) 3,705 0 3,705 0] 3,705 [1] [] 0
Santa Barbara  {Carpinteria bus| 1190}{Bailard Av park and ride 104 0 104 [] 1) 62| 42 0
Solano Vallejo ferry] 2260|{Vallejo ferry inal, parking (025-76) - 1,200 G{ 1200 [} [{] o 1200 0
Solano Vallejo ferry] 2261{]Baylink ferry maint e facility . 425 Q 425 0 425 -a [ 0
Solano Fairfield rail| 6045K || Capitol Corridor raif station, Fairfield (023«80) 125 0 125 [] 0 [i] 125 0
-{Salano CCJPA rail| 6045L {{Bahia viaduct track & bridge upgrade (04S-26) 190 0 190 [} 0 40 150 0
Solano Bernicia rail intermodal transit station, Benicia 225 Q 225 0 0 225 Q 0
Tehama Tetama County| bus| 2226]|Purchase 2 transit vehicles (04S-26) 121 a 121 [] 121 Q 1] O;
Tulare Tulare bus{ 8631]}{Tulare intermodal transit center 1,804 0 1,904 0] 1904] 0 1] 0
Ventura SCRRA rail] 2921 || Metrolink infrastructure replace, upgrade (048 26) 3,300 [ 3,300 of 3300 [(] 0 0
Venlura Caltrans rail] 9877 {|Oxnard station parking improv t 1,081 0 1,081 0] 1,081 [1] ] 0,
70,541 70,541 35| 58684] 4,150 7672
1nt. fonal Road Projects (except Landscapin
Butte Caltrans | 149] 16W|}|Rt 70-Rt 99, 4ane 70,649 0 70649 0] 70,649 [ Q -0
Contra Costa Caltrans 80| 261F{jWB HOV R‘M—Camumez Br phase 1 29,689 _0f 29,689 ~ 0] 24,189 €] 0] 5,500
€l Dorado Cafty -~ 50{ 3209]] 0] 22895 0] 22,895 [ of [1]
IF:resno Caltrans 99] 1530[K 0f 47116 0] 42616 0 0] 4500
Kem Catt 14{ 8010 0] 47817 0] 44,131 0 0| 3,686
{Kem Caltrans 58] 258B{[Mojave Bypass, rebab to relmqutsh (/#258)(04S-26) 2,884 [1] 2,884 0| 2884 [f] 1] [
{Los Angeles Caltrans 134] 2223{|Hollywood Way mterchange Burbank 28113 0] 28113 0] 26,793 0 0] 1320
Madera Caltrans 99{ 5410{|{Fwy conversion, F- d 37454 0] 37454 0] 34,114 0 0] 3340
Merced Calt 99] 5280 [|Fwy conversion, Mission Av interchange 50,187 0] 50,187 0] 47,816 0 o] 2371
Merced Caltrans 99] 5460 {{Fwy conversion, Arena Way-Dwight Way 27,480 0] 27480 0] 25,080 0 0] 2400
Orange Caltrans 5] 978T{|HOV tanes, Rt 91-LA Co Line (grf, incr) 61,330 0] 61330 0f 61,085 0 [1] 245
San Bemardino _ {Caltrans 210] 192K{|Park & ride, required mitigation 100 0 100 [{] 0 0 0 100
San Diego Caltrans 905] 374K{|4-n fwy, Siempre Viva-Britannia (045-59) 58450 0] 58,450 0] 49,201 [} 0{ 9,249
San Luis/Kem Caltrans 41|  452{]WB climbing tane near Ca Line 4,787 0 4,787 0] 4287 0 1] 500
San Mateo Caftrans 101{ 700B{{Auxianes, 3rd Av-Millbrae Av 43,963 0] 43963 0{ 36,963 0 0| 7,000
Sanla Barbara  [Caltians 101 4460|]Santa Maria 6-fane (045-19) 23899 0f 23899 0of 22077 [] 0] 1822
Santa Clara_ . Caltrans 152 70{Rt 152/156 interchange improt ats (04543) 11,395 Of 11,395 0] 9,12 0 0] 2273
Santa Clara SCVTA foc 70{|Rt 152/156 interchange improvements (04S5-43) 55 Q 55 1] [1] 0 55 0
Santa Clara Caltrans 152] 4866 || Truck dlimbing lanes (grf) 1,000 0 1,000 0] 1,000 [] [1] -0
Sonoma Caltrans 101] 770B{Petal operational impro (045-26) 4,000 0 4,000 0{ 3200 [1] [] 800
Sonoma . Caltrans 101{ 789AHHOV lanes, Rt 12-Steele Lane 62,512 0f 62512 0| 57,812 -0 0] 4700
Sutter Caltrans 99]8361A}|4 lanes, Rt 70-Garden Hwy 9,760 Q 9,700 0 8,500 [ 0] 1,200,
Trinity Caltrans 299]  320{|Rocky Pt passing lanes 4223 0 4,223 0{ 3873 0 0 350
649,698 649,698 0[598,2687 0 55{ 51,356
{State Highway Wi emngs {RIP) )
{Los Angeles 60 482R||{Rt 605-Azusa Av, HOV lanes (04S-24) 34,005 0] 34,005 0§ 29,905 Q 0] 4,100
Los Angeles . Ca(trans 138] 3330({Widen at Twin Bridges (02S-93), gif 11,637 0] 11637 0} 11,637 0 [1] 0
|Marin Caltrans 101{ 342L) 4 19,722 0] 19722 0f 19,722 -0 0 0
San Joaquin Caltrans 5] 7213| ¥ 4,028 0 4,028 0f 3378 0 0 650
Santa Crnuz Caltrans 1] S42F||Rt 17/1 conneclor, Stage 18 (36 gif) 41512 0f 41512 0] 41512 0 0 0
Ventura Caltrans 23]1167D {{Widening, Rt 118 to Rt 101 ($10,500 demo) 37,878 0] 37878 0] 34180 0 0] 3698
148,782 148,782 140,334 8,448
‘Grade Separatiogs (RIP)
Orange Caltrans 90 29,457 0 29457 0 25557 @ 0] 3,900
Orange Placentia igsep 3,300 0 3,300 0] 3300 0 0 0,
San Joaquin Lathrop gsep] 3K41]|Lathrop Rd grade separatiovVUPRR (04S-26) 200 0 200 0 0 200 0 0
32,957 32,957 28,857 200 0{ 3,900,
State Highways, Operational (RIP]
Alp-Ama-Cal Caltrans 88| 2497|)Amador, Pine Grove passing lane(04S-26 5636 0 5,636 0f 5,061 [1] 1] 575
Butte Caltrans 99{ 2420{jRoute 39/162 East (Richvale Rd) si 17) 263 0 263 0 263 0 1] 0f
Colusa Caftrans 20| 2928{|Passing tanes, Steer Ditch Br-Sycam 3817 [1] 3817 0 3404 0 [1] 413
6/15/2005



STIP PROJECTS PROGRAMMED IN 2005-06

(%1 000'5)
] Project Totals by Component
{Cauaty Agency Rte| eeno{|Project Totall] 04-05 05-06 RMW| Coast]| E&P] PSBE]consup
|Contra Cosla Caltrans 680 274H]]Aux lane, Danvifle seg 1, San Ramon seg 3 (02S-69 9,172 0 9,172 0} 7622 0 0] 1550
© {Glenn Caitrans 32{ 92B|{Realign roadway in Orand 2,069 0 2,069 0] 1825 [] ] 244
{Lassen Caltrans 395{ 3199{{Sears and Church tuming fanes 270 0 270 [] 270 0 0 0
Mad Calt 99] 5355]|South Madera Gateway Dr interchange (04S-50) 4,152 0 4,152 0] 3652 0 [{] 500
-{Orange Caltrans 5| 2564||Avenida Pico SB off-ramp, aux lane 2135 0 2135 o 1815 0 0 320
{Placer TPA Calftrans 49] 4776||improvs, Rt 80-Dry Creek Rd (loc $1310) 6,155 Q 6,155 of 4915 0 0] 1,240
Sacramento [Caltrans 5] 5794{|TOS el ts, Rt 80-Pocket Rd {04S-26) . 2,700 0 2,700 0] 2,700 0 0 Q
Sacramento Caltrans 80| 8911]{TOS el ts, Rt 50 (Yolo)}-Aubum Bivd (04S-26) 1,625 0 1,625 0] 1625 0 0 0
San Diego Caltrans 805] 625{|Rt 5, 805, 52, 94 TMS: changeable je signs 1,118 0 1118 0 1,018 0 0 100
San Luis Obispo _[Caftrans 41| 301]|Rt 41 W passing lanes, MB-Alascadero (04S-26) 1.508 [} 1508 0] 1240 [1] 0] "268
San Luis Obispo |Caftrans 41| 520{{Route 41/101 Interchange, Atascadero 12,385 0] 12385 0] 11,364 0 0] 1021
Shasta [Caltrans 273] 2369]|Ox Yoke Rd, intersec improvs (State only}{04S-26) 175 [] 175 0 175 [} 0 0
Shasta Caltrans 273] 6651]|Downtown Redding Rt 44 & 273 improvs (02S-86) 2481 ] 2481 0 2,096 0 0 385
Tulare [Caltrans 65] D007}|Rt 65/198 intersection, signals 162 0 162 0 162 [ 0 0
Tulare Caltrans 198] D008 {[Rt 198/245 intersection, signals : 271 0 " of 271 0 of o
' : |
56,094 56,094 49,478 6616
State Highways, Landscaping (RIP § ) :
Tulare Caltrans 99] 6405Y || Prosperity Av interchange, replacement planting 190 0 190 [] 155 0 [1] 35
Fresno Caltrans 180] 89B{|West Phase planting/89A 1,879 0 1879 0] 1379 0 [] 500
Fresno Caftrans 180]  90L{|Rt 168-Fowler Av, planting/#90E ] 3,386 0 3386 0] 2790 0 0 596
tmperial Cait 111]  44Y]]Keystone Rd-Route 78, tandscaping/#44L 1,530 0 1530 0] 1,530 0 0 4]
i i - — _ - -
il ] 6,985 6,985 5,854 1131
. 1l ' .
Local Bridge Rehabilitation (HBRR Match) |{
Monterey Monlerey Co foc] 1152]|Davis Rd, Salfinas River bridge (HBRR)(04S-49) 85 4 85 a 4] [1] 85 Q
Santa Barbara |Goleta = | loc| 1840]|Rt 101 Eliwood overhead, replace (04S-09)(HBRR) 111 of 11 11 [1] 0 0 0
Shasta Redding foc| 2037]{Cypress Av Bridge, HBRR match (04S-31) 4,281 -0 4,281 313] 3968 0 0 0
Tetx Tehama ioc] 2142}|Tehama Av Br, Tehama Si, HBRR (02S-08A) 179 0 179 [(] 179 0 0] 0
Teh " {Tehama County| loc] 2148]j8Bowman, Cattonwood Cr, HBRR (02S-66) 77 [(] 7 Q; .0 20 57 K|
Tetama Tehama County| foc| 2149]]RB-Rawson, Red Bank Cr, HBRR (025-66) 858 0 858 o] &8 [ ol ol
Teh Tehama County] foc| 2183{iLake Cal Dr, bridge 8C-167, HBRR match 150 [1] 150 [] 135 Q 15 [
Teh Tehama County| foc] 2184]IMcCay Rd, bridge 8C-240, HBRR match (025-66) 30 0 30 [:] ] 5 25 o
Tehama Tehama County| loc| 2185|JMcCoy Rd, bridge 8C-250, HBRR match (025-66) 30 1 30 0 0 5 25 [
Trinity Trindy County | loc| 2223||HBRR match, Browns Crk, 5C-130 (045-32) 175 0 175 o 15 0 ol ]
Siskiyou Siskiyou Co toc] 2302}]Ash Creek Bridge, HBRR match (04S-05) 60 Q 60 Q 0 4] 60 [}
Shasta [Stasta County | loc] 2308]|Replace 6 bridges, HBRR match (ext 5-05) 214 214 0 0 214 0 Q o}
Shasta Shasta County | loc] 2308[{Replace 6 bridges, HBRR match (02S-86) 340 Q 340 50 290 0 0 o}
Tehama Tehama County| loc] 2331]{McCoy Rd low-water crossing, HBRR match(025-088) 27, [} 27 Q 0 0 27 [
{Modoc Modoc Co foc{ 2393]ICR 85, Pit River, replace bridge (HBRR) 240 [] 240 0 240 0 0 0]
Sierra Sierra County toc| 1127}{Goodyear's Creek Bridge (HBRR)(04S-40) 195 Q 195 [1] 195 0 a 0
Sierra Sierra County foc] 1129}{Pead St Bridge (HBRR maitch) 173 4] 173 0 173 0 Q 0
{Lake Lake County foc]|3031R |{Meritt Rd Bridge at Kelsey Creek (02S-07) 709 0 709 19 690 0 0 0
1934 214 7.720
Local acity Projects (RIP
Tulare Tulare County foc] 101]]Rd 108, Leland-Caldwell, 4 fanes (025-35) 3,988 0 3,988 2,384 0 0] 1604 0
Tulare Visalia foc| 103[{Caldwell Av, Rt 39-Rt 63, 4 {anes 400 1] 400 4] 0 400 4] 0
Tutare Visalia foc] 105]|Piaza Dr, Rt 198-Goshen, 4 lanes (02S-35) 615 [} 615 Q [ 0 615 0
Tulare Tulare County | loc| 107]|Av 416, Fresno Co-Rd 88, 4 lanes (02S-35) 135 Q 135 0 0 135 0 [i]
San Luis Obispo {Paso Robles toc] 353{]13th St Bridge, widen (State onfy) 750 [1] 750 ] 750 [1] of - 0
Monterey Monterey ioc| 480{|Rt 68 widening near CHOMP 600 0 600 [] 0 0 600 0
San Luis Obispo {San Luis Obispd toc{ 1124}|Orcutt Rd, Duncan-Laurel, widen (04S-26) 530 0 590 [1] 590 0 0 0
San Luks Obispo {San Luis Obispd {oc| 1125}{Santa Barbara St, High-Roundhouse, widen (S/IO)(04S-26) 474 0 474 259 180 0 35 0;
Monterey Salinas toc] 1160}{Sanbom Rd, Abbotl -John, widen {04S-26) 1.000 [] 1,000 0] 1,000 [[] 0 Q
Santa Barbara  {S 8 County foc] 1203{{H { Dr extension, Orcutt - 141 0 141 141 [} 1] 0 [0
Santa Barbara Santa Maria - toc| 1210]|Blosser Rd, Donovan-Cox, widen 1016 0 1,016 0] 19016 0 ] Y]
Santa Barbara__ [Santa Maria toc] 1223{[Blosser Rd, Cox-Taylor, widen (AB 3090 repf) 625 0 625 0 0 625 0 0
Tehama Tehama County| toc]{ 2032{{Flores Av Access Rd (04S-26) 123 K] 123 0 [1] 123 0 [}
Humboldt Arcata {oc| 2071]{Faster Av extension 1o Sunset Av (State only) 231 Q 231 ] af 231 0 [})
{Lassen Lassen County | loc| 2121{|Skyline Rd corridor improt (04S-26) 7211 Q 721 400] 6871 0 0 0
Trinity Trinity County | loc] 2138||E Wville, Rt 299-R(3, new 2-n rd (025-55) 360 0 360 0 0 o] 30|  of
Trinity Trinity County foc ZEHWeaveMue west connedlor, add funding (045—26) 200 1] 200 [1] 0 200 [1] 0}
Kem Bakersfield foc] 3731]|Fairfax Rd interchange, widen 15,000 o] 15000 0] 15,000 0 0 [}
Tulare Tulare County foc| 8682][Caldwell Av, Santa Fe-Orange, 4 lanes 373 0 373 1] 0 373 0 _O_I
Tulare Tulare County | foc] 8683]|Betty De/Riggin Av, Rt 99-Rd 80, widen, realign 127 0 127 0 [} 127 of of
Kem Shafler toc| 8700]{7th Standard Rd, Rt 99-Sta Fe, expwy 1,000 [{] 1,000 0 0 o 1,000 [i] |
{Kem {Kemn County {foc| 8704{]7th Standand Rd, Rt 99-Wings Way, 4dane (04S-26) 2,500 0 2,500, 0f 2500 0 0 0
{Kem * {Bakersfield toc] 8705”W stside Parkway, phase 1 (04S-26) 30,700 0] 30.700{| 6,700{ 20,000: 0 4,000 0
Stanislaus S1anCOG toc| 9797]]Rt 132, Riverside Dr-Empire, widening (02S-120) 9,143 Q 9143 0] 9143 0 0 0
{Stanistaus StarCOG foc| 9797{|Rt 132, Riverside Dr-Empire {oversight) 173 1] 173 [] 173 0 0 0
Placer TPA Placer County | foc| 1109]{New loc rds adj to Rt 49 (State only)(02S-66) 2199 9 2199 0] 2199 [) 0 0
Humboldt {Humboldt Co loc] 2001a{]Otd Arcata Rd/Myttle Av, widen (045-26) 800 [1] 800 800 [} [ 0 0}
San Joagquin |Stockton loc] 3K4S[IH; Lane, Kelly-Thomton, widen 2,000 ] 2000 0{ 2000 Q 0 0]
San Joaquin {Ripon foc| 3K48{|New So Frontage Rd, modify Wilma GC 1,925 0 1925 0] 1,925 Q [1] 0]
Sac ! Citrus Heights foc| 3L08]{Greenback Ln, Aubum-Dewey, widen 5,000 0 5,000 9| 5,000 Q 0 _0{
{Nevada Truckee toc] 3L43{|Rt 89, “Mousehale" grade separation, uliddn’t 498 0 498 [1] 0 498 0 0]
6/15/2005
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Yolo Yolo County toc| 3L47{|Rd 98, Rd 29-Woodland, widen 168 1 168 Q [ 0 0]
Butte BCAG loc| 3075}{Upper Skyway, inskip-Butte Meadows, widen 1,339 0 1,339 0 0 o] 1339 0
Mendocino Mendacino Co | loc]4102P|[Redemeyer Rd, extend to Lk Mendocino Dr (S/0) 150 [1 150 0 0 150 0 a
Tulare Tulare County | foc| 6L11]IRd 80 expwy, Goshen-El Monte Way (025-35) 16,724 0] 16,724] 12417 0 o] 4307 0
Riverside RCTC loc| 92A{|R(91, Adams St-Rt 601215, HOV fanes, design(04S-{ 13,070 6] 13070 0 0 0f 13070 0
Kem Kem County loc{ £0131|7th Standard Rd, Coffee Rd-Rt 99 2,500 0 2,500{] 2,500 0 0 0 0
123,908 123908]] 25,601| 68347| 3.030] 26,930
Local Road Operational Improvements [RIP . .
Tulare Farmersville foc| 108]]Visalia Rd, Stevens-Brundage, ops (045-26) 354 [ 354 240 0 0 114 0.
Santa Crz |Sarta Cruz Co | foc| 930||Graham Hill Rd improvs 205 1 205|] 80 o [ []
San Luis Obispa_|Morro Bay foc| 972{|Roundabout at Rt 1/Quintana/MB Bivd 473 0 473 o 4713 0 0 0
San Luis Obispo {SLO County loc| 986||Halcyon Rd/Hwy 1 improvements 2,000 0 2,000]] o] 2000 0 0 0
San Luis Obispo [SLO County . loc] 1131]|Tank Farm Rd improvemenis 999 " Qa 999 35| 624 30 110 0
San Luis Obispo |SLO County loc| 1132{]Los Berros Rd, Stanton-Pomeroay, {um fanes (S/0) 650 [1] 650 o] 650 0 0 0]
SantaBarbara _ |S B County foc| 1206]|Ortega Hill Rd, Ortega Ridge-Greenwell, improvs 407, 0 407 0 0 129 278 0
San Luis Obispo_ |Paso Robles toc| 1815[|Rt 46 east of 101 operational improvements 400 0 400 [] 0 130] 270 [}
Trinity Trinity County | foc| 2140||Hayfork realign Hyampom Rd (045-32) 437 0 437 0 0 o 437 0
[OCTA foc| 2796]IRt S Culver Drive SB off-ramp widening (045-26) 126 0 126 0 [] o] 126 0]
Tahoe RPA Placer County | foc| 4679]|Rt 28 Kings Beach commerdial core improvements 1,187 0 1,187 [] 0 o] 1187 0
Tudare Tule River TC _{ toc| 8686|[Reservation Rd, Rt 190-Tue Riv tnd Res. improvs (045-26) 419 0 49 0 334 50 35 [4
SanBemardino _|Victorville toc|1173A{|Rt 15 La Mesa/Nisqualli interchange (025-66) . 2,190 0 2,190 0 [] o] 2196 0
{Ptacer TPA Rocklin loc| 1510{|Rt 80 Sierra Coliege interchange {CT oversight)*(043 68 1) 68 0 0 4 24 0
{Ptacer TPA Rocldin loc| 151D}[Rt 80 Sierra College inferchange* {045-26) . 245 0 245 0 0 o] 245 [1]
Butle Paradise toc| 1124]|Clark/Skyway signai (045-26) 607 0 607 o] 607 "0 0 [1]
Orange OCTA 1oc]|2671A]IRt § Oso Parkway SB off-ramp, storage lane (045-26) 1,814 o] 1814 0 0 0| 1814 0
Yolo [Winters toc| 3L46}|Grant/Railroad signalization (045-26) 100 0 100 0 100 0 0 0
Yuba Wheatland loc| 3LS59{]R( 65, signaf and left tum pocket - 398 0 398 5| 288 5| 100 0
Mendodino Ukiah 10c]4092P [|Gabbi St/Orchard Ave intersection improvs (S/0) 131 0 131 of 131 0 0 [}
Mendacino Mendocino Co | 1oc|4101P{|N State St, MP 0.52.3, impro ts (025-65) 200 0 200 0 [1) 0] 200 0]
13410 13410
Local Road Rehabilitation
{inyo Bishop foc 5{|Home St, Rt 168-Sierra, reconstruction (04S-57). 1,082 0 1,082 0| 1082 0 [1] [1
{Monterey Carmel loc] 1005{]Junipero, Ocean-8th, repave, streetscape (025-78) 171 0 171 0 171 0 0 [1]
{Monterey Gorzales loc| 1012]|N Afta St, Gonzales River-River Rd, rehab (S/0) 17 0 17 0 0 0 17 0
{inyo inyo County loc] 1016]|Ed Powers Road, overlay (04S-57) 62 Q 62 0 0 5 571 ¢
inyo County loc| 1022}]Pleasant Valley Dam Road, overlay 468 [] 468 o] 4 5 36 0
In inyo County loc| 1112]|Gill Station-Coso Rd, rehab (045-57) 126 0 126 0 0 0| 126 0
{Monterey Del Rey Oaks | loc| 1146]|Carfton Dr, Hightand-end, resudace (State only) 3 0 g 0 0 0 9 0
{Monterey Del ReyOaks { foc] 1147||Work Av, Rt 218 east 800 ft, resurface (State only) 5 0 5 0 0 0 5 0
{Monterey Marina {oc| 11501]6 locations (mapped), rehab (State onty) 20 0 20{]- [1] 0 0 20 []
{Monterey Morterey Co foc] 1151]|Abbott St, Safinas-Rt 101, rehab (State only}(04549) 170 [1] 170 0 [1] 0 170 0
Monterey [Monterey Co- | loc| 1153[[Hail Rd. Elihom-San Miguel Cyn, rehab (SO}045-49) 3,640 0 3,640 0] 3440 0] 200 0
Morterey Safinas loc| 1159]]E Market, Gamer, Calle Cebuy, Suntise, retiab 993 0 993 0] 993 0 0 0
San Benito Hollister loc| 1187]|Local street rehabilitation, 83 segmerts identified 4,500 0 4,500 0 4,500 0 0 0
Santa Barbara__ |Bueliton toc| - 1189{|Pavement rehab, 7 locations (State only) 393 [] 393 0] 368 0 25 0
Santa Barb Carpinteri: foc] 1192}]Local street rehab, 7 locations (State only) 538 Q 538 0] 538 0 0 0
Santa Barbara___{S 8 County loc| 1199}]Local road rehab, 34 locations 5853 of 5853 0] 5619 15| 219 [i] |
SartaBarbara _ |Guadalupe loc] 1207{{Obispo St, 11th St, rehab (State only) 411 0 411 o] 385 2l 24 0]
Santa Barb {Lompoc loc] 1208{]Local street rehab, 8 focations, 3.7 mi (State only) 1262 0 1,262 0] 1262 0 0 0]
SantaBarbara  {Santa Maria loc| 1211}]N Blosser, S Miller rehab (rescoped)(S/0) 944 0 944 0 811 o] 133/ o
SantaBarbara __|Solvang toc] 1213{{Viborg, Alisal, 1st, 5th, retab (State only) 406 [1] 406 0] 406 0 0 [
Monterey Carme{ {oc| 1224}San Carlos St repaving (025-78) 50 0 50 0 50 0 0 0]
{Moro {#ono County loc| 2003[{Lundy Lake Rd, rehab (045-56) 16 0 16 1 0 0 15 0]
{Mono _{Mono Co foc| 2012{]Owens Gorge Rd rehab (State only)(045-56) 28 0 28 Q 0 28 [] of
{Mono {Mono Co loc| 2020{{Owens River Rd rehab (State only)(04S-56) 36 0 36 0 [] 36 0 L]}
{Mono Mono Co loc| 2021{]Bridgeport tocal street rehab, 15 locs (S/0)(045-56) 64 0 64 0 0 64 0 of
{Plumas {Plumas Courty | foc| 2045[{CR 109, rehab and safety 1,565 1] 1,565 0] 1565 0 0 o}
{Santa Cnzz Santa Crz Co | loc| 2054]|Amesti Rd, PM 2.8-3.0, recon 1,480 0 1,480 0] 1,480 0 0 [}
{Humboldt Arcata loc| 2072{|RR crossings, 16 locations, rehab (State only) 70 9 70 0 70 0 0 [1]
{Humboldt Femdale foc| 2075]]Ocean Ave, Eugene St, reconst (SO)025-66) 27 [] 27 0 [ 0 27 [
{Humboldt Rio Dell loc] 2079]{Wildwood Av, View St, rehab (State only) 651 0 651 el 573 0 78 of
{Humboldt Humboldt Co | foc] 2081f{Union St/Sea Av, reconstructwiden (SO)(AB 872) 159 0 159 0 0] 159 0 [}
{Humboldt Humboldt Co | foc] 2082|{McKinleyville Av, Washn Av, rehab (S/O)(AB 872) 55 0 55 0 [ 0 55 0]
{Humboldt Humboldt Co | loc] 2082[{McKinleyville Av, Washington Av, retiab (S/O) 694 0 694 [ 0 0 []
{Humboldt Humboldt Co loc] 2083]|Maple Crk Rd, rehab (State only) 335 0 335 0] 316 0 19 0
{Humboldt Humboldt Co | foc] 2084{|AlderpointRd, Mattole Rd, rehab (State only) 491 [0 491 of 470 0 21 0
{Humboldt Humboldt Co | foc| 2085{{Walnul Dr (Cutten), retab (State onty) 310 0 310 o] 285 0 25 0]
JHumboldt Humboldt Co | foc| 2086[{Murray Rd, Fieldbrook Rd, rehab (State only) 53 0 53 0 [} 0 53 0
{Humboldt HumboldtCo | toc| 2087|{Hiller Rd, Pickett Rd, rehab (Stale orly) 671 1 67 o] 616 0 55 0
{Humboldt Humboldt Co | foc| 2088 |{Humboldt Hill Rd, rehab (State only) 47 0 47 0 [} 0 47 0
{Humboldt Humboldt Co foc| 2089} Tompkins Hill Rd, Fields Landing Or, rehab (SIO{AB 872) 31 0 31 Q [1] 0 31 6]
{Humboldt Humboldt Co | loc| 2089]{Tompkins Hill Rd, Fields Landing Dr, rehab (S/0) 428 4 428 0] 428 1] 0 [
{Humboldt Humboldt Co | foc| 2090|[Redwood Dr, Redway-Rt 101, retwab (State only) 47 [} 47 0 0 0 47 [0
{Humboldt’ Humboldt Co | {oc| 2091{jindiancla Cutoff, rehab (State only) 20 0 20 0 1] Q 20 of
JHumboldt Humboldt Co foc] 2092[|Azalea Av, Rt 200-Sutter Rd, rehab ( A 572 0 572 0] 506 0 66 1]}
{Humboldt {Humboldt Co foc] 2093{[Central Av (McKinleywille), rehab {State 4 872) 51 0 51 0 [ Q 51 o]
6152005
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Humboldt Humboldt Co loc{ 2093{|Central Av (McKirleyvilte), rehab (State only) 568 0 568 Q 568 Q 0 0
Humboldt Humboldt Co foc] 2094 ||Fieldbrook Rd, Glendale-Squaw Crk, rehab (S/0) 52 0 52 0 0 0 52 0
Tehama [ Tehama loc| 2173{|7 streets, rehab (: 2003) ‘ﬂz 0 17 0 108 -1 8 0
Tehama Red Bluff loc] 2181}{Central Red Bluff, 22 streets, overtay ) . 750 [¢] 750 0 736 1 13 0
Tehama TehamaCounty] loc| 2189{|Chipseal 38.05 mi various rds 361 o 361 0 361 0 0 0
Tehama ~ Tehama County| foc| 2191{|Rd 99W, at Red Bank Creek, over 0.5 mi 108 <] 109 Q 109 [i] 0 0
Siskiyou Yreka toc] 2215]|Greenhom Rdrehab ) . 638 0 638 ] 638 0 Q 0
Trinity Trinity Courty | toc| 2216|{Hyampom Rd, PM0.0-3.5, rehab (045-32) 729 0 729 o] 72 0 0 0
Trinity Trinity County | foc| 2219]]East Side Rd (CR 106), PM0.0-2.8, rehab 615 0 615 o 615 0 0 [i]
Plumas Plumas County | loc] 2232]{Big Creek Rd rock slope pratection (04S-20) 15 0 15 0 0 0 15 0
{Plumas Plumas County | ioc] 2233{{Quincy Jt Rd, pavement rehab (04S-20) 280 4 280 o] 280 0 0 0
{Plumas Plumas County | loc| 2244]{Lake Davis Rd, rehab (04S-20) 415 0 415 0 415 0 of 0
{Piumas |Plumas County | toc| 2253]|Lee Rd, retab (045-20) 260 0 280 0] 280 0 [ 0|
Modoc Madoc Co loc] 2264}|County Rd 1, 3.66 miles, rehab (Stale only) 735 0 735 0 735 [ 0 0
Tehama Corming foc] 2280}iSolano St, Edith-6th, rehab (State only) ] 464 0 464 1] 451 [1] 13 0
Teha Coming foc| 2281{{Saouth Street, 6th-Marguerite, rehab (State onty) 306 0 306 Q0 301 0 S Y
| Siskiyou Dorvis toc| 2282||Main St, Triangle St, State St, rehab (State only) 340 6] 340 8] 340 [ 0 0
| Siskiyou Dunsmuir foc 2285Hj2 ir Av, associated rds, rehab (State only) 100 0 100 10 0 20 70 0
| Siskiyou Etna toc| 2286]|Woodfand Street, rehab (State only) 155 ] 155 0 142! 0 13 0
| Siskiyou Fort Jones toc| 2287]]Newton, Carlock, Don, Allison, retab (State only) 362 [] 362 0] 3277 0 35 [}
Siskiyou Montague loc] 2288{|Prather St, rehab-{State only) : 375 0 375 -0 350 1] 25 0
{Siskdyou Mt Shasta tac| 2289}iRockfellow Or, N Mt Shasta BY, {da St, recon (S/O} 392 0 392 [ 382 0 10 0
Siskiyou Tulelak toc| 2280]|Modoc St, F St, rehab (State only) 350 0 350 0] 325 0 2 0
i Weed foc| 2291|iSiskiyou Wy, Alamo Av, retab (State only) 250 Q 250 [ K] 125 125 1)
Siski Yreka foc| 2292}|Oberlin Rd, Oregon Rd-city fimits, rehab (State only) 386 0 386 0 328 Q 581 0
Siskd: Yreka loc| 2294{|Faidane Rd, Oberlin-city limits, rehab (State only) 640 ] 640 0 595 [1] 45 0]
Siskn Yreka loc] 2296}|15 collector & residential streets, overdays (State only) 50 0 50 0 0 0 50 0,
Siskiyou Yreka toc| 2297 |{4th St, Rose Ln-Miner St, rehab (State only). . S [ 25 1 0 [ P53 0
| Siskiyou_ Yreka foc| 229815 cottectodresidential streets, cape seal (Stale only] 600 [ 600 o 55 o 25 [
| Siskiyou Siskiyou Co loc| 2300{|North Old Stage Rd, overiay (State only) 125 0 125 Q 0| . 75 50 of
Siskiyou Siskiyou Co oc] 2305{{Old Hwy 99, Easy St, overlay {04S-05) -75 o 75 0 o 75 4] []
JPiumas [Plumas Counly | foc| 2342}|Greenville downtown streets, 10 locations, rehab 10 0 10 [ 0 10 0 0
Tehama Tehama County| loc] 2358{|Chip Seals, 18 locations (State only) 363 0 363 0 360 3 [1] [
Plumas Portola oc| 2371{{County Rd A15, reconstruction (045-20) - 1451 - 0 145 0 0 $3 g2 Q0
- JSiskivou. - Ena. ... .. {. loc] 2373][Callahan St, Callahan Rd-city kmits, rehab (State only). 18] 1] 181 [{] 181 0 0 []
Tehama Tehama County| toc] 2378]|Jellys Ferry Bridge replacement (02S-088) 61 [ 61 0 0. 61 [1] 0
Plumas Plumas County | loc| 2392[|Big Creek Rd pavement rehab (045-20) 175 0 175 0 175 0O 0 0
{Mono Manroth Lakes loc| 2509]{Canyon Bl, Tavem, Laurel Mt, Minaré{, rehab 404/ Q 404 Q 404 0 0 0
{Mono th Lakes toc| 2514]|North Main St, Forest Trail-Past Office, rehab (S/0) 58 1] 58 3 1] 7 48 0
{inyo inyo County loc] 3036 |{Stabbell Lane, overlay (045-57) 35 0 35 4 0 5 30 0
finyo tnyo County loc| 5052[Mustang Mesa subdivision resurfacing (045-57) 5 [ 45 0 [ 5 40 0
{inyo tnyo County loc| 5054{|Trona Wildrose Rd reconstruction, phase 2 (04567) 50 0 50 0 [] 5 45 of
{Kings { emoore loc] 8530}{8 locations, overlays & reconstruction (State only) 594 0 594 a 5941 Q 0 o]
{Kings Carcoran loc] 8540[17 tocations, overlay and restripe 1,200 0] 1,200 0| 1200 0 0 of
{Kings Avenal loc] 8588|{Kem St, 7th Av-Union Av, reconstruction (S/0)- 139 0 139 0 122 1] 17 0
Kings [Avenal loc] 8589]iKern St, 7th Av-3cd Av, reconstruction (S/0) -180 0 180 0 158 0 2 ¢
Kings Avenal foc| 8590{|Ventura St, 7th Av-3rd Av, reconstruction (S/O) 176 0 176 0 155 [i] 21 O
Kings Averal toc] 8591{5th Av, Orange St-Rt 33, reconstruction (S/Q) 99 0 99 0 87 0 12 o]
KGngs [Avenal toc| 8592{[Union Av, Kem St-Rt 269, reconstruction (S/0) 262 0 262 Q 230 0 32 9
|ings [Averal loc| 8593]|Fremont S{, 7th St-Union, reconstruction (S/0) 139 [ 139 o 12 [ 17 0
{Kings Avenal loc] 8534} Shasta St, 7th St-Union, reconstruction (SO) 139 0 139 [i] 12 [1) 17 0
A Avenal foc] 8595}|Whitney St, 7th St-Union, reconstruction (S/0) 143 Y] 143 0 126 0 17 0,
’,@s |Avenal foc| 8596{|Dome St, Fresno St-Union, reconstruction {SO) 146 Q 146 0, 128 ] 18 1)
- {Kings Avenal foc{ 8597}i3rd Av, Rt 33-R! 269, reconstruction {State only) 113 ] 13 0 99 0 14 [})
Kings |Avenal foc| 8598{{Orange St, Rt 33-7th Av, reconstruction (S/O) 166 0 166 0 146 1] 20 0,
Tulare Visalia i 8633 |9 street segments, rehab 934 0 934 0 904 0 30 0,
Tulare Porterville loc| 8680{{Henderson Av, Jaye-SJV m xing, rehab 326 0 326 0 295 0 31 0]
Tulare Tulare County toc| 8684[|{Rd 192, Av 200 overpass, retab (State only) 1027 0 1,027 0] 1,027 0 a 0]
Tulare Tutare County | loc] 8685[]6 averpasses of Rt 99, pave rehab (State only) 864 0 864 0] 864 0 0 of
{Madeca Chowchilla loc| 8821 }{Ventura Av, 3rd-9th, reconstruct (Stale only) 230 0 230 o] 201 3 26 [|
{Riverside_ D Hot Springs | loc| __ OL]{Pierson B, rehab pavement 627 0 627 [ [0 o o
Del Norte ICrescent City loc 1024R ||Harding Av, Breen-Northcrest, rehab 150 0 150 0 150 0 0 [1]
Santa Barbara  |Santa Barbara | loc| 11946 {{Local street rehab, 11 locations (State only)(04S-19) 1541 [e] 1,541 0] 1541 0 0 0}
[Humboldt Arcata foc| 20s9p|]K/Alliance, Samoa-Foster, rehab 660 0 660 0 660 0 0 o
{Mariposa Mariposa Co | loc| 2K11}|Darah Rd, Hwy 49 South-Triangle, rehab 415 4 415 o] 4151 o0 0 o]
{Mariposa {Mariposa Co | toc| 2K12||Don Pedro subdiv, mulliple rds, rehab 210 0 210 6] 200 0 0] o
% Davis foc] 2L80{[Pavement rehab, phase 2 600 0 600 o] 600 0 0 0]
Lake Clearlake 1oc{3021P {|Lakeshore, Pearl, Howard, Uh|, rehab (025-43) 360 0 360 0 360 0 Q O
{Gke (ke County foc{3032R |[South Main S, Lakeport-R1 175 ex, retab (045-33) 45 0 45 [1 [ 45 0 [
{Lake {Lake County 1oc{3033R |{Soda Bay Rd, Rt 175 exd-Manning Crk, rehab (04S-3 53 0 53 0 0 53 [1] K|
i Mariposa Co foc{ 3K10{{Ben Hur Rd, PM 23.86-25.93, rehab 20 0 20 0 0 0 2] o
{Mariposa MariposaCo | foc] 3Ki2}{Colorado Rd, PM 10.0-11.0, rehab 313 o 313 o 282 0 31 0]
Mad Maripasa Co | loc] 3K13]{East Westfall Rd, PM 10.0-11.0, rehab 343 0 343 o] 3% 0 17 ]
‘{Mariposa Mariposa Co | loc| 3K14][East Whitiock Rd, PM 19.0-20.27, rehab 15 0 15| 0 0 0 15 of
{Mariposa MariposaCo | loc| 3K16|jHomitos Rd, PM 10.0-18.13, refab 8 0 8 0 [0 [ 8
{Mariposa MariposaCo__ | toc| 3K17]|OId Highway, PM 23.94-24.88, rehab 15 0 15 0 0 0 15 0
{Mariposa MariposaCo | toc| 3K19]|Triangle Rd, PM14.11-15.11, rehab 15 0 15 [ [ 0 15 0
San Joaquin Escalon foc| 3K40}|So McHenry Av, Catherine-Jones, improve/rehab 1,400 0] - 1400 0] 1.400 [ 0 0
San Joaquin Lathrop loc| 3K43{lLauise Av, Rt 5-5th, rehab/widening (State only) 846 0 846 0 846 Q 0 |
San Joaquin Lathrop toc| 3K44{[touise Av, Sth-east limits, rehabiwidenind (S onty) 620 0 620 620 0 0 of 9]
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San Joaquin Stockton toc{3K468 || North Stackton pavement rehab (State only) 4,173 g 4173 08f 4.173] 0 0 0

San Joaquin Ripon foc| 3K47|{Main St, Stockdon St, rehab {State only) 1,102 0 1,102 0f 1,102 0 0 0

San Joaquin Lodi foc| 3KS57 I Stockion St, Kettleman-Century, rehab 741 0 741 ] 741 0 0 0

Yuba Yuba County foc| 3L52}iN Basle Rd, Shad-Griffith, pavement rehab 1,200 0f 1200 6{ 1200 0 0 0

Yuba 'Yuba County loc{ 3LS5 Rd, Ede-Broadway, rehab (State only) 300 ] - 300 0 275 0 25 0

Yuba 'Yuba County loc 3L56h Willow Glen Rd, Marysville-Frenchtown, rehab . 4041 [1] 40 0 0 0. 40 0

Yuba Marysville foc] 3L57]|Huston St, E 19th,_E 18th, rehab 20 Q 20 [e] 0 0 20 0

'Yuba Marysville toc| 3158|{Rideout Way, Hall-Covilaud, rehab 16 0 16, 1] 0 0 16 0

Glenn Glenn County | loc| 3163{|CoRd 27, Co Rd M-Co Rd P, rehab (State orily) 38 0 38 4 0 18 20] 0|
{Gilenn Glenn Courty foc] 3L64}{CoRd 27, Rt 5-Co Rd M, rehab (State only) 29 0 29 0 1] kR 18 [1]]

Mendocino Mendocino Co loc{4074P {{Rail crossing rehab, 3 locations 255 0 255 0 255 0 0 |
{Mendocino Ukiah toc|4077P ||Rail crossing réhab, 4 locations 172 0 ‘172 4] 172 0 0 A@f
’&endocim [F Bragg 1oc]4087P [{Franklin St, reconstruct {045-30) 1,727 0 1,727, o 1727 0 0 o]

‘Mendocino Willits 10c|4088P ||Hally St, rehab, improvements (State only) 427 [¢] 427 o 393 0 34 0
{Mendocino Ukiah {oc|4089P{IRR crossing rehab, 4 locations (State only) 128 ‘0 128 0 112 0 16 0
{Mendocino P( Arena {oc| 4096PJ]L0130 st rehab, improvements, various locs (S/O) 18 - 0 18 4] g [} 18 0

Mendocino Mendocino Co loc) 4098P |{Local road overlay, 6 locations (02S-65) 3646 0 3,646 0f{ 3646 0 1] 0,

70372 70372

Local Projects, Enhancements Not Programmed for TE .

Santa Barbara S B County foc| 1201 Sdloalzonesigns,matkings,near&sd\ools(SO) 400 [1] 400 0 400 "0 0] 0
{Santa Barbara Santa Maria toc| 1212]|School Zone signs, markings, near 19 schodls (SO) 2 0 2 [t] 0 2 [{] o}
{Humboldt Blue Lake loc| 2073{|Ped, bike, roadway imprg ats; downtawn 35 0 35 0 .0 4 31 0
{Humboldt {Humboldt Co loc] 2097{{Myrtle Av, Harris, Hamson, {ucas, stdewalks (S/0) 28 - @ 28 0 0 28 9 0
{Humboldt Humboldt Co loc{ 2098 |iHerrick Av, Elks Lodge-Bay Pait, sidewatks (S/0) 41 0 41 0 0 15 26 0
{lassen Lassen County | loc| 2123[{Skyliie Rd Ext/South, bit y ) 74 0 74 0 74/ 0 0 0

Teh {Red Bluft ioc| 2377{{Tehama Co Bikeways, Rvofpukcmnedim(ﬂzs-oaa) 11 []] 1 [}) 11 0 Q 0,

Mono Mammoth Lakes loc| 2510{{Chateau Rd, Main St, rehab, sid 1256 0 1,256 0{ 1,256 ] 0 0}

Ventura Ventura foc| 3140]|Soundwall, £ Main St-S Hill Rd (State only) 469 ) 469 0 469 0 0 4]

Ventura Thousand Oaks| foc] 3141]Soundwall, Lynn Rd-Wendy Dr {State only) 1,192 0 1,%2 0 1,192 0 0 0]

Tulare Visalia loc| 8688|]Emergency vehicle preemptian, 34 intersections (04S-26) 186 0 186 0 186 0 0 [

Tulare Visalia foc| 8689]|Rt 63 street tree landscaping (025-35) 6] o 60 (4 [ 60 0 o}

Humboldt Humboldt Co {loc| 20s4p]|Walnut Dr; Cypress-Avalon, bike tanes 551] 1] 551 0 551 0 [1] of

JHumboldt T JEureka ~ T | ioc] 20610]] 7th St bike fanies; J-iyrtle (ext 6-02) - - 370 -0 —-370 -0 370 -0 - 8 - 0]
{Santa Barbara __|Carpirteria loc| 223E}|Coast Route Bike Path improvements {045-19) 614 [¢] 614 0 614 [F] 0 1)

‘Mendocino {FtBragg loc| 4086P ] Sidewalis, ramps, 318 curb cuts (State only, non-TE) 25 0 25 a 4] 1] 25 [

Mendogno Ukizh 1oc| 4095P||North State St curb ramps, 2 intersecs (State only) 18 0 8 [ 8 [ S o]

San Bemardino  |Needles tea| 1E]{El Garces station restoration 715 [1] 715 [] 640 K 75 0

San Benito San Juan Bautista | mat| 938 [{CMAQ miatch, bike lane, SJBautista-Rt 101 30 [] 30 Q 30 0 0 0

1l 6,077 6,077
- I

Reserves, Projects Undesignated 1l

San Benito Beaito COG__ | mat] 938}{CMAQ match reserve 30 [] 30 0 30 0 0 0

San Diego {SANDAG mal| 74018 [[RSTP/CMAQ match reserve 440 0 440 0 440 © 0 0 [¢]

San Joaquin Tracy repl ZBHAB 3090 repfacement (Tracy muitimoda station) 2945 [1] 2,945 0f 2945 [} [}] 0

1 3415 3415
1l

TDM{Ridesharin: il
LL_OS Angeles LACMTA tdm| 9003||Rideshare services 4,900 0 4,900 0] 4900 0 Q9 0

Riverside RCTC tdm| 9801 {{Rideshare program 400 1] 400 0 400 0 0 0f

San Benito Benito COG__| tdm| 937 || TDMrideshare 25 0 25 0 5 0 0 0

'San Diego ISANDAG tdm| 7404]|Rideshare TDM program 3,530 0 3,530 0] 3530 0 0 0

San Joaquin SJCOG tdm| 7950{|TOM Ridesharing 167 0 167 0 167 0 0 1]

Santa Barbara  |SBCAG tdm| 1214|[Traffic solutions program maintenance (State only) 250 0 250 [1] 250 0 0 a

Santa Barbara _ {SBCAG tdm]| 1215]| Traffic solutions program enhancement (State onty) 17 0 17 0 17 0 o 0o}

Santa Cnaz SCCRIC tdm| _ 922||Rideshare Program 148 [} 148 9] 148 [ 0 [
{Santa Cnzz SCCRTC tdm| 923}{Highway 1 Freeway Service Patrol 158 0 158 0 158 0 0 0

9,595 9595

Planging, Programming, and Monitading:

Alameda MTC 2100]{Planning, programming, and manitoring 110 0 110 0 110 0 0 0,

Alameda MTC/ACCMA 2179]}Planning, programming, and monitaring 110 0f 110 0 110 [ 1] [}

Alp-Ama-Cal Alpine LTC A1950]|Planning, programming, and monitaring 30 [1] 30 0 30 [1] [1] [i]

Ama-Cal Amador LTC - B1950{{Planning, progrzmming, and monitoring 80 [1] 80 [1] 80 0 0 0

Al Calaveras LTC [C1950{|Ptanning, proc g, and moritoring 85 0 85 0 85 [ 0 0

Contra Costa MTC 2118]|Planning, prog::amming. and monitoring IZ] 0 7 0 7 0 0 Q
{E(Dorado EDCTC 0L14]|Planning, programming, and monitoring 110 [ 110 o] 110 0 0 [
JFresno COFCG 6101 ]|Planning, programming, and monitoring 114 0 114 o 114 0 [ o]
{Glenn Glenn CTC 0L09]|Planning, programeming, and monitoring 22 0 2 Q 22 0 0 1
{Humboidt Humboldt COG 20020 | |Planning, prog g, and monitoring 110 1 110 of 110 0 [ [
{inyo tnyo LTC 1010|{{Planaing, prog g. and monitoring 100 0 100 0 160 Q ) [}
{Kem Kem COG 6003 || Planning, programming, and monitoring 163 0 163 o] 163 [ 0 0

{Kings KCAG 6L04][Ptanning, prog ., and monitoring 50 3 50 a 50 [ 0 [

{Los Angeles LACMTA 9001 {|Planning, prog g, and monitoring 3772 Q 3772 0 3772 0 0 [

{Madera Madera CTC 6105 || Planning, prog g, and monitoring 5 7 0 27 o] 27 4 (] 0f

{Marin {MTC 2127 ||Panning, programming, and monitorig ~ 7 0 17 o 7 0 0 o]
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STIP PROJECTS PROGRAMMED IN 2005-06

{$1,000's)

] il Project Totals by Component
|County |Agency Rte mojlgl’mject Totall| 04-05 05-06 RW| Const|f E&P| PSAE| conSup!
Marin Marin CMA 2127C || Planning, prog ing, and monitoring 24 ] 24 Q 24 0 0 0}

{Mariposa {Mariposa Co 4957{|Planaing, programming, and monitaring 19 0 19 0 19 0 0 0]
{Mendocino {MCOG 4002P || Ptanning, programming, and monitoring 70 0 70 [1] 70 0 0 []
{Merced - MCAG 6960 ||Panning, programming, and monitaring 60 0 60 0 60 0 [ )
{Modoc Modoc CTC 2051 || Planning, programming, and monitoring 54 0 54 0 54 0 0 0
) Moro LTC 2003/{Planning, programming, and monitoring 100 [ 100 6] 100 0 0 [
{Monterey ITAMC - 1165]|Planning, programming, and monitoring ) 400 0 4004 0] 400 0 of of
Napa MTC 2130}{Planning, programming, and monitoring (Kl ) 11 0 11 [] o o
[Nevada __|Nevada CTC 0L83{|Planning, prog ing, and monitoring 85 [] 85 [ 85 0 0 [1]]
Orange OCTA 2132}|Ptanning, programming, and monitaring 1,777 0] 1777 of 1777 0 0 0]
Placer TPA Placer TPA 0L11]{Planning, programming, and monitoring 75 0 75 [1] 75{ [1] 0 o
Plumas Plumas CTC 2057 [|Planning, programming, and monitoring (04S-20) 36 [} 36 0f . 36 0 [1] 0]
Riverside “JRCTC 9603 |[Planning, programmting, and moniloring 953 [] 953 0| 953 0 0 o]
Sacramento SACOG “0L30{[Planning, programming, and monitaring 143 0 143 0] 143 0 o] o
Sari Bemardino  {SANBAG 9811}|Ptanning, programmiing, and monitaring 570 Q 570 [1] 570 0 of  of
San Diego 'SANDAG 7402{|Planning, programming, and monitoring 334 0 334 o] 34 0 0 0
San Francisco IMTC/SFCTA 2007 || Planning, programming, and monitaring 65 [i] 65 0 65 0 0 0
SanFrandsco  |MIC 2131]{Planning, programming, and monitoring 47 0 47 0 47 0 0 0]
San Joaquin SICOG 7952}|Planning, programming, and monitoring 75 0 7 0 75 [ [} 0
San Luis Obispa_|SLOCOG 942||Planaing, programming, and monilaring 420 0 120 o] 120 [ 0 o]
San Mateo _jMTC 2140]|Planning, programming, and monitofing 49 0 49 Q 49 0 0 [1]|
San Mateo SM CICAG 2140A||Planning, programming, and moniloring 67 [ 67 [ 67 [ [ 0
'Santa Clara IMTC 2144]{Ptanning, programming. and monitoring =] 0 29 Q 29 [1] 0 0
Santa Clara MTC/SCVTA ] 2255{|Planning, prog ing, and monitoring 229 [¢] 229 0 229 0 qa [4)
Santa Cruz ISCCRTC 921 |{Planning, programming, and monitoring 77 0 77 0 77 0 0 [}
Sierra " |Siema LTC 01.04{}Planning, programiming, and monitoring 21 Q 21 [} 21 [}] o] o]
Solano MTC 2152{{Planning, prog! ing, and monitoring - 29 0 29 0 29 0 [¢] ‘0
Solano MTC/STA 2263]{Planning, programming, and monitaring 38 Q 38 0 38 [1] 0 0
Sonoma MTC 2156}{ Ptanning, programming, and mohitaring M [1] 41 0 41 0 0 0
Sonoma MTC/SCTA . T70E}{Planning, programming, and monitoring 62 Ki 62 0 62 0 0 0
Stanistaus StanCOG 9953 |{Planning, programming, and monitoring .50 0 50 9 S0 1] [ 0
Sutter SACOG 1153|Planning, programming, and monitoring 13 0 13 0 13 0 0 0]
Tehama Tehama LTC ~2063{|Planning, programmiing, and moritoring 152 0 182 o] 182 [] 0 ]
Tuolumine Tuolumne CTC 452]|Ptanning, programming, and monitoring 71 0 7 [}] 71 ) o] 9]
- {Venlura - . MCTC .. . 9002{Planaing, programming, andmonitoring. . | . 295}° 0] 295 [t] 295 [(] 0 o]
Yolo SACOG 0L37}[Ptanning, prog ing, and moaitoring 27 [1] 27 0 27 0 0 [
Yuba ISACOG 0L41 {|Planning, prog ing, and monitoring o] o 10 0 10 0 0 [¢]
11249 11,249
1,211,017 214{1,210,803]{ 25,636]{949,841] 7,380] 34,657] 71451
138
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STIP Trénsportati‘on Enhancement (TE) Projects Programmed in 2005-06

($1,000's)
Project Totals by Component
County Agency Rte| peno{|Project Bd Totalll 0405 05-06 RW/| Const| E&P| PS&E| RWSup]ConSup)
Caﬂmsﬁ?%g‘ 2 - )

£l Dorado Caltrans .1 50| 3261[Tree planting, Route 50 710 100 610 Y] 560 20 80 10 100
Glenn Calts 32| 92B{|Realign y in Orland, enh elements - 310 ol 310 o] 175 0 92 0 43
Hum/Def Norte | Caltrans te| 4110}|Padific Coast Bike Teadl signs - 80 18 62 0 52, 12 3 3 10
imperial Caltrans te] 519]|Arizana Border Gateway native landscapi 745 143 602 50| 487 10 78 5| 115
Inya Caltrans 395 456(|Eestem Sierra Interagency Visitor Conter, phase 2 400 36] 384 of 329 1| - 3 1 351
Kem Caftrans 58| 3463|[Tree planting, Route 58 1,041 105 936 o] 765 25 80 1| 170]
[Main Caltrans 101] 1063{]Golden Gate Botanical Management Area ~ 300} - 9] 210 o] 170 20 50 20 40]
Mod | Catts 395] 3210 Ntumsscemcbeatﬂdicaﬂon(MS—:iS) 1,000 o] 1000 o] 965 Q 25 ] 10
Placer Caltrans 49| 4778]|Landscaping planting. Route 49 172 30| 142 o] 100 6 24 8 34
| San Diego Caltrans te| _899][San Ysidro bicydle fadility ) 1672 225] 1447 6| 1258 45| 180 a| 180
San Frandisco | Caltrans 1] 1067 ||Water quality enh ts, Route 1 650 75 ¢ o] 525 o 70 5 50,
San Luis Obispo [Caltrans 101] 1804]|Native tree planting, Routes 1and 101 . 675 125] 5§50 o] s00f . s0 70 5 50
Shasta Calteans 44] 3194{|Land; aping plenting, Route 44 230]]. af 230 0| 230 0 0 Q 0
) Caltrans 101] 789A[[Bicydle and pedestrian fagility along Route 101 2344 o] 2344f] 1.000] 1338 0 0 6 []]
Tehama Caltrans | 5| 3195]|Adobe Road interchange fandscaping (RT1F) 40 1 40 0 40 Q [ o o
Tohama Caltrans 5| 3195]{Adobe interchange landscaping (ITIP) 350 20{ 330 o] 280 [] 20 0 50}
Tulare Cattrans 99| 6345]| Tree planting, Route 99 698 63| 635 o] 515 0 63 1 119
Various Cattrans te] 95|/ Archaedlogical site inventory, Distict 6 1877 15] 1862 o| 1.862 of 15 0 0
Various Caltrans te| 2105|[Arch site inventory, Distict 3 1,050 15] 1,035 of 1035 15 0 [} [
Yolo Caltrans 80| 8914 Tree planting, Route 80 . 7o "~ 100] et o] 500 20 80 10| 100
15,054] 1.160] 13.884]| 1.050] 11626]. 204] 964 84] 1,106

1

Alameda Union City te| 2110}]Union City Intermadal Station, TE el 5307 o] 5307 o] 5307 0 0 ol o
Butte Butte County te]3124D | Siyway lookout point (045-35) 151 o] 51 151 ] [ [ C o]
{Butte Orovlle 1e]3124BIRt 70Mantgomery St beauliication (045-35) 358 o] 358 o] 358 0 [ [ o}
Butte {Paradise te|3124C||Pearson Rd p P t (045-35) - 430 o] 430 o] 430 [] 0 [t 9]
Contra Costa. BART 1¢|20258 || Bicydle pawiions, BART statiar: (025-23) I 450 0] 450 o] 416 ] 34 C o]
{ContraCosta___{lafayette te]2025A] +ill Rd, Mt Diatlo-Condit, bikelped inps(025-23) - 1436 o] 1436 0] 1436 [] 0 [} o}
1 Inyo County - te| 2518 JOVRC Laws Raidway Restoration 350 [ 350 8] 342 [1] 0 ] [
Lake Lake County 10]3036A [[Kelseyville walkways, lighting {ext 5-05) Jun06] 6 6] “o 0 Q ) 6 0 of
Lake Lake Couaty te]30368 ]| County fairgrounds sidewalks (04S-33) § 66 [] 66 0 30 ES ) o]
Los te| 3628 || Burbank Teansit Center: landscaping {045-27) - 102 o] 102 102 ] 0 0 o]
3147]|Rt 101 bike tane gap dosure (ext 5-05) Mar-06] 559f] 559 [ i 559 [ [) ) o]

-3153§ Sepdvedaal podesmanmpmnumts(ms-w)-. Feb-06 . 60 60 . ol . 0 o] .60 ) o]

3400]|C: phase 2 (ext 5-05) Dec-05 3 33 ] 0 0 a 33 [ of

3400 Canmuterb!kewmg phusel. 236 of 23 o] 236 ] 0 [ o]

3401 || Whittier Blvd revitalization 933 o] s3 o] 938 0 0 [ o]

3403 {{Arrayo Seco bikeway {ext 5-05) Dec-05, 1245]] 1,245 C 0] 1245 L) [ [) o}

3629 || Stormwater pallution prevention devices (04S-27) 52 0 2 0 52 7] 0 ] Q

3630 f|Catch basin screens in Santa Monica (04S27) 147 [ 147 o] 147 0 [ [) [

3408 ||PE R/W bikeway and ped imp (msos) Dec05 106 106 [ 0 [ o] 106 0 0

3408 PER/Wblkwgand destrian i 1,200 of 1200{] 1200 0 0 0 0 0]

3161fjRt101 fwycro%axﬂuamstphasez(mzn 350 of 350 0 o] 350 [ 0 0

3169 | Angels Wealk, Wilshire Bivd (04S-27) 190 of 1s0 o] 190 [) 0 9 [

3174]]Reuse of Watts station as {ext 5-05) Jun-06! 105 105 0 o] 105 0 0 0 0]

3176]|Pacoima Town Center 399 o] 399 o] 399 0 [} ] 0]

3181 Crescent Blue Line entrance, parking(045-27) 303 o] 303 o] 303 ) 0 0 0

3446 [Sherman Way median, De Sato-Tapanga Cyn (045-27) 191 o] 191 o] 191 1] [ 0 0

3415 ||Moncovia rail depo(!mnsﬂcenter(M&m 822 0 822 0 822 0 0 0 0;

3424{{Playhouse district street 102 o] 102 0 0 o] 102 ] [

Los les Pasadena te uzsl[ammmmw&mwmm 229 of 229 of 229 0 9 0 []
Los es Pasadena te| 3448||North Lincoln Av enh ts (04S-27) 8 [] 8 0 8 [1] [) 0 0
Los Angeles Santa Monica te] 3449}[Pedestrian extensions to D transit maf(04S-27) 1.836 0] 1836 0] 1836 0 [} 0 [
Los es SGV COG te| 3434]|San Gabdel Bivd master plan (045-27) 297 0] 297 0 297 1] 0 0 [}
Los Angeles Whittier te]| 3633][Historic Whitlier Depat {045-27) 99 [] 99 0 99 ) 0 [} [
[ Chowchilla te| A005]]Roberison Bivd streetscape 81 [ 81 0 81 0 0 0 ]
[ Madera te| A0O7[|Gateway & UPRR, bike/ped undercrossing {exdt 5-09 Jun-06 57 4 13 13 0 0 44 0 6]
Madema [ te| A008|{{Lake & “D* Street, bike/ped und ing_ 243 o] 243 o] 243 0 0 0 o]
Mendodi Mendodino Co | 1e]4100P |{Ukiat/Talmage, 4 locations, sidewalis (04S-30) 91 [ 91 30 0 25 36 o] of
Mendocino Point Arena ta| 4060]|Coastal access scenic blkeway (045-30) 578 o] 578 0] 578 Q 0 [] of
Mendacino Witlits te] 40817 ]| Train station rehab, eest bldg 232 o] 232 o] 232 0 0 0 o}
Monterey ML Harbor Dist | te] 1815]|Moss Landing Coastel Trail 304 of 304 o] 304 [ 0 0 o]
Plumes Podala te| 2410} Riverwalk paﬂ-.wgtacdanasgms-zz) ) 30 [] 30 [ [] 30 0 0 0
S Citrus Heights | te] 3008}{Aubum B, Sylvan-Aatelope, enh 1,110 o] 1110 1.110 [] 0 0 0 [}
S t Hk Grove te] 2071}{8lk Grove 8l ent at (ext 6-02) 792 of 792 o] 792 0 [] 0 0
{Sacrameanto Richo Cordova | te| 2066{|Mather Field Rdmsmandsmﬂmszs) 1,010 o] 1010 0] 1010 0 Q ] [)
S: it Sac County te| 2168{|Watt Av, Rt51-Rt 16, ek ¢ 648 o] 648 0 0] 648 [ [ [}
Secramento Sac County te] 2L68[{Watt Av, Rt §1-Rt 16, enhancements, phase2 6352 0] 6352 0] 6352 0 ] 0 0]
S t Sac County te] 3L11][fiorin Rd, Stockton-Elk Grove Fofin, 2300 0] 2300 o] 2300 0 0 of of
S t S t te]| 9426|Tower Bridge pedestrian i nt 3500fl - o] 3500 0] 3500 [ 0 0 of
San Frandisco . |San Frandisco 10 ] 20077 }{ Shared tane pavement mamng bike routes(04S-25 368 0 368 9 368 0 0 0 0]
San Francisco  |San Francisco | 16]2007U}{Merchant Rd bike lane & enh is (045-25) 283 o] 283 ol 270 0 3 0 o]
San Franc Frand: te | 2007V{[Ferry terminal h is (045-25) 400 o] 400 0] 400 0 0 0 of
Frang: San Frand: 1] 2007X]| Rehabiitation of tistoric car #1 (04541) 276 o] 276 o] 27 0 0 0 of
San Frand: Sen Frandi 1e{2007Y]{Pedestran safety and access education (04541) 105 o] - 105 [ 0 6] 105 0 o]
San Francisco San Francisco 16120072 |} Stockton St (umd llshﬁng. ped improvs (04S41) - 5 0 s 0 1] 5 Q 1] o]
San Luis Obispo {Momo Bay te] 973{[Watedront b 549 0] 549 9] s49 1 0 0 o]
San Luis Obispo_|Pismo Beach te] 1109]|F de walkway IV 420 of 42 ol 420 [ 9 0 0
[San Lusis Obispo |San Luis Obispd _te] 1122]|Bike trail. UPRR, Sarnta Rosa-Marsh 325 o] 32 101 0 o] 224 0 [
|San Luis Obispo | SLO County te| 1129{{Bob Jones bike/ped pathway 100 o] 100 0 [ o] 100 Q 0
San Luis Obispo | SLO County te] 1130{]Cambria Main St, enh ts (State only) 275 ol 275 ol 275 Q 0 ) 0
Santa Barbara __{Carpinteria te] 1191{[Carpinteria Bluffs nature pack bike path 15 25 0 25 0 Q 0 25 0 [
PageBof 9 811512005
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STIP Transportation Enhancement (TE) Pro;ects Programmed in 2005-06

Celifornia Transportation Commission

{$1,000's)
il i Project Totals by Componeut
[Couaty Agency Rte] epNo|{Project Totall] 04-05] 0506 RW| Const] E£&P| PSEE]|rRwWSup|cansSup
Santa Barb Carpinteria te] 223€[[Coast Route Bike Path mp:wemmts(us_is) 388 I o] 388 [ [} 0 [
Santa Barbam | Santa Barb te| 1193 CmiﬂoSLCkﬂ'SanAﬂdtas destri y 596 of 59 o] 531 0 65 0 0
Santa Barbara _{Santa Barbara | te] 1195]{Loma Alta Hill sidewalk 100 o] 100 0 [] o] 100 0 o}
Santa Barb Santa Barb te] 1196{|Mission St, Modac-Rt 101, bikeway 3 [0 3 C 0 0 3 0 o]
Santa Clara Santa Clara 10]2255C{| San Tomas Aquino Creek bike trail, reach 3 2,600 o] 2000 o] 2000 ) 0 0 o]
Santa Cruz Santa Cruz Co | te] 1545|[East Cliff Dr bike/ped path 195 6f 195 [) 195 0 0 0 o}
Santa Criz Santa Cruz Ca { te] 1821}[Wilder.Ranch bikeway, Wilder Ranch SP-Laguna Rd 95 Q 95 (] ] [ 95 0 of
Shasta Shasta County { te] 2400}]OId Oregon Trail Conidor bike lanes 430 o] 430 310 1] 0 120 0 o}
Siera Sierra County | te] 3115{[Loganille Scenic Byway Visitar Center 100 o] 100 o] 100 [] [] [ of
Siema Siera County | te] 3116{{Downievilte mountain bike and hiker trailhead 50 [1] 50 1] 50 ) 0 0 0]
Siema Sierra County te] 3117|[Siema Valley Vistor Centers, Siemraville, Calpine Dec-06 5 § 0 Q [1] [ 5 0 0
Siera Sierra County te] 3117/{Sierva Velley Vistor Center, Calpine (045-46) - 40 <] 40 <] 40 Q 0 0f- o
| Siskiyou chC te] 2398A [{ Collier interpretitive and information center (04S-37) 58 0 58 Q 34 0 24 ] [
| Siskiyou Siskiyou Co to] 2405[|take Siskiyou Tredl (045-05) 60 [] 60 [) [ 0 60 Q []
 Tehama Coming te] 2401[|Coming downtown streetscape (045-34) 649 o] 649 [ 619 1 30 [ 0]
“|Tehama Red Blufl te| 2402[|Walnut Street beautification (045-34) | 349 o] 349 -8 325 o] 24 [ []
[Tehama Red Bluff te] 2403{[Pedestrian and bikeway, Reeds Crk, Brickyard Crk 24 0 24 0 ) 0 24 0 of
Tulare Exeter ‘te] DO12{[Exeter d impre (s (04S-15) 50 ] 50 0 q [] 50 (] [}
Tulare {Lindsay te] Dot0{lD destri nts (04S-1 195 ] 195 [] Q a 195 of o]
Tulere Porterville te oo17llponMeucydes:w 39 0 39 0 39 0 [ 0 [1] |
[Tutare Tulare to| DO14]Historic 99 pedestrian improvements (045-15) 75 [ z 0 75 0 ] 0 [}
Tulare Tutare te| 0015]|Tulace o imp nts, phase 1 (04S-15) 200" 0] 200 0 200 [ [} [ [
[Tulare Tutare County | te] DO011{jivanhoe Main St pedestrian improvements (045-15 6 ) € a ] [ 6 ] 0
Tulare Visalia te] DO13[[Packwood Creek bicyde path (04S-15) 461 of 461 461 0 [ 0 0 [
44,790} 2,163] 42627]] 3.384] 38593 1.088] 1725

Pro ed TE Reserves:
Colusa Calusa LTC res| 3123]|TE reserve 267 C 267 o] 267 [} [} 0 [
& Dorado EDCTC res| 3120]|TE reserve 649 o] 649 o] 649 ] [] 0 [
{Fresno COFCG res| BOO2{|TE reserve 1276 0] 1276 0] 1276 0 [] ] o}
lﬂumbddt Humboldt COG| res| 302J|TE reserve 357 of 357 C 357 ] [ 0 o]
tayo Inyo LTC res| 2517]|TE reserve 560 C 560 [ 560 [] 0 o] o]
{Kem [Kem COG ces| E012]|TE reserve 1,670 o] 1670 0] 1,67 0 0 [ o]
i KCAG res| CO02J{TE resarve 719 il 719 [ 71 [] 0 C [ ]
Lake Lake CCAPC | res| 3036]|TE reserve 2] C 2 C 2 0 0 C of
Lassen Lassen LTC res| 2395]|TE ceserve 227, [ 227 of 227 [ 0 [ of
Marin Mrc res|21278{{TE resérve ™~ A “1.005H - -Of- 1,005} - O - 1,005 0 .} -9 -9
Orange ocTA res| 2134{|TE reserve 7.085 o] 7.085 o] 7.085 0 0 0| 91
San Benito [San Beaita COG res| 1830]{TE reserve 342 s 2 0] 342 Q 0 0] . ©
San Bemardino |SANBAG res| 1111]|TE reserve 9,138 0| 9,13¢ 0| 9,138 [ 0 ] o}
San [SANDAG res| 7421 TE(eseNe(CMS-zB) 2,493 of 2493 o] 2.493 ] [ 0 of
{Solano MTC res|5152A]| TE reserve 1,629 o] 1629 o] 1629 [ 0 0 of
| Stanistaus StanCOG res|  19|[TE reserve 924 o] 924 o] 924 [] ] [) of
Tulare Tutare CAG res| DOO6{ TE reserve (04S-15) 221 Q 221 ] 221 0 0 ] o}
Tud Tuo CTC| res| 20| TE reserve 297 o] 297 o] 297 0 9 o] o]
Ventura VCTC ros| 3565{{ TE reserve 1,700 0 1700 0| 1700 Q [} a ]

30,561 30,561 30.561
TOTAL TE PROGRAMMED 90405]] 3323 87,082]] 4.434] 80.780] 1312] 2689 84 1.1@;
140
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ATTACHMENT B

A copy of the
2006 STIP Fund Estimate Assumptions
has been provided to the Board members
under separate enclosure.

- You may request a copy of the
2006 STIP Fund Estimate Assumptions

by contacting the STA at
(707) 424-6075.

Thank you.

141



ATTACHMENT C

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
M T ' TRANSPORTATION 0! Eighth Swecc
S o Oakland, CA 94607-4700
: COMMISSION Tel: 510.464.7700

TDD/TTY:510.464.7769
Fax: 510.464.7848

JUN 24 2005

Memorandum
TO: CMA Directors DATE: June 24, 2005

FR: Alix Bockelman

RE: June CTC Workshops and Upcoming STIP and TCRP Allocations

- The CTC held two workshops in June to further discuss 1) FY 2005-06 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) and Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) allocations, 2)
changes to the 2006 STIP Guidelines to include project eligibility standards based on
performance measures and, 3) development of the two-tiered 2006 STIP. I have provxded a
summary of the items below. .

Over the past several weeks, MTC has met with CTC staff to discuss allocation priorities, 2006
STIP Guidelines, and the development of the 2006 STIP. With input from CMAs and Caltrans,
we will continue to communicate the region’s priorities and attempt to maximize allocations over
the next several months.

FY 2005-06 Allocations
With the proposed restoration of Proposition 42 funding to transportation in FY 2005-06, the

CTC is preparing to resume allocations in the STIP and TCRP programs. No significant
allocations have occurred in the STIP and TCRP programs since June 2003 and December 2002
respectively. We anticipate allocations in both programs at the J uly CTC meeting.

STIP Allocations .

" The CTC has proposed an allocation plan that would fully allocate FY 2005-06 programming in -
the following areas: public transportation account eligible projects, transportation enhancement
projects, planning, programming and monitoring activities, and local bridge rehabilitation
- projects. In‘addition, the allocation plan would also make $500 million available through
September 2005, on a first come — first served basis, for capacity increasing and operational
improvements on highways and local roads. The CTC indicated it will not be allocating funds to
projects programmed beyond FY 2005-06 even if ready to proceed to construction. Attachment
A lists STIP projects programmed in FY 2005-06 by three categories: 1) the off-the-top funding
- priorities; 2) certain allocations if requested; and 3) projects subject to the September $500
million cap or future funds as available.

Within the third category, MTC is working with the CTC, Caltrans and the Congestion
Management Agencies (CMAs) to capture over $120 million of the $500 million of the first
come — first served category for four projects: U.S. 101 Carpool Lanes from Route 12 to Steele
Lane in Sonoma County, U.S. 101 Carpool Lanes Gap Closure in Central San Rafael in Marin
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County, I-80 Westbound Carpool Lanes from Route 4 to.the Carquinez Bridge in Contra Costa
County, and I-680 Auxiliary Lanes at Bolhnger Canyon and Sycamore Valley Roads in Contra
Costa County.

It is our understanding that up to $350 million of the $500 million will be allocated in July and

- additional requests statewide will continue in August and September. After September 2005, the
CTC will reevaluate the allocation plan. As seen in Attachment A, there are additional high
priority projects in the region that will be ready for an allocation in early 2006, should additional
funds up to the roughly $1 billion available be released. .

- TCRP Allocations
For the TCRP program, the CTC has proposed an allocation plan that would allocate up to $968
million ($678 million from the Proposition 42 transfer and $290 million from the Tribal Gaming
Bond proceeds if the bonds are sold). Caltrans identified $1.6 billion in TCRP allocation néeds
for FY 2005-06. The CTC may choose to prioritize ready-to-award construction above project
development and right-of-way activities. If this is the case, TCRP allocations in the MTC region
would total approximately $27 million, including U.S. 101 Carpool Lanes from Route 12 to
. Steele Lane in Sonoma County, U.S. 101 Carpool Lanes Gap Closure in Central San Rafael in
Marin County, and improvements in the Altamont Commuter Express corridor. Based on
discussions with BART staff, there may be an additional request for $11 million submitted. Note
that the Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) has submitted a $170 million
-allocation request for desxgn work on the BART Extension to San Jose.

Based on the CTC s current proposal, the region will receive less than 3% of TCRP allocations
in FY 2005-06. We need to continue advocating for TCRP allocations for project development
and right-of-way activities that will provide future economic stimulus and improved goods
movement. Allocations for project development will also pressure the legislature to complete the
entire TCRP funding commitment. - Attachment 2 provides a FY 2005-06 allocation schedule by
“phase for the region’s unallocated TCRP projects. This information was complled by MTC
based on information gathered from project sponsors over the past month.

Performance Measures in the 2006 STIP

The CTC has proposed changes to the STIP guidelines that would incorporate performance
measures into the project selection process. According to the proposal, performance measures
would be applied to new projects greater than $50 million or 25% of a county’s available share.
" MTC staff is working with the CTC on methods of applying the performance measures, focusing
on applying the measures at the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) level with a pilot at the
project level. MTC has prepared a letter to send to CTC Chair Tavaglione on this subject.

2006 STIP Development

Due to continued uncertainty surrounding transportation revenues, the CTC plans to proceed with
a two-tiered 2006 STIP. Tier 1 would be a conservative estimate providing a certain level of
confidence in programming capacity with revenues derived from stable sources only, including
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- state excise fuel tax, weight fees, and federal revenues. Tier 2 would be more optimistic but
based on current law, including TIF transfers, TCRF loan repayments, and TDIF repayments, and
spillover revenues to the Public Transportation Account. CTC staff estimated that the overall
difference between the two tiers is $5.7 billion. The difference between the two- tiers, in STIP

programming capacity, might be between $3 and $4 billion.

. In termss of preparing for the two-tier STIP, based on the limited direction so far, MTC will likely

gather project information for Tier 2 — the optimistic option — only and ask for a respreading
proposal for Tier 1 from the counties. Tier 2 would be viewed as the preferred RTIP and we
would have a regional dialogue about how to respread projects for Tier 1. For programming in
the TIP, MTC will assess the financial capacity of other fund sources to amend projects into the
TIP up to Tier 2 levels. The challenge will be in providing the most flexibility should Tier 2
revenues materialize without jeopardizing TIP conformity and financial constraint should
funding levels be at Tier 1 in a given year.

We will continue to communicate our allocation strategies and funding needs to the CTC. We

welcome your feedback and suggestions as we move into a period of allocations again. There is
“much pent up demand in the region and throughout the state, and we want to work as a team to

maximize the region’s share of funding. Please direct questions and comments to me at 510-464-

7850 or abockelman@mtc.ca.gov.
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DATE: July 1, 2005

TO: STA Board

FROM: Andrew Fremier, Director of Projects
RE: Highway Project Updates

Background:
Highway projects in Solano County are funded from a variety of Federal, State and local

fund sources. The current budget contains funding for previously allocated Traffic
Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) projects. The California Transportation Commission
(CTC) is drafting the 2006 Fund Estimate and the Fiscal Year (FY) 2005-06 allocation plan.
It is anticipated that there will be substantial funding for State Highway Operation Protection
Program (SHOPP) projects, as well as a limited opportunity for State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) projects.

Discussion:
The following provides an update to the highway projects in Solano County:

1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange
North Connector
Jepson Parkway
Highway 37/29
Highway 12 (Jameson Canyon and 12/29 Interchange)
Highway 12 Barrier Rail
I-80 Median Barrier
Ready to List SHOPP Projects
a. SR 113 Downtown Dixon
b. Sol 680 Shoulder Widening
c. Sol 80 Vertical Drainage Shaft
d. Sol Removal of Trees
9. Minor Contracts

NN B W=

I-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange: The Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA/ED)
is funded with $8.1 million from the TCRP. In a letter written to Caltrans on June 1, 2005
the STA requested that they produce a Project Initiation Document for the Truck Scales
Relocation, and to subsequently amend the 2006 SHOPP to include a programmed project for
the relocation of the facility. This action would allow for design work to commence on the
relocation of the Truck Scales in connection with the work associated with the interchange
improvements. The STA has not received a response from Caltrans to date. The draft
purpose and need statement has been circulated. The current schedule anticipates completion
of the PA/ED phase of this project to be in the Spring of 2008.
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North Connector: This project proposes roadway improvements that would reduce
congestion and improve mobility for local residents north of the I-80 between Highway 12
west and Highway 12 East at Abernathy. The PA/ED is funded with $2.7 million from the
TCRP. The project Draft Environmental Assessment and Environmental Impact Report
(EA/EIR) as well as the Draft Project Report has been circulated internally to project
sponsors and to Caltrans. Comments have been received and are being incorporated into the
report. Preliminary cost estimates are being reviewed. The anticipated circulation of the
Draft EA/EIR is in the fall of this year and the final EA/EIR should be released in the winter
of FY 2005/-006.

Jepson Parkway: The Walters Road Widening in Suisun City had the ribbon cutting and art
‘dedication ceremony on May 6, 2005. The Leisure Town Overcrossing is in the midst of
construction with the span of one half of the structure almost complete, and utilities are now
being laid within the structure. The project is on schedule, with completion date planned for
July 2006. The remainder of the Parkway work continues to be on the Draft Environmental
Impact Report, circulation is planned for late August of 2005, and a goal of completion of the
Final report is anticipated by December 2006.

Highway 37/29: These two projects are nearing completion. The widening of White Slough
to a 4 lane freeway is over 98% complete and in the punch list stage. The Interchange
project is 95% complete. The bridges are all finished, there is still final paving for the west
end approach and ramps, as well as the conform paving on the east end to be completed.
Barrier rail, electrical, traffic signals and local street rehabilitation are remaining. The
resident engineer anticipates a traffic switch in early September of this year. There is a
tentative date for a ribbon cutting of August 11, 2005. The STA is working closely with
Caltrans on the ribbon cutting event, and has recommended an event that coincides with the
traffic switch, as much as is practicable.

Highway 12 (Jameson Canyon and 12/29 Interchange): Caltrans is currently the lead on the
PAED phase of the project to widen the Jameson Canyon to four lanes and median barrier.
Caltrans estimates that this phase of the project will be completed by the end of 2006. The
environmental document will cover both the Jameson Canyon and 12/29 Interchange. The
current project estimate for the project is approximately $115 million for Right of Way,
Design and Construction.

Highway 12 Barrier Rail: This is a SHOPP project currently advertised with a Bid Opening
Date scheduled for later this summer. The Engineer’s estimate is $2.6 million. The project
limits are in Fairfield, on SR 12 from I-80 to Pennsylvania Avenue. The project will take
approximately 9 months construction time to complete. The scope of the work is to dig out
the median, replace with asphalt concrete and approximately 1% miles of type 60 concrete
barrier. The work is delineated to be done behind temporary rail, with no detours through the
local streets.

Highway 80 Median Barrier Project: This is a SHOPP project that was awarded on January
14, 2005, to DeSilva Gates Construction for approximately $10 million. The project limits
are from West Texas Road in Fairfield to Pedrick Road in Dixon, and from Putah Creek to
the Yolo County line near Davis. The project repairs existing guardrail, places new Thrie
Beam Barrier rail and eliminates cable barrier with anchored k-rail along both sides of the
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median. The project preserves the existing oleanders in the median. The project places Thrie
Beam Barrier north of Milk Farm to the county line. The project is scheduled to be
completed in August of this year.

Ready to List SHOPP Contracts:

SR 113 (Downtown Dixon): This long-awaited SHOPP project will rehabilitate SR 113 from
East Chestnut to H Street. The engineer’s estimate for the project is approximately $2.4
million. It is anticipated that this project should get an allocation at the August CTC
meeting.

Sol-680 Shoulder Widening: This project is programmed in the SHOPP with an Engineer’s
Estimate of approximately $9 million. The project limits are from the Benicia Arsenal
Viaduct to the I-80/I-680/SR 12 Interchange. The scope of the project is to widen the
shoulders from 2 to 3 meters on the main line and widen ramp shoulders to 2.4 meters. There
will also be roadway rehabilitation and drainage work. There is a Bay Conservation District
Commission permit outstanding. This project should be advertised by the end of the calendar
year.

Sol-80 Vertical Drainage Shaft: This project is programmed in the SHOPP with an
Engineer’s Estimate of approximately $8 million. The project is a second drainage shaft,
with radial horizontal drains to dewater the area and stabilize the landslide west of Red Top.
The drainage facility will be located on the shoulder of eastbound I-80. The project is
currently on the July CTC agenda, and is expected to be awarded by the end of the calendar
year.

Sol/Napa/Marin Various Remove Diseased and Dead Trees throughout the three counties:
This project will prune and/or remove trees based on safety considerations related to
diseased, dead, and structurally weakened trees as determined by independent certified
arborists. All the trees are within the Caltrans right of way. There are approximately 900
trees located throughout the county on I-80, I-780 and I-505. Caltrans has been in touch with
the local entities to coordinate the activities, and plan for public outreach. It is anticipated
that this contract will begin late in this calendar year. It is not known when the work would
be performed in Solano due to the 3 county area covered by this project.

Minor Contracts:

Highway 80 Oliver Rd. Signal: This is a minor contract, bids were opened June 21, 2005.
There were at least 3 bidders and the preliminary apparent low bidder is Ghilotti Brother’s
Construction for approximately $484k and 10% below the engineer’s estimate. The work

consists of removal of some concrete islands and sidewalk and improvement of the signal

system. There are planned local street closures and detours set up in the local area.

Highway 29 near Maritime Academy Drive: This minor contract was awarded on March 29,
2005 to Bay Cities Paving, for approximately $800k. The project is in the City of Vallejo
and consists of minor road widening, re-pavement and landscaping on Sonoma Blvd. and
Sandy Beach Drive. The project work should take approximately 6 months, and contains a
one year plant establishment period.

150



Highway 80 near Davis at Putah Creek: This minor contract was awarded on May 12, 2005
to American Civil Constructors/West Coast Bridge for approximately $300k. The scope of
the work is minor asphalt paving and joint seal repair on the westbound Putah River Bridge.
The work is expected to take three to four months to complete.

Minor B’s (less than $100k): There are three “Minor B” contracts scheduled for this fiscal
year. All are on I-505 and involve minor pavement repair, shoulder repair and portland
cement concrete slab replacement.

Recommendation:
Informational.
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DATE: July 6, 2005
TO: STA Board
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant
RE: Funding Opportunities Summary

The following funding opportunities will be available to STA member agencies during the
next few months. Also attached are summary fact sheets for each program. Please distribute
this information to appropriate departments within your jurisdiction.

Fund Source Application Available From Application Due

San Francisco Bay Trail Grant | Maureen Gaffney, Bay Trail Open until all funds are

Program (510) 464-7909 allocated
Safe Routes to Transit (SR2T) Amber Crabbe, TALC
Program (510) 740-3105 July 29, 2005

152




5MTa

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

San Francisco Bay Trail Grant Program

The application period is open until all funds are allocated

DATE: July 6, 2005
TO: STA Board
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the San Francisco Bay Trail Grant Program is intended to assist
jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer
questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project
applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: Cities, counties, special districts, state government agencies, federal
government agencies, land trusts, non-profit organizations are
eligible to apply.

Program Description: This is a grant program to aid in trail planning and construction

projects that complete gaps in the Bay Trail.

Funding Available: $3,800,000 is available from Proposition 40 to fund projects that
complete the Bay Trail. There is no minimum or maximum grant.
Previous grants range from $14,000 to $500,000.

Eligible Projects: Maximize development of new trail miles by:
e Planning Studies
e Trail Design Work
* Feasibility Studies
¢  Construction of new Bay Trail Segments and associated

amenities (50% match is competitive for construction)
Previously awarded Solano Projects:
¢ Benicia State Recreation Area Bay Trail ($100,000)
¢ Solano Countywide Trails Plan ($46,000)
* Mitigation projects and permit work are not eligible. Projects
funded under this grant must be able to demonstrate that all
proposed work will be completed by no later than June 30, 2007.

Funding Contact: Maureen Gaffney, Bay Trail, (510) 464-7909

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075
sshelton@sta-snci.com
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Solano Cransportation dhotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Safe Routes to Transit (SR2T) Program

Applications due July 29, 2005

DATE: July 6, 2005
TO: STA Board
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Safe Routes to Transit (SR2T) Program is intended to assist jurisdictions plan
projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer questions regarding this
funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors:  Public agencies, who may partner with nonprofits or other organizations.

Program Description: This program promotes planning and constructing bike and pedestrian access
improvements near transit facilities.

Funding Available: $4 million will be allocated by 2-year cycles on a competitive grant basis
from Regional Measure 2 funds ($20 million available over the next 35
years). The minimum reward for planning is $25,000 and $100,000 for
construction. The recommended maximum request is $1.5 million for
construction and $100,000 for planning per sponsoring agency.

Eligible Projects: « Secure bicycle storage at transit stations/stops/pods
« Safety enhancements for ped/bike station access to transit
stations/stops/pods
« Removal of ped/bike barriers near transit stations
« System wide transit enhancements to accommodate bicyclists or

pedestrians
Projects should have a “bridge nexus,” meaning that SR2T projects should reduce
congestion on one or more state toll bridges by facilitating walking or bicycling to
transit services or City CarShare pods. System wide improvements are strongly
encouraged.

Further Details: http://www.transcoalition.org/c/bikeped/bikeped saferoutes.html

Program Contact Person: Amber Crabbe, (510) 740-3105, amber@transcoalition.org

STA Contact Person: Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner, (707) 424-6014
rguerrero(@sta-snci.com
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