ST a

Solano Cranspottation Authotity
Qne Harbor Center, Suite 130 MEETING NOTICE
Suisun City, California 94585

Area Code 707
424-6075 o Fax 424-6074

May 10, 2006

STA Board Meeting

Suisun City Hall Council Chambers
701 Civic Center Drive

Members: Suisun City, CA

Benicia

Dixon 5:30 P.M. Closed Session

Fairfield 6:00 P.M. Regular Meeting
Rio Vista

Solano County MISSION STATEMENT - SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
Suisun City To improve the quality of life in Solano County by delivering transportation

xaﬁa‘ville system projects to ensure mobility, travel safety, and economic vitality.
allejo

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:
PERSONNEL CLOSED SESSION pursuant to California Government Code
Section 54957 et seq.; Executive Director Performance Review/

IL. CALL TO ORDER - CONFIRM QUORUM Chair Augustine
(6:00 — 6:05 p.m.)

III. 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, Clerk of the Board, at 707.424.6008 during regular business hours, at least 24 hours prior to the time of the
meeting.

2006 STA BOARD MEMBERS
Len Augustine Anthony Intintoli Steve Messina Mary Ann Courville Harry Price Jim Spering Ed Woodruff John Silva
Chair Vice Chair

City of Vacaville City of Vallejo City of Benicia ~ City of Dixon City of Fairfield City of Suisun City City of Rio Vista County of Solano

2006 STA BOARD ALTERNATES
Steve Wilkins Gary Cloutier Alan Schwartzman Gil Vega Jack Batson Mike Segala Ron Jones John Vasquez




VI

VIL

VIIL

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

COMMENTS FROM STAFF, CALTRANS AND MTC
(6:15—-6:25 p.m.)

A. Caltrans Report
1. Update on I-80 and Highway 12 SHOPP Projects
and Benicia Bridge Retrofit Project

B. MTC Report

C. STA Report
1. Bike to Work Week — May 15-19, 2006

CONSENT CALENDAR
Recommendation:
Approve the following consent items in one motion.

Daryl K. Halls

Doanh Nguyen,
Caltrans

Anna McLaughlin

(Note: Items under consent calendar may be removed for separate discussion.)

(6:25-6:30 p.m.)

A. STA Board Minutes of April 12, 2006
Recommendation:
Approve minutes of April 12, 2006.
Pg.7

B. Review Draft TAC Minutes of April 26, 2006
Recommendation:
Receive and file.
Pg. 13

C. Updated STA Board Meeting Schedule for Calendar Year

2006
Recommendation:
Informational.
Pg. 21

D.  FY 2005-06 3" Quarter Budget Report
Recommendation:
Review and file.
Pg. 25

E Local Transportation Development Act (TDA) and Gas
Tax Contributions for FY 2006-07
Recommendation.:
Informational.
Pg. 29

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

Susan Furtado

Susan Furtado



FY 2006-07 STA/YSAQMD Clean Air Fund Applications
Recommendation:

Support STA/YSAQMD Clean Air Application Review
Committee’s funding recommendations for F'Y 2006-07.

Pg. 37

FY 2006-07 BAAQMD Transportation Fund for Clean Air
(TFCA) Program Manager Funds
Recommendation:
Approve a resolution for FY 2006-07 BAAQMD TFCA
Program Manager funding in the following amounts for each
project:
1. $17,000 for Allied Waste Service’s (franchised hauler
for City of Benicia) vehicle retrofit;
2. 825,000 for Benicia’s Shuttle Bus Service: Vallejo
Ferry to Benicia’s Industrial Park;
3. 878,000 for Fairfield’s Solano Bikeway Extension-
McGary Road project; and
4. 8195,000 for Solano Napa Commuter Information
Program’s Rideshare Activities.
Pg. 39

Funding Agreement Between the Solano Transportation
Authority City of Rio Vista for the State Route 12 Re-
Alignment/Rio Vista Bridge Study

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to execute a funding
agreement between Solano Transportation Authority and the
City of Rio Vista for a 8362,000 to fund the State Route 12
Re-Alignment/Rio Vista Bridge Study.

Pg. 47

Adjustments to the 2006 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP)

Recommendation:

Approve the programming of 84.000M in 2006 STIP PTA
funds to the Vallejo Ferry Terminal, Parking and $2.000M in
2006 STIP PTA funds to the Capital Corridor Rail Station,
Fairfield/Vacaville as part of a revised 2006 STIP for Solano
County and to replace the $6 million in STIP funds projected
to be removed by the CTC.

Pg. 55

Robert Guerrero

Robert Guerrero

Janet Adams

Janet Adams



IX.

XI.

ACTION ITEMS - FINANCIAL

A.

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

Recommendation:

Approve the FY 2006-07 STAF project list and preliminary
FY 2007-08 project list.

(6:30 — 6:40 p.m.) — Pg. 95

ACTION ITEMS - NON-FINANCIAL

A.

STA Priority Projects/Overall Work Plan for FY 2006-07
and FY 2007-08

Recommendation:

Adopt STA’s Overall Work Plan for FY 2006-07 and FY
2007-08.

(6:40 — 6:50 p.m.) — Pg. 99

State Transit Assistance Funding (STAF) and Proposition
42 Transit Funding Policy Impact

Recommendation:

Authorize the STA Chair to send a letter to MTC supporting
the recommendations outlined on Attachment B concerning
Sfuture population-based STAF funds distribution and the
STAF Prop. 42 increment.

(6:50 — 6:55 p.m.) — Pg. 121

Legislative Update — May 2006

Recommendation:

Adopt a support position on SB 1812 (Runner) pertaining to
Caltran’s participation in a federal surface transportation
project delivery pilot program.

(6:55-7:00 p.m.) — Pg. 141

INFORMATION ITEMS

(No Discussion Necessary)

A.

Bike to Work Week — May 15-19, 2006
Informational
Pg. 155

Solano Napa Travel Demand Model (Phase 2 Transit)
Informational
Pg. 157

Elizabeth Richards

Janet Adams

Elizabeth Richards

Jayne Bauer

Anna McLaughlin

Dan Christians



XII.

XIII.

C. Status of Congestion Management Program (CMP)

Consistency Review of Recently Submitted Development

Informational
Pg. 161

D. I-80/Capitol Corridor Smarter Growth Study and

Association of Bay Area Government (ABAG)’s Focusing

Our Vision

Informational
Pg. 165

E. Update on Implementation of Disadvantaged Business

Enterprise (DBE) Program

Informational
Pg. 179

F. Funding Opportunities Summary
Informational
Pg. 189

BOARD MEMBERS COMMENTS

ADJOURNMENT
The next regular meeting of the STA Board is scheduled for

Dan Christians

Dan Christians

Janet Adams

Sam Shelton

Wednesday, June 14, 2006, 6:00 p.m., Suisun City Hall Council Chambers.
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Agenda Item VI
May 10, 2006

STa

Solano Cransportation Audhotity

MEMORANDUM

DATE: May 3, 2006

TO: STA Board

FROM: Daryl K. Halls

RE: Executive Director’s Report — May 2006

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.

Safe Routes to Schools Presentations Kick Off in Benicia and At Solano College

On May 2™, the STA presented its initial public presentation of the Safe Routes to
Schools Program at the Benicia City Council. The following evening, the STA presented
the program to the Solano Community College Board of Trustees. Over the course of the
next two months, the STA is scheduled to provide a total of 18 informational
presentations to each of the school districts, city councils, and Board of Supervisors. As
part of this initial outreach process, both a Steering Committee and Technical Advisory
Committee are being formed to develop the goals, objectives and criteria for the Safe
Routes to Schools Program.

STA Overall Work Program Features 42 Projects, Plans and Programs *

At the Board meeting, staff will present the STA’s Overall Work Program for FY
2006/07 and 2007/08 for adoption by the STA Board. Once adopted, this will guide the
STA’s staff and Board endeavors and the pursuit and allocation of resources. Staff is in
the process of identifying the necessary resources to successfully implement the 42
projects, plans and programs identified in this Overall Work Plan for the STA.

STA Reprograms 2006 STIP to Protect Solano County’s Funding

Recently, the California Transportation Commission (CTC) revised the 2006 State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and deprogrammed or cut funding for
numerous highway programs throughout California and the Bay Area, including two
projects in Solano County totaling $6 million, due to a lack of State Highway Account
funds. In an effort to protect Solano County’s share of programming of STIP, staff is
recommending the STA Board approve reprogramming these funds to two other priority
projects, the Vallejo Station and Fairfield/Vacaville Rail Station which are eligible to
receive STIP PTA funds which are available for programming. This action will serve to
protect Solano County’s programming in the 2006 STIP.




Executive Director’s Memo
May 3, 2006
Page 2

STA to Recommend Funding Allocations for Two Sources of TFCA Funds *
Staff has included with this Board agenda the list of projects recommended to receive
Transportation for Clean Air Funds for both the Bay Area and Yolo Solano Air Districts.

STA and Transit Operators Identify Priorities for STAF funds *

The STA has been working diligently with Solano County’s transit operators to refine
and improve intercity and countywide paratransit services and to identify the tasks and
priorities to implement these priorities. Due to some carryover funds, Solano County has
received a higher amount of the funding for FY 2006/07 and staff and the Transit
Consortium are recommending some strategic investments in Solano County Intercity
Transit Service that will help better streamline the service to make it more efficient and
cost-effective and to transition several routes between operators. A series of
recommendations pertaining to a new Intercity Funding agreement are scheduled to be
presented to the Board in June.

PPM Legislation (AB 2538) Clears Initial Legislative Hurdle

In April, the Assembly Transportation Committee approved AB 2538 (Wolk) on an 11 to
2 vote. The STA is continuing to co-sponsor this critical project development legislation
in partnership with the Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) and the Orange
County Transportation Authority (OCTA). The next stop for the bill is Assembly
Appropriations on May 17, 2006.

City of Dixon, CCJPB and STA Celebrate Opening of Dixon Intermodal Station
On Saturday, May 6, members of the STA Board and staff are scheduled to join the City
of Dixon and Capitol Corridors Joint Powers Board (CCJPB) to celebrate the opening of
the new Dixon Intermodal Station.

STA Budget Stays on Track *

Susan Furtado has prepared the STA’s 3 Quarter Budget Update for FY 2005/06 which
shows the STA expenditures staying within the parameters of the adopted FY 2005/06
budget and revenues continuing to keep pace with budgeted expenditures.

STA Hosts Open House

I want to thank the nine STA Board members and alternates and the public for taking the
time to attend the STA’s open house on May 3™. All of the STA staff worked hard to
clean up our offices and to prepare informational displays on the STA’s various projects,
plans and programs.

Attachment:
A. STA Acronyms List



sSTa

Solano Cranspottation Authotity

A CRONYMS

ATTACHMENT A

LIST

ABAG
ADA
AVA
APDE
AQMD
BAAQMD
BABC
BAC
BCDC
BT&H
CALTRANS
CARB
CCCTA
CEQA
CHP
CIP
CMA
CMAQ
CcMP

CNG
CTA
CTC
CTEP
CTP
DBE

DOT

EIR

EIS

EPA
FHWA
FTA
GARVEE
GIS

HIP

ISTEA
ITIP

ITS
JARC
JPA
LS&R
LTA
LEV
LIFT
LOS
LTF
MIS
Mou
MPO
MTC

MTS
NEPA
NCTPA
NHS
OoTS
PCC
PCRP

PDT

Association of Bay Area Governments
American with Disabilities Act

Abandoned Vehicle Abatement

Advanced Project Development Element (STIP)
Air Quality Management Plan

Bay Area Air Quality Management District

Bay Area Bicycle Coalition

Bicycle Advisory Committee

Bay Conservation and Development Commission
Business, Transportation & Housing Agency
California Department of Transportation
California Air Resource Board

Central Contra Costa Transportation Authority
California Environmental Quality Act

California Highway Patrol

Capital Improvement Program

Congestion Management Agency

Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Congestion Management Program

Compressed Natural Gas

County Transportation Authority
California Transportation Commission
County Transportation Expenditure Plan
Comprehensive Transportation Plan
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise

Federal Department of Transportation
Environmental Impact Report
Environmental Impact Statement
Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Highway Administration

Federal Transit Administration

Grant Anticipation Revenue Vehicle
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

Joint Powers Agreement

Local Streets and Roads

Local Transportation Funds

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

Pedestrian Advisory Committee

Paratransit Coordinating Council

Planning and Congestion Relief Program
Project Development Support
Project Delivery Team

PMP
PMS
PMS
PNR
POP
PSR
PTAC
RABA
REPEG
RFP
RFQ
RRP
RTEP
RTIP
RTMC
RTP
RTPA
SACOG
SAFETEA-LU

SCTA
SHOPP
SJCOG
SNCI
SOV
SMAQMD

SP&R
SR2S
SR2T
SRITP
SRTP
STA

WCCCTAC

YSAQMD
ZEV

Pavement Management Program

Pavement Management System

Pavement Management System

Park and Ride

Program of Projects

Project Study Report

Partnership Technical Advisory Committee (MTC)
Revenue Alignment Budget Authority

Regional Environmental Public Education Group
Request for Proposal

Request for Qualification

Regional Rideshare Program

Regional Transit Expansion Policy

Regional Transportation Improvement Program
Regional Transit Marketing Committee

Regional Transportation Plan

Regional Transportation Planning Agency
Sacramento Area Council of Governments

Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation
Equity Act

Sonoma County Transportation Authority

State Highway Operations and Protection Program
San Joaquin Council of Governments

Solano Napa Commuter Information

Single Occupant Vehicle

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management
District :
State Planning and Research

Safe Routes to School

Safe Routes to Transit

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

Transportation Demand Management
Transportation Enhancement Activity
Transportation Efficiency Act for the 21% Century
Transportation for Clean Air Funds
Transportation Improvement Program
Transportation for Livable Communities
Transportation Management Association
Transportation Management Technical Advisory
Committee

Traffic Operation System

Trails Advisory Committee

Transportation Systems Management
Urbanized Area

Valley Transportation Authority (Santa Clara)
Welfare to Work

West Contra Costa County Transportation Advisory
Committee

Yolo/Solano Air Quality Management District
Zero Emission Vehicle

Updated by: JMasiclat
8/15/05
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Agenda Item VIII
May 10, 2006

s1Ta

Solano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: May 1, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Clerk of the Board
RE: Consent Calendar Summary
(Any consent calendar item may be pulled for discussion)
Recommendation:

The STA Board approve the following attached consent items:

moQwp

T o

—

STA Board Minutes of April 12,2006

Review Draft TAC Minutes of April 26, 2006

STA Board Meeting Schedule for Calendar Year 2006

FY 2005-06 3™ Quarter Budget Report

Contract Amendment No. 7 for Transit and Funding Consultant - Nancy Whelan
Consulting

Transportation Development Act (TDA) and Gas Tax Contributions FY 2006-07
FY 2006-07 STA/YSAQMD Clean Air Fund Applications

FY 2006-07 BAAQMD Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program
Manager Funds

Funding Agreement Between the Solano Transportation Authority City of Rio Vista
for the State Route 12 Re-Alignment/Rio Vista Bridge Study

Adjustments to the 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)
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Agenda Item VIILA
May 10, 2006

S1a

Solano Cransportation Authotity

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
Minutes for Meeting of

April 12,2006

CALL TO ORDER

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

confirmed.

MEMBERS
PRESENT:

MEMBERS
ABSENT:

STAFF
PRESENT:

Len Augustine (Chair)
Anthony Intintoli (Vice Chair)
Steve Messina

Mary Ann Courville

Harry Price

Ed Woodruff

Jim Spering

John Silva

None.

Daryl K. Halls
Charles Lamoree
Johanna Masiclat
Dan Christians

Janet Adams
Elizabeth Richards

Susan Furtado
Jayne Bauer

Robert Guerrero
Sam Shelton

City of Vacaville
City of Vallejo
City of Benicia
City of Dixon

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

Executive Director

Legal Counsel

Clerk of the Board

Assist. Executive Director/
Director of Planning
Director of Projects
Director of Transit and
Rideshare Services
Financial Analyst/Accountant
Marketing and Legislative
Program Manager
Associate Planner
Planning Assistant



ALSO
PRESENT:

Vice Mayor Alan Schwartzman

Benicia City Council

Mike Duncan City of Fairfield

Al De Silva City of Suisun City
John Duane City of Suisun City
Gian Aggarwal City of Vacaville

Gary Leach City of Vallejo

Nicolas Endrawos Caltrans District 4
Barry Eberling The Daily Republic
Jason Massad The Vacaville Reporter

II. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
II1. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

On a motion by Member Messina, and a second by Member Price, 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:
»  STA Board Visits Washington D.C.
= Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) Presentations to Begin in April/May 2006
= Highway Corridor Operational Policy
* Adoption of Updated Accounting Policies and Procedures Manual
= STA Staff Updates

VI COMMENTS FROM STAFF, CALTRANS AND MTC

A. Caltrans Report:
Nicolas Endrawos, Caltrans District 4 Project Manager, provided a status report
on the I-80 Repaving and the Red Top Slide projects.

B. MTC Report:
None reported.

C. STA Report:
1. Chair Augustine provided a summary of the STA’s Federal Legislative
Trip to Washington, D.C. on April 3-6, 2006.
2. Janet Adams provided a status report of the 2006 SHOPP.



VIL CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Member Spering, and a second by Member Silva, the staff
recommendations for consent calendar items A through G were unanimously approved
as amended.

A. Amended - STA Board Minutes of March 8, 2006
Recommendation:
Approve STA Board minutes of March 8, 2006.

B. Review Draft TAC Minutes of March 29, 2006
Recommendation:
Receive and file.

C. STA Board Meeting Schedule for Calendar Year 2006
Recommendation:
Informational.

D. STA Accounting Policy and Procedures Manual Update
Recommendation:
Approve and adopt STA Accounting Policies and Procedures Manual Update as
presented in Attachment A.

E. STA Co-Sponsorship of Countywide Planning Commissioner Training
Seminar
Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to provide up to a maximum of $2,700 of T-
PLUS funds to co-sponsor the “Role of the Planning Commissioner,” seminar to
be held on Saturday, April 29, 2006.

F. Appointments to STA/YSAQMD Clean Air Fund Application Review
Committee
Recommendation:
Appoint Len Augustine and Mary Ann Courville (or the suggested STA Board
Alternates if either of the recommended STA Board Members are not able to
service on the committee) as the STA Board members from the YSAQMD area
to participate in the STA/YSAQMD Clean Air Application Review Committee.

G. Contract Amendment #5 — The Ferguson Group for Federal Legislative
Advocacy
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to approve Contract Amendment #5
with the Ferguson Group, LLC, for federal legislative advocacy services
through March 31, 2007 at a cost not to exceed $86,000.




2. Authorize the Executive Director to forward letters to the Cities of
Fairfield, Vacaville and Vallejo requesting their continued participation,
not to exceed $21,500 each, in the partnership to provide federal advocacy
services in pursuit of federal funding for the STA’s four priority projects.

3. The expenditure of an amount not to exceed $21,500 to cover the STA’s -
contribution for this contract.

VIII. ACTION ITEMS: NON FINANCIAL

A.

Development of Highway Corridor Operation Policies

Janet Adams provided an overview outlining the need to develop operational
policy(s) with stakeholders that will agree on roles and responsibilities of each
agency relating to long term planning, corridor management, and visual impact.
She also indicated that the STA is proposing to seek funding from the
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) to hire a consultant to develop
the policy in conjunction with the STA, local agencies, and Caltrans. She added
that the Transit Consortium and the STA TAC concurred with the proposed
recommendation.

Board Comments:
The STA Board members stated their support for proactive corridor planning and
support for the proposed recommendation.

Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to:
1. Refine the purpose and goals of the Highway Corridor Operat10na1
Policy(s) with the TAC.
2. Seek funding from MTC to retain a consultant to develop Highway
Corridor Operational Policy(s).

On a motion by Member Price, and a second by Member Messina, the staff
recommendation was unanimously approved.

IX. INFORMATION ITEMS

A.

Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Study Public Input Process and Steering
Committee Appointments

Janet Adams highlighted and outlined the extensive SR2S public input process
split into three major phases: 1) City Council & School District Board
presentations; 2) Community Task Force meetings; and 3) City Council, School
District Board, and STA Board adoption of the SR2S Study. She added that a
SR2S Steering Committee, comprised of eight (8) members along with STA staff
and consultant will help create these goals, objectives, and criteria which will be
recommended to the STA TAC in May or June 2006 and they will recommend -
the goals, objectives, and criteria to the STA Board in June or July 2006.

10



XL

XII.

Board Comments:
Members Courville, Price, and Woodruff provided input and expressed their full
support of the study.

Legislative Update — April 2006

Jayne Bauer highlighted the specific benefits of AB 2538 and announced its
first hearing in Sacramento is scheduled at 1:00 p.m. on April 24, 2006. She
also thanked and commended the STA Board for their hard work and support
throughout their visit in Washington, D.C.

Board Comments:
Members of the Board addressed their gratitude to the STA staff for putting
together a very successful trip to Washington, D.C.

(No Discussion)

C.

D.

L.

J.

Lifeline Transportation Funding Program
Final Business Plan for the Capitol Corridor
Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) Update
Contracts Status Report:
1. Jepson Parkway
2. North Connector
3. 1-80 HOV Lanes (Red Top to Air Base Parkway)
4. 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange
5. Project Management Services

Local Projects Delivery Update

MTC Routine Accommodation of Bicyclists and Pedestrians in the
Bay Area

California Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP)

Funding Opportunities Summary

BOARD MEMBER COMMENTS:
Chair Augustine announced STA’s Open House to be held on Wednesday, May 3,

2006.

ADJOURNMENT

The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 7:05 p.m. The next regular meeting of the
STA Board is scheduled at 6:00 p.m., Wednesday, May 10, 2006 at the Suisun City
Hall Council Chambers.

11



Attested By:

/et /06

Johafna'Masiclat
Clerk of the Board
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Agenda Item VIILB
Mayl10, 2006

S1Ta

Solano Cransportation Audhotity

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
DRAFT
Minutes of the meeting
April 26, 2006

CALL TO ORDER

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: Michel Throne City of Benicia
Royce Cunningham City of Dixon
Charlie Beck City of Fairfield
Brent Salmi City of Rio Vista
Nick Lozano City of Suisun City
Dale Pfeiffer City of Vacaville
Gary Leach City of Vallejo
Paul Wiese County of Solano
Others Present: Mike Duncan City of Fairfield
Gene Cortright City of Fairfield
Gian Aggarwal City of Vacaville
Dan Christians City of Vacaville
- Daryl Halls STA
Janet Adams STA
Elizabeth Richards STA/SNCI
Anna McLaughlin STA/SNCI
Jayne Bauer STA
Sam Shelton STA
Johanna Masiclat STA
APPROVAL OF AGENDA

On a motion by Michael Throne, and a second by Charlie Beck, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the agenda.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

None presented.
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IV.  REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF

Caltrans: None presented.
MTC: None presented.
STA: Janet Adams announced STA’s Open House scheduled at 12 noon on

Wednesday, May 3, 2006.

Daryl Halls acknowledged Paul Wiese for the article he wrote to the
Vacaville Reporter regarding Measure H.

Other: Michael Duncan, City of Fairfield, announced the next MTC Local

Streets and Roads Committee meeting to be held on May 18, 2006.

V. CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Michael Throne, and a second by Gary Leach, the STA TAC
unanimously approved Consent Calendar Items A through K with the exception to
table Item G., Unmet Transit Needs Comments and Responses for FY 2006-07, until
the next meeting in May.

Recommendations:

A.

Minutes of the TAC Meeting of March 29, 2006
Recommendation:
Approve minutes of March 29, 2006.

STA Board Meeting Highlights of April 12,2006
Informational

STIA Board Meeting Highlights of April 12,2006
Informational

STA 2006 Board Meeting Calendar Update
Informational

Funding Opportunities Summary

Informational

STA Priority Projects/Overall Work Plan for FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08
Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt STA’s Overall Work
Plan for FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08.
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Unmet Transit Needs Comments and Responses for FY 2006-07
Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board:
1. To approve the coordinated response to the FY 2006-07 Unmet Transit
Needs issues;
2. To authorize the Executive Director to submit the response to MTC.

Solano Napa Travel Demand Model (Phase 2 Transit)
Informational

Status of Congestion Management Program (CMP) Consistency Review of
Recently Submitted Development Projects
Informational

Bike to Work Week May 15 - 19, 2006
Informational

FY 2005-06 Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program
Manager Funds
Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve FY 2006-07 TFCA
funding in the following amounts for each project:
1. $17,000 for Allied Waste Service’s (franchised hauler for City of
Benicia) vehicle retrofit;
2. $25,000 for Benicia’s Shuttle Bus Service: Vallejo Ferry to Benicia’s
Industrial Park;
3. $78,000 for Fairfield’s Solano Bikeway Extension- McGary Road
project; and
4. $195,000 for Solano Napa Commuter Information Program’s Rideshare
Activities.

VI. ACTION ITEMS

A.

Adopted 2006 State Highway Operations and Protection Program and the
Pending 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)

Janet Adams reviewed the approved 2006 SHOPP FY 2006-07 through FY
2009-10, which contained changes from the Draft 2006 SHOPP. She specified
the primary importance of the I-80 $41 million rehabilitation project being
programmed in FY 2009-10. She explained in detail the recommendation to the
STA Board to approve the programming of $4M in 2006 STIP PTA funds to
the Vallejo Ferry Terminal, Parking, and $2M in 2006 STIP PTA funds to the
Capitol Corridor Rail Station, Fairfield/Vacaville as part of a revised 2006 STIP
for Solano and to replace the $6 million in STIP highway funds projected to be
removed by the CTC.
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Recommendation:

Recommend to the STA Board to approve the programming of $4.000M in
2006 STIP PTA funds to the Vallejo Ferry Terminal, Parking and $2.000M in
2006 STIP PTA funds to the Capital Corridor Rail Station, Fairfield/Vacaville
as part of a revised 2006 STIP for Solano County and to replace the $6 million
in STIP highway funds projected to be removed by the CTC.

On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Brent Salmi, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

Intercity Transit Funding Agreement Proposal

Elizabeth Richards provided a summary of the draft Intercity Transit Funding
proposal for FY 2006-07, which addresses a near-term consistent cost-sharing
methodology and coordinated services changes. She stated that the third
principle (long-term) concerning cost-shanng issues would need to be
continued into FY 2006-07.

Mike Duncan, City of Fairfield, requested to correct the draft proposal to the
Intercity Transit Cost-Sharing Funding Agreement for FY 2006-07 under
Fairfield’s issue to state “Operate services that meet the needs of Fairfield and
Suisun residents within financial operating parameters.”

Recommend that the STA Board approve the following:
1. The recommendations outlined in Attachment C.
2. Authorize the Executive Director to develop an Intercity Transit
Funding agreement based on the recommendations outlined in
Attachment C.

On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Michael Throne, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation as amended.

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

Elizabeth Richards outlined the increase in STAF funds available for
programming in FY 2006-07, which is estimated at $1,175,475. She added that
a further increase from Prop. 42 allocations were received in the middle of FY
2005-06 in the amount of $259,510 and was not programmed and included in
the carryover for FY 2006-07. She stated that STA staff has worked with MTC
staff to refine the carryover amount to identify any locally programmed funds
that were not yet claimed or accounted for.

Recommendation:
Recommend the STA Board approve the FY 2006-07 STAF project list and
preliminary FY 2007-08 project list.

On a motion by Gian Aggarwal, and a second by Michael Throne, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.
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State Transit Assistance Funding (STAF) and Proposition 42 Transit Funding
Policy Impact

Elizabeth Richards summarized STA’s position on MTC’s proposal to allocate
funding for FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08. She stated that MTC is proposing to
distribute FY 2006-07 STAF funds according to existing population-based policy,
which STA supports. Elizabeth continued by stating that for FY 2007-08, MTC
proposes to retain the Prop. 42 increment in full for regional programs such as
implementation of the RM 2 Transit Connectivity Study, in which STA proposed that
the FY 2007-08 Prop. 42 increment be distributed according to STA population-
based policy as well.

Recommendation:

Recommend to the STA Board to authorize the STA Chair to sign a letter advocating
the significant issues outlined on Attachment B concerning future population-based
STAF funds distribution and the STAF Prop. 42 increment.

On a motion by Royce Cunningham, and a second by Michael Throne, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

MTC Routine Accommodations of Bicyclist and Pedestrians in the Bay Area
Dan Christians requested to continue this item until the next meeting in May.

Recommendation:
Forward the following recommendations to the STA Board:

1. Support MTC’s recommendations for the Routine Accommodations of
Bicyclists and Pedestrians if they either provide more flexibility or do not
restrict the amount, percentage or use of potential bicycle and pedestrian
project funding as stated in Recommendation number 4.

2. Support MTC’s decision to delegate 100% of the allocation of Regional
Bicycle/Pedestrian funds to the CMAs.

On a motion by Michael Throne, and a second by Charlie Beck, the STA TAC
unanimously approved to continue this item until the next meeting in May.

Legislative Update — April 2006

Jayne Bauer provided an update to state and federal legislation bills that pertain
directly to transportation related issues. She stated that SB 1812 (Runner) would
allow California to participate with four other states in a three-year federal pilot
program which will ultimately speed delivery of needed transportation projects by
120-180 days without weakening environmental protection. She also announced that
the “STA April 2006 Fiscal Year 2007 Federal Appropriations Requests” brochures
were distributed for information.

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt a support position on SB 1812
(Runner) pertaining to California’s participation in a federal surface transportation
project delivery pilot program.
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VIIL.

On a motion by Royce Cunningham, and a second by Michael Throne, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

INFORMATION ITEMS

A.

Safety Improvements Proposed in the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano
County” — Measure H

Janet Adams reviewed the funding proposed in the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan” —-
Measure H that identified safety improvements in the STA plans and studies. She
cited the plans and studies; including the Safe Routes to School (SR2S) study, 2005
Solano Travel Safety Plan Intersections, 2004 Solano Countywide Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plans, and Highway Corridor Studies.

FY 2006-07 Solano County Coordinated TDA Matrix Status

Elizabeth Richards reviewed and distributed information on the initial draft TDA
Budget Matrix for FY 2006-07. She stated that the FY 2006-07 revenue estimate and
carryover are based on MTC’s February 2006 estimate that has been approved by the
MTC Commission.

Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) Study Update

Sam Shelton provided an update on the outreach scheduling process for appointments
to the SR2S Steering Committee. He provided an updated calendar that included
current and proposed scheduled meetings.

Project Delivery Update

Sam Shelton provided two project delivery announcements to the TAC: 1.) 2007 TIP
Update 2.) April 5, 2006 Finance Working Group Report/Federal Earmark Obligation
Authority.

I-80/Capitol Corridor Smarter Growth Study and Association of Bay Area
Government (ABAG)’s Focusing Our Vision

Dan Christians reviewed the development of the “Smarter Growth along the I-
80/Capitol Corridor” study and the regional planning process of ABAG’s “Focusing
Our Vision”.

Update on Implementation of Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE)
Program

Janet Adams outlined the timeline and list of draft documents to be used should
Caltrans change to a race-neutral DBE Program. She stated that Caltrans would
announce its decision on the implementation of its DBE Program on May 1, 2006.

Solano Bicycle Pedestrian Program Applications Submitted for FY 2006-07
through FY 2008-09

Sam Shelton presented to the TAC, for review, the Bicycle Advisory Committee
(BAC)’s and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC)’s Tier 1 and Tier 2 Priority
Lists. He stated that the TAC would make their own SBPP funding
recommendation at the next meeting after reviewing the funding
recommendations adopted by the BAC and PAC on May 11, 2006.
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H. FY 2006-07 STA/’YSAQMD Clean Air Fund Applications
Sam Shelton distributed and provided information that included recommendations
made by the Clean Air Application Review Committee. He stated that project
recommendations made by the Committee would be considered by the YSAQMD
Board of Directors at their June 14, 2006 meeting.

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 3:30 p.m. The next meeting of the STA TAC is scheduled at
1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, May 31, 2006.
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Agenda Item VIIL.C
April 12, 2006

STa

- DATE: May 1, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Clerk of the Board
RE: Updated STA Board Meeting Schedule for Calendar Year 2006
Discussion:

Attached is the updated STA Board meeting schedule for calendar year 2006.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. STA Board Meeting Schedule for the Calendar Year 2006
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Agenda Item VIIL.D
May 10, 2006

5T7a

Solano Cransportation udhotity

DATE: April 20, 2006

TO: STA Board

FROM: Susan Furtado, Financial Analyst/Accountant
RE: FY 2005-06 3™ Quarter Budget Report

Background:
On January 2006, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board was presented with the

FY 2005-06 1* Quarter Budget Report. Subsequently, in March 2006, the FY 2005-06 Mid-
Year Budget Revision was presented and approved by the STA Board, along with the ond
Quarter Budget Report.

Discussion:

The attached STA financial report shows the approved Mid-Year Revision with the revenue
and expenditure budget and the year-to-date activity ending March 31, 2006. The STA’s
total program administration and operation expenditures for the 3™ Quarter are at 32% of
budget with total revenue received at 42% anticipated for the FY 2005-06 revised budget.

Revenues:

Most STA programs are funded with grants on a reimbursement basis, however, a few
receive quarterly advances. Total revenue of $4,003,026 (42%) are received and billed for
the 3™ Quarter ending March 31, 2006.

Expenditures:
STA’s projects and programs are ongoing and expenditures are within budget projections.
1. STA’s Management and Operations including the development of an Expenditure
Plan for the Solano Transportation Improvement Authority (STIA) is within the 3™
Quarter Budget projection at 72% of budget.
2. Solano-Napa Commuters Information (SNCI) is at 51% of budget with encumbered
expenditure not reflected.
3. Project Development is at 18% of budget, which includes $1.6 million of the
Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) funded Project.
4. Strategic Planning is at 35% of budget.

In the aggregate, STA Budget expenditures are within budget, and revenues have been
received and/or reimbursed at a rate to cover STA expenditures with few funding advances.

Recommendation
Review and file.

Attachment:
A. STA FY 2005-06 3™ Quarter Budget Report
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ATTACHMENT A

STA QUARTERLY FINANCIAL REPORT
FY 2005-06 Third Quarter (75%)
July 1, 2005 through March 31, 2006

REVENUES EXPENDITURES
Actual Actual
FY 05-06 Received FY 05-06 Spent
Operations Budget YTD Yo Operations Budget YTD Y%
Gas Tax (Reserve Account) 30,000 30,000 100%)| Operations Manag, /Administration 1,131,569 814,686 2%
Interest| - 3,442 0%| STA Board of Directors 40,800 28,207 69%
STP 1,023,716 472,214 46% Expenditure Plan 250,000 200,120 80%
Gas Tax 291,789 291,789 100%| Contribution to STA Reserve 30,000 0%
MTC - Expenditure Plan 90,000 0%
MTC - SP& R 70,000 0%
YSAQMD 10,000 0% Subtotal $ 1,452,369 | $ 1,043,013 72%
ECMAQ 150,000 130,722 87%
STIP/PPM 113,000 0% SNCI
TCRP 25.2 - North Connector| 29,310 16,346 56%| SNCI M t/Admini ion 440,717 320,689 3%
DMV/AVA| 5,000 0% Employer/Van Pool Outreach 15,000 7,946 53%
TCRP 25.3 - Interchange 29,900 22,222 74%| SNCI General Marketing 155,000 37,005 24%
MTC-Rideshare 240,000 169,427 1% Fall Campaign| 16,000 13,124 82%
MTC-ECMAQ 115,000 0% Bike to Work Campaign 20,000 0%
BAAQMD 3,000 0% BikeLinks Maps, 15,000 0%
TDA Art. 4/8 433,099 412,693 95%) Lifeline Program 15,000 1,350 9%
RM-2 I-80 HOV 6,915 0% Incentives 30,000 5,125 17%
RM-2 North Connector East (Design) 4,610 0%) Specialized City Services| 7,500 1,107 15%
TFCA 309,956 127,296 41%| Guaranteed Ride Home Program 21,000 1,813 9%
STAF 543,964 463,972 85% Transit Manag Administration 20,000 17,237 86%
LIFT] 3,300 0%) Rio Vista Van Pool Program| 3,300 0%
CBO 30,000 0% Community Based Transit Study 30,000 341 1%
Other Gov't. 157,999 100,571 64% Local Transit Studies
Sponsors 36,034 2,239 6% Napa Van Pool Incentives 3,000 0%
Subtotal 3 791,517 | 8 405,737 51%
Subtotal 3 3,726,592 | § 2,242,933 60%
TFCA Programs Project Develop t
TFCA 282,861 319,182 113% Project Management/Administration| 142,159 122,923 86%
Interest 10,782 0% STIP Project Monitoring
Subtotal 3 282,861 8 329,964 117% Paratransit Coordinating/PCC 36,944 4,519 12%
Traffic Safety Plan Update 50,000 10,238 20%
Abandoned Vehicle Ab. Project Study Report| 112,000 2,557 2%,
DMV 348,000] 174,496 50%| SR 12 Bridge Study
i 1,912 0% SR 12 MIS Operational Strategy
Jepson Parkway EIR 244,855 151,489 62%
Subtotal 3 348,000 | $ 176,408 51% North Connector PA/ED 326,713 266,054 81%
Solano Paratransit Capital 160,850 0%
Jepson Parkway Solano Paratransit Assessment Study| 35,000 0%
STP 100,000, 0%| 1-80/680/12 Interchange PA/ED 2,909,200 446,105 15%
Demo 1528 44,855 0%| RM 2 North Connector Design 289,353 0%
Other Gov't. 100,000 0%| RM 2 1-80 HOV PA-ED Design 1,347,148 0%
Subtotal 3 244,855 | 8 - 0%
Subtotal $ 5,654,222 | 8 1,003,885 18%
North Connector
TCRP 25.2 326,713 276,257 85% Strategic Planning
RM2 North Connect East Design| 289,353 0% Plasning Management/Administration 239,366 161,827 68%
i 3,572 0% SolanoLinks Marketing 88,020 58,309 66%
Subtotal $ 616,066 | 3 279,829 45% General Marketing| 32,000 12,476 39%
Events 27,000 15,509 57%
Solano Paratransit Model Development/Maintenance| 150,000 0%
FTA 5310 92,800 0% Solano County TLC Program 322,184 69,725 22%
STAF (match) 34,05 0% Comprehensive Transportation Plan|
STAF (Vehicle Improvements) 34,000 0%)| Countywide Pedestrian/Trails Plan
Subtotal 3 160,850 | $ - 0% Transit Consolidation Feasibility Study| 135,000 35,000 26%
Qakland/Auburn Commuter Rail Study 10,000 . 0%
1-80 HOV Lane (SR 12 to Airbase) FF/VV Rail Station Design| 94,999/ 21,310 22%
Rm2 1-80 HOV 1,347,148 0% Route 30| 0| 0%
CMP Update/Regional Impact Fee Study
SR 12 Transit Study 8,034 7,945 99%
Subtotal 3 1,347,148 | § - 0% Jepson Parkway Concept Plan Update 0 0%
TFCA Programs| 282,861 139,314 49%
1-80/680/SR 12 Interchange DMV Abandoned Vehicle Abatement 348,000 82,146 24%
TCRP 25.3 2,909,200% 970,578 33%)
Interest| 3,314 0%
Subtotal $ 2,909,200 973,892 33%| |Total Strategic Planning $1,737,464 $603,561 35%
TOTAL REVENUES ] 9,635572 | § 4,003,026 42% U | TOTAL EXPENDITURES | $9,635,572|  $3,056,196 | 32%]
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Agenda Item VIILE

May 10, 2006
Solano Cransportation Audhotity
- DATE: May 1, 2006
TO: STA Board of Directors
FROM: Susan Furtado, Financial Analyst/Accountant
RE: Local Transportation Development Act (TDA) and Gas Tax Contributions

for FY 2006-07

Background
On January 2004, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board unanimously

adopted a policy to index the annual Transportation Development Act (TDA) and local
gas tax subventions provided by member agencies to the STA. The adopted index policy
for TDA is 2.7% and 2.1% for local gas tax subventions, which are both distributed based
on population. The initial TDA contribution is based on the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) annual TDA fund estimate and the gas tax contribution estimate is
based on the prior calendar year actual gas tax revenues for all agencies in Solano
County. Both estimates are revised as actual data becomes available and adjustments are
made in the subsequent fiscal year.

These two revenue sources provide the core funding for STA in addition to the annual
congestion management agency federal funds State Transportation Planning (STP)
provided by MTC.

Discussion:

Attachment A is the:proposed member agency contribution for both TDA and gas tax
contribution for FY 2006-07. These amounts reflect the increased TDA contribution to
STA 0f 2% ($10,962) from the prior year using the MTC annual TDA funding estimates,
and a decrease of 5% ($12,931) in gas tax revenues. STA’s TDA claim for FY 2006-07
is calculated based on the adopted indexing policy (see Attachment B) and on MTC’s FY
2006-07 Fund Estimate (see Attachment C). Estimates for the FY 2006-07 Gas Tax
contributions are based on calendar year 2005 actual revenues to Solano County (see
Attachment D). Estimates for both TDA and Gas Tax contribution may result in
adjustments for FY 2007-08, which varies depending on the actual amounts.

In the aggregate, the total TDA and gas tax subvention contributions from the member
agencies for the FY 2006-07 decreased slightly (less than 1%). increase.

Recommendation
Informational.

Attachments
A. FY 2006-07 TDA and Gas Tax Contributions from Member Agencies
B. Computations for TDA and Gas Tax Contributions for FY 2006-07
C. MTC FY 2006-07 Annual Fund Estimate (February 22, 2006)
D. Calendar Year 2005 Gas Tax Revenues for Solano County Agencies
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ATTACHMENT A

FY 2006-07 TDA and Gas Tax Contribution from Member Agencies

TDA Contributions
Prior
FY 2006-07 FY 2005-06 TDA %
AGENCY TDA Adjustment FY 2005-06 Change
Benicia $ 28,432 | $ 204 $ 28,224 1%
Dixon $ 17,217 1 $ 282 $ 16,932 3%
Fairfield $ 109,093 | $ 1,359 | $ 107,720 2%
Rio Vista $ 6,607 | $ 203 $ 6,403 6%
Suisun City $ 28853 | $ 259 $ 28,590 2%
Vacaville $ 100,142 | § 1,440 $ 98,689 3%
Vallejo $ 127,521 ] § 1,370 $ 126,135 2%
Solano County | § 20,745 | $ 335 $ 20,406 3%
TOTAL| $ 438,609 | $ 5,452 $ 433,099 2%
Gas Tax Contributions
Prior
FY 2006-07 FY 2005-06 Gas Tax %
AGENCY Gas Tax Adjustment FY 2005-06 Change
Benicia $ 18,717 | $ (181) 19,470 -5%
Dixon $ 11334 | $ (110) 11,684 -4%
Fairfield $ 71,819 | $ (694) 74,338 -5%
Rio Vista $ 4350 | § (43) 4431 -3%
Suisun City $ 18,995 | $ (184) 19,742 -5%
Vacaville $ 65,927 | $ (637) 68,106 -4%
Vallejo $ 83951 | $ (811) 87,044 -5%
Solano County | $ 13,657 | $ (132) 14,074 -4%
TOTAL| $ 288,750 | $ (2,792) 298,889 -5%
Total Contributions from Member Agencies
FY 2005-06 %
AGENCY TDA Gas Tax TOTAL Change
Benicia $ 28,636 | $ 18,536 47,694 -1%
Dixon $ 17,499 | $ 11,224 28,616 0%
Fairfield $ 110452 1 § 71,125 182,058 0%
Rio Vista $ 6,810 | $ 4,307 10,834 3%
Suisun City $ 29,112 1 $ 18,811 48,332 -1%
Vacaville $ 101,582 | $ 65,290 166,795 0%
Vallejo $ 128,891 | $ 83,140 213,179 -1%
Solano County | $ 21,080 | $ 13,525 34,480 0%
TOTAL| $ 444,061 | $ 285,958 731,988 0%
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FY 2006-07 ATTACHMENT B

TDA and Gas Tax Contributions

DA Total TDA to County $14,055,524 TpR" STA Total TDA to County $ 16,242,802 _
FY 2005-06  STA Operations (2.7%) $ 379,499 FY 2006-07 STA Operations (2.7%) $ 438,556
February 2005 Estimate
FY 05-06 Revised FY FY 2005-06
Agency TDA Percent Claim Add'l TDA Total TDA Percent 2005-06 Adjustment
Benicia $ 911,108 0.065 $ 28,224 $ 79,445 § 990,553 0.065 $ 28428 $ 204
Dixon $ 551,726 0.039 $ 16,932 $ 48,108 $§ 599,834 0.039 $ 17,215 § 282
Fairfield $ 3,495,954 0.249 $ 107,720 $ 304,833 $ 3,800,787 0.249 $ 109,080 § 1,359
Rio Vista $ 211,748 0.015 $ 6,403 $ 18464 $§ 230,212 0.015 $ 6,607 § 203
Suisun City $ 924,606 0.066 $ 28,590 $ 80,622 $ 1,005,228 0.066 $ 28849 § 259
Vacaville $ 3,209,124 0.228 $ 98,689 $ 279,822 § 3,488,946 0.228 $ 100,130 § 1,440
Valiejo $ 4,086,487 0.291 $ 126,135 $ 356,325 § 4,442,812 0.291 $ 127,505 $ 1,370
Solano County $ 664,771 0.047 $ 20406 $ 57,965 §_ 722736 0.047 3 20742 $ 335
$14,055,524 1.000 $ 433,099 $ 1,225,584  $15,281,108 1.000 $ 438,556 $ 5,452
TDA Total TDA to County $16,244,823
FY 2006-07  STA Operations (2.7%) $ 438,610
February 2006 Estimate
Total TDA to
FY 2006-07 FY 2005-06 STA
Percent Estimate Adjustment | FY 2006-07
Benicia $ 990,333 0.065 $ 28,431.62 $ 204.00 |$ 28,635.62
Dixon $ 622,660 0.039 $ 17,216.91 $ 282.00 |$ 17,498.91
Fairfield $ 3,806,710 0.249 $109,093.13 $ 1,359.00 | $110,452.13
Rio Vista $ 247,810 0.015 $ 6,606.71 $ 203.00 |$ 6,809.71
Suisun City $ 1,004,578 0.066 $ 28,852.83 $ 259.00 |$ 29,111.83
Vacaville $ 3,506,199 0.228 $100,142.45 $ 1,440.00 |$101,582.45
Vallejo $ 4,393,704 0.291 $127,521.03 $ 1,370.00 | $128,891.03
Solano County $ 711,135 0.047 $ 20,744.54 $ 335.00 |$ 21,079.54
$15,283,129 1.000 $438,609.22 $ 545200 |$444,061.22
Gas Tax Total Gas Tax to County $13,882,829 Gas Tax Total Gas Tax to County $ 13,750,033
FY 2005-06  STA Operations (2.1%) $ 291,539 FY 06-07 STA Operations (2.1%) $ 288,751
Estimate based on Calendar Year 2004 Estimate based on Calendar Year 2005
FY 05-06 FY 05-06
) __ Claim Adjustment
Benicia 0.065 $ 18,898 Benicia 0.065 $ 18,717 $ (181)
Dixon 0.039 § 11,444 Dixon 0039 § 11,334 § (110)
Fairfield 0249 $ 72,513 Fairfield 0249 $§ 71819 $ (694)
Rio Vista 0.015 $ 4,392 Rio Vista 0.015 $ 4350 §$ (43)
Suisun City 0.066 $ 19,178 Suisun City 0.066 $ 18,995 $ (184)
Vacaville 0.228 $ 66,564 Vacaville 0.228 $§ 65927 $ (637)
Vallejo 0291 § 84,762 Vallejo 0291 $§ 83951 $ (811)
Solano County 0.047 $ 13,789 Solano County 0.047 § 13,657 $ (132)
1.000 $§ 291,539 1.000 $ 288,751 $ (2,792)
Gas Tax Total Gas Tax to County $13,750,033
FY 2006-07  STA Operations (2.1%) $ 288,751 TOTAL STA
FY 06-07
Estimate based on Calendar Year 2005 FY 05-06 Gas Tax
Adjustment
Benicia 0.065 $ 18,717 § (181) $ 18,536
Dixon 0.039 § 11,334 § (110) $ 11,224
Fairfield 0.249 § 71,819 § (694) $ 71,125
Rio Vista 0.015 § 435 $ (43) $ 4,307
Suisun City 0.066 $ 18,995 § (184) $ 18,811
Vacaville 0.228 $§ 65927 $ (637) $ 65,290
Vallejo 0.291 § 83,951 § (811) $ 83,140
Solano County 0.047 § 13,657 $ (132) $ 13,525
1.000 $ 288,751 $ (2,792) $ 285,959
[ Gas Tax and TDA for FY 06-07 4-13-06.xIs
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ATTACHMENT C
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Agenda Item VIILF
May 10, 2006

51Ta

DATE: May 1, 2006

TO: STA Board'

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner

RE: FY 2006-07 STA/YSAQMD Clean Air Fund Applications

Background:
Similar to the Bay Area Air Quality Management's (BAAQMD) Transportation Fund for

Clean Air (TFCA), the Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District (YSAQMD)
annually provides funding for motor vehicle air pollution reduction projects in the Yolo
Solano Air Basin through the YSAQMD Clean Air Program. Funding for this program is
provided by a $4 Department of Motor Vehicle (DMV) registration fee established under
Assembly Bill (AB) 2766 and a special property tax (AB 8) generated from Solano
County properties located in the YSAQMD.

Solano County expects to receive approximately $360,000 in FY 2006-07 Clean Air
Program Funds for clean air projects such as: Alternative Fuels Infrastructure, Low
Emission Vehicles, Alternative Transportation, Transit Services, and Public Education
and Information. STA member agencies located in the Yolo Solano Air Basin (Rio
Vista, Vacaville, Dixon and Solano County) and public schools and universities in these
areas are eligible for the program.

Discussion:

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) has been involved in programming
YSAQMD Clean Air Funds by appointing two Board members (or alternates) to
participate in an application review committee for Solano County projects. On April 12,
2006, the STA Board appointed Mayor Len Augustine and Mayor Mary Ann Courville to -
participate in this year’s committee along with three other YSAQMD representatives.

The committee met on Friday, April 21* with the project applicants to develop a funding
recommendation to the YSAQMD Board to consider. After brief presentations the
committee made the following funding recommendations:

Clean Air Awarness Program

Breathe California Solano County $10,000 $10,000
Rio Vista Delta Breeze SR

Rio Vista, City of 12/160 Service $ 30,000 $30,000

Solano County Dept. of Vacaville-Dixon Bikeway

Resource Management {phase 1) $ 150,000 $140,000

Retrofit 9 Refuse Trucks for
NOx and PM Emission

Vacaville Sanitary Service Reductions $ 94,500 $52,500
Alternative Fuel Vehicle
Vacaville, City of Incentive Program $ 30,000 $27,500

Centennial Bikeway (Browns
Valley Parkway to Vaca Valley

Vacaville, City of Parkway $ 80,000 $80,000
Vacaville, City of Nob Hill Bike Path $ 20,000 $20,000
Ulatis Creek Bike Path (Ulatis
Vacaville, City of Drive to Leisure Town Road $ 125,000 —
TOTAL FUNDING
REQUESTS § 539,500 $360,000
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The recommendations made by the committee will be considered by the YSAQMD
Board of Directors at their June 14™ meeting. In the past, the YSAQMD Board of
Directors have not deviated from recommendations made by the review committee.

Recommendation:

Support STA/YSAQMD Clean Air Application Review Committee’s funding
recommendations for FY 2006-07.
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Agenda Item VIII.G

‘ May 10, 2006
DATE: May 1, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner
RE: FY 2006-07 BAAQMD Transportation for Clean Air (TFCA) Program

Manager Funds

Background:
The Bay Area Air Quality Management District's (BAAQMD) Transportation Fund for

Clean Air (TFCA) Program annually provides funding to cities and counties within its
jurisdiction for projects that reduce air pollution from motor vehicles, such as clean air
vehicle infrastructure, clean air vehicles, shuttle bus services, bicycle projects, and
alternative modes promotional/educational projects. Two air districts, the BAAQMD and
the Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District, divide Solano County. The cities of
Benicia, Fairfield, Suisun City, Vallejo, and southwestern portions of Solano County are
located in the Bay Area Air Basin and therefore are eligible to apply for these funds.

Funding for the TFCA program is provided by a $4 vehicle registration fee collected
from counties within the BAAQMD air basin. The BAAQMD regionally distributes 60%
of the entire TFCA funds through a competitive process; the remaining 40% is for TFCA
Program Manager projects. Program Manager projects are reviewed and approved by the
Congestion Management Agency (or other BAAQMD designated agency) from each
county in the BAAQMD. The STA is designated the "Program Manager" of the 40%
TFCA funding for Solano County and manages approximately $315,000 in annual TFCA
funding.

The STA Board approved the FY 2006-07 Solano TFCA Program Manager Guidelines
and authorized a call for projects at their March 8, 2006 meeting. On March §, 2006, the
STA Board also adopted an Alternative Modes Strategy that outlines funding amounts
from STA discretionary funds for Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC),
bicycle, pedestrian, and other alternative modes type projects. As part of the Strategy, the
anticipated average annual Solano TFCA Program Manager fund of $320,000 was
apportioned by allocating $195,000 for the Solano Napa Commuter Information’s (SNCI)
Ridesharing Activities and splitting the remaining balance 50% for bicycle and pedestrian
projects (approximately $60,000) and 50% for other alternative modes projects
(approximately $60,000). Attachment A includes the Alternative Modes Strategy as
approved by the STA Board.

Discussion:

Approximately $315,000 is available for Solano TFCA Program Manager funds for FY
2006-07 (including carry-over funds from FY 2005-06). In addition to the STA’s SNCI
Rideshare Program, the STA received funding requests from the cities of Fairfield and
Benicia, and the Benicia Sanitary Service (Allied Waste Service) for a total fund request
0f$420,500. Attachment B provides a brief summary of each project request, local
match provided, total project cost and STA staff's funding recommendation.
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SNCI requested $195,000 to promote alternative transportation options and clean air
programs. The City of Fairfield requested $100,000 for the McGary Road construction
design, including a separated path on the south side to facilitate all modes of non-
motorized transportation. The City of Benicia requested a total of $100,000 to fund
transit and shuttle services between Vallejo Ferry Terminal, the Benicia Industrial Park
and Pleasant Hill BART Station. Allied Waste Services requested $25,500 to retrofit
three commercial vehicles with CARB certified diesel particulate filters (see Attachment
B for additional project details).

STA staff recently consulted with the City of Benicia’s Transit Manager and we agreed
that Benicia’s TFCA proposal for express bus service between Vallejo’s Ferry Terminal
to the Pleasant Hill BART station is premature given the discussion by the SolanoLinks
Transit Consortium regarding Intercity Transit Service. As a result, Benicia’s application
for Express Bus service was withdrawn and may be considered for re-submittal in FY
2007-08 when these uncertainties are addressed. Benicia’s Transit Manager also
acknowledged that a lesser amount than the originally requested $50,000 (i.e. $25,000)
would be adequate for the proposed Shuttle Service from the Vallejo Ferry Terminal to
Benicia’s Industrial Park. The TFCA funding would be one of the primary local matches
for Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)’s Life Line Program funding
available this summer. TFCA funding is typically difficult for shuttle services due to air
emission cost-effectiveness requirements set by the BAAQMD. Higher funding requests
for shuttle services without adequate ridership and vehicle trip reductions will cause the
air emission cost-effectiveness threshold of $90,000 per ton to be exceeded. However,
the modest request of $25,000 for a shuttle start up service such as the one proposed by
Benicia would qualify. Therefore, STA staff recommends $25,000 for Benicia’s
proposed shuttle service.

In addition, Allied Waste Services has indicated that they can now fund one of the three
vehicles themselves as a local match for the two vehicles. In light of this new
information, STA staff recommends $17,000 in TFCA funds to retrofit the remaining two
vehicles. STA staff is also recommending $195,000 for SNCI rideshare activities
consistent with the Alternative Modes Strategy with the remaining balance of the TFCA
funds ($78,000) recommended for the City of Fairfield’s Solano Bikeway Extension-
McGary Road Project. The Solano Bikeway Extension project continues to be a local
and regionally significant priority bicycle project in Solano County. The $78,000 will
match the $100,000 of Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3 funds
previously approved by the STA Board to design and construct this separated Class I
facility for bicyclists and pedestrians.

The STA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) reviewed and unanimously
recommended this item for Board approval at their April 26™ meeting.

Recommendation:
Approve a resolution for FY 2006-07 BAAQMD TFCA Program Manager funding in the
following amounts for each project:
1. $17,000 for Allied Waste Service’s (franchised hauler for City of Benicia) vehicle
retrofit;
2. $25,000 for Benicia’s Shuttle Bus Service: Vallejo Ferry to Benicia’s Industrial
Park;
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3. $78,000 for Fairfield’s Solano Bikeway Extension- McGary Road project; and
4. $195,000 for Solano Napa Commuter Information Program’s Rideshare
Activities.

Attachments:

A. Solano County Alternative Modes Strategy

B. FY 2006-07 TFCA 40% Program Manager Fund Project Request Summary
C. Draft STA FY 2006-07 TFCA Program Manager Resolution
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ATTACHMENT A

Alternative Modes Funding Strategy 2006-07 to 2008-09

Estil d Funds to be Programmed by STA
TLC Bike Ped Other Alternative Total per fund source
Modes Projects (i.e.
Transit Hubs, Clean
Fuel Technology,
Ridesharing, and
Safe Routes to
Schools)

Fund Recommending Committee Altemative BACITAC PAC/TAC TAC
Modes/TAC
Funding Needs Identified by Countywide $68 million $58 million $25 million TBD
Plans .

FY 07-08| "
BLe

L8

[T

$ - |8 626,000 | 8§55

— @

FY 0708 $ 270,000 | $ - s N - s 270,000

-
Fy 0809 § 270,000 | § - s s N 3,000,000 | ~ 8§ &5
7]

e S

2 i : L
562,400 | $ 251,600.| $ 370,000 | $ 1,850,000

FY 08-09 $ $ 349,600 | $ 156,400 | $ 230,000 | $ 1,150,000

JeoA {eosy
“Jed ajqeleae
spunj |80

R T R e
taBBIo Ik 3100 -

T

. s e S
$ 201,383 [$ 100,692 | $ - 302075 | w93
: 8358
- [$ 2127073 106353 |$ - |s 319060 | § 25 =
Tags
224439 |$ 112,220 | $ E 336659 | 203
Y BN %& 2
- |8 465218 veg
$388
- [ 465278 |$ 232639 $ 278
2o5

720,000 | $ 120000 | -5 o

<8585

FY 07-08 $ 40,000 | $ 20,000 | $ 60,000 | $ 120,000 | § 75 2
FY 0808 $  40000]$  20,000]% 60,000 | 120000 2%%

48,334 145000 | o
. 53
o O
FY 07-08] § T3 48334 § 24,166 | $ 72,500 | $ 145,000 E?‘:'c_’
838
Y-
FY 08-09 § T s 28334 | $ 24,166 | $ 72,500 | § 145000 | §
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ATTACHMENT C

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
RESOLUTION # 2006 - 01

A RESOLUTION OF THE SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY AUTHORIZING AN
APPLICATION FOR TRANSPORTATION FUND FOR CLEAN AIR (TFCA) TO THE BAY AREA
AIR QUALITY MANAGEMENT DISTRICT (BAAQMD) FOR FY 2006-07 40% PROGRAM
MANAGER FUNDS

WHEREAS, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) is the Congestion Management Agency for Solano
County and is the BAAQMD designated administrator for the TFCA 40% Program Manager funds; and

WHEREAS, the estimated TFCA 40% Program Manager Funds allocation for FY 2006-07 is $315,000; and

WHEREAS, the STA initiated a call for projects for FY 2006-07 TFCA 40% Program Manager funds on
March 8, 2006; and

WHEREAS, applications for the FY 2006-07 Solano TFCA 40% Program Manager funds have been submitted
by the STA for the Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) Ridesharing Program, the City of Benicia for
shuttle service between the Vallejo Ferry Terminal and the Benicia Industrial Park, the City of Fairfield for the
Solano Bikeway Extension, Allied Waste Services (franchised hauler for the City of Benicia) for vehicle
retrofits; and

WHEREAS, on April 26, 2005 the STA Technical Advisory Committee and the SolanoLinks Intercity Transit
Consortium reviewed and recommended the proposed projects; and

WHEREAS, all TFCA funding is required to reduce air pollution from motor vehicles and the STA Board has
determined that all the proposed projects support the BAAQMD's Clean Air Program objectives and policies,
and will reduce air emissions; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, the Solano Transportation Authority Board of Directors hereby
authorizes the Executive Director to submit an application for FY 2006-07 Solano TFCA 40% Program
Manager funds to the BAAQMD for the STA's Solano Napa Commuter Information Ridesharing Program
($195,000), the City of Benicia for shuttle service between the Vallejo Ferry Terminal and the Benicia
Industrial Park ($25,000), the City of Fairfield for the Solano Bikeway Extension ($78,000) and Allied Waste
Services for vehicle retrofits ($17,000).

Len Augustine, Chair
Solano Transportation Authority

I, Daryl K. Halls, the Solano Transportation Authority Executive Director, do hereby certify that the
above and foregoing resolution was introduced, passed, and adopted by said Authority at a regular
meeting thereof held this the day of May 10, 2006.

Daryl K. Halls, Executive Director
Solano Transportation Authority

Passed by the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board on this 10th day of May 2006 by the
following vote:

Ayes:
Nos:
Absent:
Abstain:

Attest:

Johanna Masiclat

Clerk of the Board 45
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Agenda Item VIIIL.H

May 10, 2006
Solano Cransportation Authotity
DATE: April 28, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects
RE: Funding Agreement Between the Solano Transportation Authority City of Rio

Vista for the State Route 12 Re-Alignment/Rio Vista Bridge Study

Background:
The State Route (SR) 12 Major Investment Study identified the Rio Vista Bridge as a Long-Term

Traffic Improvement Project. Year 2025 traffic projections indicate that additional capacity
crossing the Sacramento River may be necessary, widening SR 12 from the existing two-lanes to
four-lanes. In addition, a detailed study will need to address the needs of goods movement on the
Sacramento River waterway for the potential of raising the bridge deck height to meet future water
way needs for the Port of Sacramento.

In 2005, the City of Rio Vista obtained a Federal Earmark for completing the SR 12 — Rio Vista
Bridge Study entitled “Rio Vista Bridge Realignment Study and Street Sign Safety.” The SR 12
Realignment/Rio Vista Bridge Preliminary Study will identify, based on future year traffic
projections, the projected additional traffic capacity crossing the Sacramento River and identify
the movement of goods on the Sacramento River waterway to meet future waterway needs for the
Port of Sacramento. The Study will identify realignment alternatives for the location, bridge type,
feasibility of each alternative, environmental constraints, preliminary costs for each alternative;
develop potential funding strategies and next steps. :

The City of Rio Vista has agreed to contribute $362,000 of the Federal Earmark entitled “Rio
Vista Bridge Realignment Study and Street Sign Safety” toward the funding of the study. In
addition, the City agreed that STA will be the lead on completing the study and be respon31ble for
the contracting out and day-to-day management of the study.

Discussion:

The SR 12 Re-Alignment/Rio Vista Bridge Study will be completed in conjunction with the
SR12/ Church Rd Project Study Report to assess opportunities and constraints for improving
congestion and safety along the current alignment of the Rio Vista Bridge (Helen Madre) and the
SR 12 Corridor through the City of Rio Vista.

A significant goal of this study is to have the recommended alignment amended into the City’s
General Plan so all future developments within the City recognize the alignment. As such the
STA anticipates having public outreach as part of this study and working closely with the City
staff to insure the process used to complete the study meets the needs of Rio Vista and the affected
residents.
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The SR 12 Re-Alignment Rio Vista Bridge Study is intended to complete the following objectives:

1. Identify four alternative SR 12 corridor alignments (including the existing alignment).

2. Prepare preliminary cost estimate for each of the alternatives.

3. Conduct preliminary environmental screening for each alternative.

4. Run traffic model runs based on existing model information, current traffic counts obtained
from recent traffic count surveys, and corridor land use data. Ideally, model should
forecast traffic projections in five year increments up to 30 years (or possibly 10 year
increments up to 50 years)

5. Key questions to consider and seek answers to during the study are:

a.

b.

d.

€.

What were the factors that led to the previous Rio Vista Bridge study not being
pursued?

What are significant changes have occurred in the Rio Vista General Plan’s land use
designation, State/Federal regulations and policies for the Sacramento River/ Rio Vista
Delta protection, and traffic forecasts?

What SR 12 options are feasible? What are potential impacts associated with each
option? (costs to construct a new highway, bridge improvements or tunnel crossing
costs, economic impacts to realign the highway or keep and improve existing
alignment, land use designations, local traffic patterns, traffic hot spots associated with
each alternative etc.)

What type of funding options will be appropriate for this endeavor? What are the pros
and cons of making the Rio Vista Bridge a toll crossing?

What are the immediate next steps for implementing the study?

The funding agreement is provided in Attachment A. On April 25, 2006 the City staff agreed with
the terms and conditions of the funding agreement.

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to execute a funding agreement between Solano Transportation
Authority and the City of Rio Vista for a $362,000 to fund the State Route 12 Re-Alignment/Rio
Vista Bridge Study.

Attachment:
A. Funding Agreement for the Rio Vista Bridge Study (2006) Between The City of Rio Vista
and the Solano Transportation Authority
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ATTACHMENT A

STA Agreement No.

FUNDING AGREEMENT
FOR THE RIO VISTA BRIDGE STUDY (2006)
BETWEEN
THE CITY OF RIO VISTA
AND THE SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into as of this dayof |
2006, by and between the SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a joint powers
entity organized under Government Code section 6500 et seq., hereinafter referred to
as "STA", and the CITY OF RIO VISTA, a municipal corporation, hereinafter referred to
as "RIO VISTA";

RECITALS

WHEREAS, RIO VISTA and STA desire to continue the study and evaluation of
the re-routing of SR 12 and the Rio Vista Bridge across the Sacramento River and to
work toward selection of routes and other design matters for the enhancement of public
transportation in and about the City of Rio Vista though the Staff of STA and such
underlying consultant services agreements between STA and transportation planning
and engineering providers as are necessary and appropriate; and

WHEREAS, RIO VISTA has agreed to contribute $362,000 of the Federal

Earmark entitled “Rio Vista Bridge Realignment Study and Street Sign Safety”
toward the funding of the study which has been received by RIO VISTA; and

WHEREAS, the STA will be responsible for the contracting out and day-to-day
management of the study; and

WHEREAS, the STA will be responsible for the contracting out of the Study; and
WHEREAS, RIO VISTA has determined that the expenditure of funds to assist

with preparation of said Study will advance a public purpose and is therefore permitted
by law.

TERMS

NOW, THEREFORE, STA and RIO VISTA, in consideration of the promises
herein, agree as follows:

1. Term of the Agreement. The term of this Agreement shall commence on
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the date first above written and shall expire on completion and acceptance by STA of
the State Route (SR) 12 Realignment/Rio Vista Bridge Preliminary Study, unless
terminated earlier in accordance with Paragraphs 7 or 8; except that the obligations
under Paragraph 6 (Indemnification) shall continue in full force and effect after said
expiration date or early termination as to the liability for acts and omissions occurring
during the term of this Agreement.

2. Scope of Services. STA has worked cooperatively with RIO VISTA
to fund the Rio Vista Bridge Study as set forth in greater detail in EXHIBIT A, which is
attached hereto and incorporated herein by this reference. In general the study results
from the Highway 12 MIS which identified the Rio Vista Bridge as a Long-Term Traffic
Improvement Project. Year 2025 traffic projections indicate that additional capacity
crossing the Sacramento River may be necessary, widening SR 12 from the existing
two-lanes to four-lanes. As a result, a detailed study will need to address the needs of
goods movement on the Sacramento River waterway for the potential of raising the
bridge deck height to meet future water way needs for the Port of Sacramento. The
City of Rio Vista obtained a Federal Earmark for completing the SR 12 — Rio Vista
Bridge Study entitled “Rio Vista Bridge Realignment Study and Street Sign Safety.”

The SR 12 Realignment/Rio Vista Bridge Preliminary Study will identify, based on future
year traffic projections, the projected additional traffic capacity crossing the Sacramento
River and identify the movement of goods on the Sacramento River waterway to meet
future waterway needs for the Port of Sacramento. The Study will identify realignment
alternatives for the location, bridge type, feasibility of each alternative, environmental
constraints, preliminary costs for each alternative; develop potential funding strategies
and next steps.

3. Compensation; Obligation for Matching Funds.
This Agreement results from the receipt by RIO VISTA of an “earmark” in Federal funds
for this project. Relative to such Federal funding, the following process shall apply:
1. RIO VISTA shall pay STA upon receipt of an invoice requesting payment from
RIO VISTA for an amount not to exceed $362,000 following execution of this
agreement by both parties. Should STA hire consultants to perform the study
or parts thereof, STA shall provide copies of any such invoices upon request
by RIO VISTA.
2. RIO VISTA will be fully responsible for such “matching funds” requirements of
the Federal earmark, if any. RIO VISTA shall determine the amount and
means necessary to provide the “match” for the Federal earmark.

4. Method of Payment. All payments shall be made only upon presentation
by STA to RIO VISTA of an invoice in a form acceptable to RIO VISTA. Payment shall
be made to the STA up to the amount stated in paragraph 3.

5. Independent Contractor. STA shall perform this Agreement as an

independent contractor. STA shall, at its own risk and expense, determine the method
and manner by which duties imposed on STA by this Agreement shall be performed;
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provided however that RIO VISTA may monitor the work performed by STA.

6. Indemnification. RIO VISTA and STA shall defend, indemnify and hold
harmless each other and their 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 RIO
VISTA or STA, or their officers, agents, employees, or subcontractors of activities
required under this Agreement.

7. Termination for Cause. If, after written notice and 10 days opportunity to
cure, either party shall fail to fulfill in a timely and proper manner that party's obligations
under this Agreement or otherwise breach this Agreement, the non-defaulting party
may, in addition to any other remedies it may have, terminate this Agreement by giving
fifteen (15) days written notice to the defaulting party in the manner set forth in Section
11 (Notices).

8. Termination for the Convenience of a Party. This Agreement may be
terminated by either party for any reason and at any time by giving no less than thirty -
days written notice of such termination to the other party and specifying the effective
date thereof; provided, however, that no such termination may be effected unless a
reasonable opportunity for consultation is provided prior to the effective date of the
termination.

9. Disposition of and Payment for Work upon Termination. In the event
of termination for cause under Paragraph 7 or termination for the convenience of a
party under Paragraph 8, copies of all finished or unfinished documents and other
materials, if any, at the option of the RIO VISTA, shall be delivered to the RIO VISTA
and the STA shall be entitled to receive compensation for any satisfactory work
completed prior to receipt of the notice of termination; except that neither party shall be
relieved of liability for damages sustained by the other by virtue of any breach of the
Agreement whether or not the Agreement was terminated for convenience or cause.

10. No Waiver. The waiver by either party of any breach or violation of any
requirement of this Agreement shall not be deemed to be a waiver of any such breach
in the future, or of the breach of any other requirement of this Agreement.

11. Notices. All notices required or authorized by this Agreement shall be in
writing and shall be delivered in person or by deposit in the United States mail, by
certified mail, postage prepaid, return receipt requested. Any mailed notice, demand,
request, consent, approval or communication that either party desires to give the other
party shall be addressed to the other party at the address set forth below. Either party
may change its address by notifying the other party of the change of address. Any
notice sent by mail in the manner prescribed by this paragraph shall be deemed to have
been received on the date noted on the return receipt or five days following the date of
deposit, whichever is earlier.
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STA RIO VISTA

Daryl Halls Brad Baxter

Executive Director Rio Vista City Manager
One Harbor Center, Suite130 One Main Street
Suisun City, CA 94585 Rio Vista, CA 94533

12. Subcontracts. STA is hereby given the authority to contract for any and
all of the tasks necessary to create the Study.

13.  Amendment/Modification. Except as specifically provided herein, this
Agreement may be modified or amended only in writing and with the prior written
consent of both parties.

14. Interpretation. The headings used herein are for reference. The terms of
the Agreement are set out in the text under the headings. This Agreement shall be
governed by the laws of the State of California.

15.  Severability. If any provision of this Agreement, or any portion thereof, is
found by any court of competent jurisdiction to be unenforceable or invalid for any
reason, such provision shall be severable and shall not in any way impair the
enforceability of any other provision of this Agreement.

16. Local Law Compliance. STA shall observe and comply with all
applicable Federal, State and local laws, ordinances, and Codes.

17.  Non-Discrimination Clause.

(@)  During the performance of this Agreement, STA and its subcontractors
shall not deny the benefits thereof to any person on the basis of religion, color, ethnic
group identification, sex, sexual orientation, age, physical or mental disability, nor shall
they discriminate unlawfully against any employee or applicant for employment because
of race, religion, color, national origin, ancestry, physical handicap, mental disability,
medical condition, marital status, age, sex or sexual orientation. STA shall ensure that
the evaluation and treatment of employees and applicants for employment are free of
such discrimination.

(b)  STA shall comply with the provisions of the Fair Employment and Housing
Act (Government Code section 12900, et seq.), the regulations promulgated thereunder
(Title 2, California Code of Regulations, section 7285.0, et seq.), the provisions of
Article 9.5, Chapter 1, Part 1, Division 3, Title 2 of the Government Code (sections
11135-11139.5) and any state or local regulations adopted to implement any of the
foregoing, as such statutes and regulations may be amended from time to time.

18. Access to Records/Retention. RIO VISTA, any federal or state grantor

agency funding all or part of the compensation payable hereunder, the State Controller,
the Comptroller General of the United States, or the duly authorized representatives of

Page;4of 5



any of the above, shall have access to any books, documents, papers and records of
the STA which are directly pertinent to the subject matter of this Agreement for the
purpose of making audit, examination, excerpts and transcriptions. Except where
longer retention is required by any federal or state law, STA shall maintain all required
records for three years after RIO VISTA makes final payment for any other work
authorized hereunder and all pending matters are closed, whichever is later.

19. Attorney's Fees/Audit Expense. In the event that either party
commences legal action of any kind or character to either enforce the provisions of this
Agreement or to obtain damages for breach thereof, the prevailing party in such
litigation shall be entitled to all costs and reasonable attorney's fees incurred in
connection with such action. Any required audits shall be at the expense of the RIO
VISTA.

20. Conflict of Interest. STA hereby covenants that it presently has no
interest not disclosed to RIO VISTA and shall not acquire any interest, direct or indirect,
which would conflict in any manner or degree with the performance of its services
obligation hereunder, except as such as RIO VISTA may consent to in writing prior to
the acquisition by STA of such conflict.

21.  Entirety of Contract. This Agreement constitutes the entire agreement
between the parties relating to the subject of this Agreement and supersedes all
previous agreements, promises, representations, understandings and negotiations,
whether written or oral, among the parties with respect to the subject matter hereof.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement was executed by the parties hereto as
of the date first above written.

CITY OF RIO VISTA, SOLANO TRANSPORTATION

A municipal corporation AUTHORITY

By: By:

Brad Baxter, City Manager Daryl Halls, Executive Director
APPROVED AS TO FORM: APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By: By:

Ethan Walsh, RIO VISTA City Attorney Charles Lamoree, STA Legal Counsel
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Agenda Item VIII.I

May 10, 2006
Solano Cransportation >Udhaotity
DATE: April 28, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects
RE: Adjustments to the 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP)

Background:
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is a multi-year capital

improvement program. STIP funding is split 25% to the Interregional Transportation
Improvement Program (ITIP) with projects nominated by Caltrans, and 75% to the
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), decided by regional agencies.
The STIP cycle is programmed every two years and covers a five-year period.

On December 14, 2005 the STA Board approved the distribution of $14.951M in new
STIP programming capacity for FY 2009-10 and FY 2010-11. The distribution is as
follows:

Vallejo Station $ 5.000M
1-80 HOV Lane project $ 5.000M
Jepson Parkway $ 3.723M
Vacaville I-80/1-505 Weave Correction $ 1.000M
Planning, Programming and Monitoring (PPM) $ 0.228M
Total $14.951M

Additionally, the STA Board approved an agreement between the STA and Capitol
Corridor to swap $4.2M of Solano County STIP funds for approximately $5M in RM2
funds. In return, Solano County would receive approximately $5M in RM2 funds as well
as an agreement from Capitol Corridor to receive rail service for the Fairfield/Vacaville
Rail Station on the year of its completion. STIP funds from the Fairfield/Vacaville Rail
Station, the Benicia Intermodal, and the Bahia Viaduct were swapped for RM2 funds.
The swap also resulted in freeing up $543K in STIP, which was programmed to the
Dixon Intermodal Station project.

Discussion:

On March 28, 2006 the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) issued a memo
regarding the 2006 STIP (Attachment A). According the MTC, the 2006 STIP fund
estimate originally had $150 million of new capacity for the region which was comprised
of approximately 75% Public Transportation Account (PTA) and 25% for Transportation
Investment Fund (for highway/road projects). CTC recently informed MTC that the new
programming capacity for highways/roads projects is actually closer to 17% of the new
capacity. As a result, roughly $100 million of regional highway/local roads programming
is proposed to be removed. Specifically for Solano County it included the removal of
$6M, for two projects:
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I-80 HOV Lane project $ 5.000M
Vacaville I-80/1-505 Weave Correction $ 1.000M

According to CTC, there are additional Public Transportation Account (PTA) funds
available. In order to qualify for PTA, the projects must be transit related. STA is
proposing to submit two projects for a total of $6M Solano County. However, due to the
yearly funding dependency of the legislature to allocate these funds, PTA funds are not
guarantied to be allocation in the year they are programmed. The two projects that are
proposed to be submitted are:

Vallejo Ferry Terminal, Parking $ 4.000M
Capital Corridor Rail Station, Fairfield $ 2.000M

On April 12, 2006, MTC issued a memo regarding their response to CTC with regard to
the funding shortfall. The memo is provided in Attachment C. This memo provides an
update to this issue and also reflects Solano County’s request to submit the two PTA
eligible projects.

On April 24, 2006 the CTC did adopt the 2006 STIP without the I-80 HOV Lane project -
$5.0M nor the Vacaville I-80/1-505 Weave Correction - $1.0M. According to MTC, it is
expected to that in June 2006 CTC will issue guidelines on the programming of these
PTA funds with programming to occur in October 2006. This will provide STA with the

- opportunity to submit the two PTA eligible projects. :

On April 26, 2006 the STA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) approved the
proposed STIP re-programming.

Recommendation:

Approve the programming of $4.000M in 2006 STIP PTA funds to the Vallejo Ferry
Terminal, Parking and $2.000M in 2006 STIP PTA funds to the Capital Corridor Rail
Station, Fairfield/Vacaville as part of a revised 2006 STIP for Solano County and to
replace the $6M in STIP funds projected to be removed by the CTC.

Attachments:
A. MTC Memo Dated March 28, 2006
B. CTC Staff Recommendations for 2006 STIP
C. MTC Memo dated April 12, 2006
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FUND ESTIMATE AND GUIDELINES FOR THE 2006 STIP

The development of the 2006 State T rmsmrtatmn Improvement Program (STIP) began
with the Commission’s adoption of the 2006 STIP fund estimate, together with the adoption.
of amendments to the STIP guidelines, on. September 29; 2005, According to the fund
‘estimate, revenues to the State Highway Account are no. ifmger sufficient to provide any
funding at afl for the STIP. All State H;ghway Account reventies are now needed to cover
State mairitendnce and operating costs and the capital costs of the State nghway Operation
-and Protection Program (SHOPP). For years, those costs. have beer rising steadily while
‘State Highway Account revenues: have remained essentially flat, -

‘With the exceptionof the small Transpertaimn Enhancement (TE) program, the STIP is
now entirely dependent on revenues that are subject to annual decisions made through the
state. budget process. Those revenues include Pm;msxtwn 42 transfers, the repayment of
prior Proposition 42 su 'nﬁ armuai "spﬂim»e mvenucs, to the: o Transportation
Account, and tribal gar ing b ay piior loans 1o the General
‘Fund. Allof these revenues are’ prm xdcd f‘or und@r sa‘atc lavv but: none can be regarded as
reliable and allare at risk. :

When Caiimns prcsemted ﬂw dmﬁ fund esmmte in luly tim Co" mission agreed that the
d be deiayed untrl the
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STIP proposals ‘were made through the RS‘ IPs and the ITIP, which were due to the
Comimission by January 30, 2006. The Commission subsequently’ hefd two public heafmgs
on those recommend&iwns one:on ‘March 9 in Los Angeles and the other on March 15 in
Sacramento.

2006 Fund Estimate

On September 29, 2005, the Commission. adopted the 2006 ‘Tf"l? iuf}d estimate, including
estimates of STIP shares and programming targets for each. county and the STIP
interregional program:. The fund estimate covers the five-year period of the 2006 STIP,
2006-07 through 2010-11, and estamates total statewide new pmgrammmg capacity of
$1.926 billion. That neéw capacity includes $116 million in federal Transportation
Enhancement (TE) funds, $1.355 bitlion from the state Public Transportation Account
(available only for public transit projects), and just $455 million from sources available for
highway and road projects; including the TIF, TDIF, and State Highway Account funds
scheduled for repayment by tribal: gammg bonds. In a&c}m@n the. proammmmg of the 2006
STIP will consist of reprogrammiing and rescheduling $3.984 billion in projects carried
forward from the 2004 STIP, and the fund estimate provided annual targets for this
rescheduling.
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In addition, the 2006 STIP will include prior STIP cash commitments that are not subject to
rescheduling: $353 million over the five-year STIP period for the payment of GARVEE.
bond debt service and $371 million for‘échéduieé AB 3090 cash-reimbursements,

The following table summarizesthe new and rg:pmgrammed capacity for the 2006 STIP by
fund source and purpose; excluding the $353 million for GARVEE debt service:

SUMMARY OF zﬂafé STIP CAPACITY

(§in mriltions)
|  Copacity|  Capacity| Total |
‘Foderal Enhancement [TE) T Tl s B s Bl § %
4 Public Transportation Account {FTA) PR T 384 ¢ 4,385 1 132
{ Pighwayiroads (TIF, TDIF, SHA] DA R - MY 3827
[t ' T S S SO 7 S 7 S X1

The fﬂfiowmg table is'a breakdown of the ﬁi.’%lﬁ ‘billion total STIP capacity by fiscal year:
SUMMARY OF 2006 STIP NEW CAPAGITY BY YEAR

_ (Sinmions)
| #Op507] 200708 | 200805 | 200910 | 20101 | Yol
Enbancement(18) | S 671 EN R W % 1511 I )
Transit (FTA} o BB Y 316 285 1,738
: Rmam;:msmm) Y N1 - {7 N T Y 7
: *Sfbtaf T 5111;5 = 51&5& . . ~sieer ;.59%

Fm' comparison, the following table 1dsrxtff £s: wheﬂ: the $3.984 bxilwn to be repmgmmmed
is now pmgrammed .

SUMMARY OF 2004 STIP PRGJEC“{S TO BE REPR@GRAMMED

;$mm5mns) N
_ _ 3606507 | 700708 | 200809 | 300940 | 709041 | Total |
f&“maacement(t"&) ' v 5 851 8§ 76 $ 65 v se TR0 3 W_m
Transt (PTA), T S 7 3 T B N DO B ) |
Roads (TIETOESHA] Tisa | Toes| w69 | 0 A 3.367
Total - ST si3ts | stasz| § 0] % 0| %3984

None of these tables includes project amounts now pmgrammmizﬁ)r 2005-06, and the fund
estimate assumed that they were funded. As of April 1, 2006, that amount included $314
million programmed for Caltrans construction: {mchtdm@z mnsmwhon suppert) that had not
yet been allocated and $305 million pmgrammed for local agency projects that had not yet
been allocated. Whatever the amount; the funding needed fo cover remaining pm;ecis
programmed for 2005-06 will be carried forward to the 2006 STIP with funding that is in
addition 1o the above amounts;

The fund estimate also identified annual targets for each county and for the xmerrf:gfonai
share to guide development of the RTIPs and I'TIP. Akheuah the adopted STIP is required
to conform to the year-by-year cstimate for the whole STIP, the amount programmed in
each year for any particular county may vary from the target, depending on the costs,
priorities, and deliverability of individual pm;acw
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Under State law; the STIP consists of two broad programs, the regional program funded
with 75% of STIP funding and the interregional program funded from 25%. The 75%
regional program is further subdivided by farmu%a into county shares. The county and-
interregional shares are caleulated by discrete four—}ear periods (endmv in 2003-04, 2007~
08, 2011-12; etc.), with a surplus or deficit in one period carrying forward to the next.
County shares are available solely for projects nominated in the RTIPs. The Caltrans 1TIP
‘may nominate projects onty for the interregional program. Whefe. Caltrans and a regional
agency agree, a project may be jointly funded from a county share and frem the
interregional share.

The 2006 STIP will program the last two years of onie four-year county share period {2006-
07 and 2007-08) and the first three years of ‘the next four-year period (2008-09 through
2010-11). In the 2006 fund estimate, the caleulation of county shares used the 2004 fund
estimate for the share period ending 2007-08 as a base, notwithstanding the funding
reductions that had occurred since the 2004 fund estimate. County shares for the period
beginning 2008-09 were recalculated, with the shortage of fuinds available through 2007-08
to be treated as a debit to the new share.

The calculation of the annual reprogramming tarmm for the 2006 fund estimate took county
and mtem:ummi share status into account. To provide for equity in reprogramming that
‘recognizes county shares by period, the non-TE targets were calculated in three parts: (1)a
;respread of funding that fits within the shares for the peric g 2007-08, (2) a respread
of the addmm;a} ﬁmdzng tizat fi ts mthm tbe carrent share hare ihe sha: €s caicuiared

‘séeond part was. mépread néit then the third. "’ﬂms o fundmg that represented

-advances was respread to later years of the 2006 STIP.

For TE pmammmmg, separate targets were csiabhshed Thes& were based first on 2004
STIP TE programming levels, respread. in the new STIP’s eariy years accoiding to
statewide programming capacity. Targets fer new TE programming were based on shaxe
formula. proportions of the estimated statewide apportionment of fedgrai TE fundmg, spread
‘over the last two years.

-Some programming carried forward from the 2004 STIP was not subject to reprogramming
-and was thus not counted in the calculation of reprogramming targets. These included:

* Projects already allocated or programmied for allocation in 2005-06.

= Programmed AB 3090 cash reimbursements.
GARVEE bond debt service. » v ,
Calirans environmental, design, and right-of-way work programmed for 2005-06 or
‘prior years. "

Commission amendments to the STIP guidelines adopted in conjunction with the fund
estimate identified the following policies and expectations with regard to the 2006 STIP:

* New QF{){&CtS Generally new project or project components added to the STIP that
are not eligible for PTA or TE fundmg will be pmgmmmed for 2010-11.
Exceptions may be made if the new pmjm is prog,iammed with reprogramming

e
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targets in trade for projects cnrremiy progranmed. Lcnsxstmt with statute, the
‘Commission will give preference in the programming of new projects or
components to projects in counties with an unprogrammed share balance for the
period ending 2007-08. Those counties are Butte, Colusa, Himboldt, Imperial,
Lake, Madera, Merced, Modoc, Napa, Orange, Plumas, Rivérside, Santa Barbara,
Sierra, Stanislaus, Tahoe RPA, and Ynlg

Commission expectations for mrog{ammmg In the 2006 STIP, the Commission
expects to give first priority to the reprogramming of projects from the 2004 STIP.
To the extent that new ca;;a(,ﬁy is available, the Cominission expects to give priority,
fo:

1. Cost increases to provide full funding for currently programmed pm}ect
components due to. escalation (ycpmarammmg (ieiay) and due to the rising
cost of construction materials, consistent with programming capacity and the
share targets identified in the fund estimate.

™

New project components within ‘unprogrammed county’ share balances
identified for the share period ending 2007-08. These pm_}ects may be
programmed in any fiscal vear, eonsistenf with programming capacity and
the share targets identified in- tirc fund estirnate,

Escalation. Each RTIP and the ITIP should be based on project costs escalated to
the year for which each project is pmposed for programming; as: spﬁezﬁed in the
‘STIP guidelines. This applies to all’ pm;acts being reprograimmed, as well as to any
new projects.

19 of the 2006 STIP Guidelines, “Criteria for
'Mcasurmg Pcrformame £ ffectiveness”, states, ach-.jRTlP and the ITIP
submitted to the Commission will be écwmpamed by a:report on its performance
and cost-effectiveness.” For the 2006 STIP; the regions and Caltrans had the option
of pmwdmv quantitative or qualitative perfﬂmmncc evaiuanons, n many instances
regions provided both. The Caltrans TTIP and the RTIPs for 38 courities complied
with Section 19 guidelines. Twenty-»sne reguonai agencies did not:.comply with the
Section 19 guideliries; 15 of which included programming new projects in their
RTIP submittals. While regions varied in whether they submitted quantitative or
gualitative performance ava)uatmns the regions represented all areas of the state
and varied in the size of their programming targets.

Performance Measures. Sectmn

The inclusion of specific performance measures in the 2006 STIP. cycle is to provide
regional agencies and Caltrans the opportunity to demonstrate how the goals and
objectives contained in each Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) ‘or the
Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP) are linked to the program of
projects contained in each RTIP-and the ITIP. With this in mind, each agency and
Caltrans is being asked to- pmvxde a quantitative and/or qualitative evaluation of
their respective Rl}Ps and the ITIP, c{)mnrzcrmng3 on gach of the peltammme
indicators and performance measures outlined in the guidelines. A ftable of
performance indicators and measures was attached to the policies and procedures to
assist. agencies with this task, and: it may be used as the evaluation report for the
2006 STIP cycle.
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The overarching goal Tor using performance meastires i the 2006 STIP cyele is to
beg;n a systematic and reliable process that all agencies can use to guide
transportation investment decisions and to: demmmrate the benefits of proposed
transportation system investments. The information gathered in this STIP cycle will
not only prov;de information on how performance measures are currmﬂy apphed
and reported across the state, but will also provide insight into improving
performance ‘measures, data collection and performance reporting procedures and
integrating the results to enhance decision making. The information collected may
also guide future revisions to the S Regional Tramp@rtaﬁm Plan (RTP) and
Project Study Report (PSR) guidelinés with the objective of strengthening the
continuity and consistency from goal and objective sefting to project selection and
performance reporting: '

‘STIP Revenue Sources:

The STIP revenues identified in the fund esﬁmate come '_ﬁ?mnfitheaf@liawing SOUrees:

‘SUMMARY OF 2006 ST?F REVENUE SOURCES

@ mmﬂﬁms) _
“State Highway Account. T SRR S , 35%
_Transporlation ifvestment Fund (TiF) e : it . R ~50.9% |
Transportation Deferred Invesiment Fund (TDIE) - s ] s 1A%
1*Public Transportation Acoount (PTAY. - A SN S ¥ 295%
| Totat : $5.895 | $00.0%

These amounts differ somewhat from timse in the ea:her- tables because they exckude
Transportation Enhancement funds, which are federal funds dedicated to that ‘purpose:
alone, and because they include fundsmeeded to cover the shortage for 2005-06. The'S] A
funids are derived mtxreiv from loan repayments now scheduled from the sale of ‘tribal
gaming bonds.

e The State Highwav Account (SHA) is the sole source.of revenue for the SHOPP and
unti] mceﬁﬂy was the principal source of fevenue fof the STIP. 1t includes revenues
from state fuel taxes and weight fees and those federal transportation revenues that are
apportioned directly to the state. State fuel taxes and wexght fees are: restricted by
Article XIX of the California Constitution to- projéets on strects and: hnghw:&ys and
pubhc mass transit guxdeway f;xed fac;!mes Feﬁeml tmnsportatmn appomanments are

‘Unhkc stat,c Ari:de XIX rweuuc;»., the} ma) bt, ased_ for trans;t_roﬂmg st_()ck, H;_:w;ver,,
they may not be used for ifitercity rail projects, and matching funds must come from’
non-federal revenues that are not bound by Article XIX.

¢ The Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) was first established by the Traffic
Congestion Relief Act of 2000 to receive révenues from the state sales tax on gasoline
from 2001-02 through 2005-06. Specific dollar amounts were to be transferred from the
TIF to the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF) to fund specific projects identified in
the Traffic. Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) also created under Act, with the
remaining TIF balance to be distributed, 20% to the Public Transpsrmt}on Account
(PTA), 40% for the STIP, and 40% for subventions to cities and counties for local street
and road rehabilitation work.
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The Transportation Refinancing Plan in AB 438 (2001), &' trailer bill to the 2001-02
Budget, delayed the start of the transfers 10:2003-04 and extended them to 2007-08. For
2001-02 and 2002-03, the SHA replaced the 40% for Tocal subventions and additional
transfers from the SHA to the TCRF were authorized as shortterm Joans so that TCRP
projects could continug. For 2006-07 and 2007-08; the-transfer to the STIP was

5

increased: from 40% to 80% and the Iocdt road subvention was eliminated; this was
repayment for the SHA covering the subventions in 2001-02 and 2002-03 {8154 million
in 2001-02 and $200 million in 2002-03).

Proposition 42, a legislative constitutional; ameﬁc}ment approved by the vofers in March
2002, ¢liminated the June 2008 sunset date for the TIF and pennanenﬂy dedicated the
revenue to the purposes identified in statute. The ¢ y statutory. program, mducimg
the TCRP, was continued through 2007-08. ‘Then beginning with 2008-09, no further
funding is to be transferred to the TCRF and. aﬁ TIF revenes are to be divided by
formula, ‘with 40% for subvﬁmlom to cities and ‘counties for mad maimenance and
repairs, 40% for the STIP; and 20% for transfer to the ~ With half of the- PTA
augmenting the STIP, one-half of all TIE TEVEnues would actc‘ ti¢: to the STIP.

Proposition 42 also: permitied the m&p@nsnon of annual transfers to the TIF. To snspend
or reduce the transfers in any fiscal year requires a fi inding. %)y the Governor and the
enactiient of a bill paﬁsed by a twosthirds wot oth houses of the. Legistature. Singe
the annual budget also requires the approval of the G‘:}wmor and a two~thxrds vote: of
both houses; the decision to approve spes  transter,

cotne 1o be. regarded-as-a regular part of the
42 also permits the Legislature to enact ¢ statule: :
houses to change the percentages allotied to ea, Hpo; bv rmons S;TiP am;t
PTA). However, no statute may red;recx m‘ revenues o any other pm‘pose mciuaimg
the TCRP.

STIP revenues from the TIF are available: fm‘ any SI 1P PUrpose; . mcludmg those that are
not eligible for either federal Highway Tmst Fund revenues OF state revenues restricted
by Article XIX.

The Transportation Deferred Investment Fund (TDIF) was first created by AB 1751
(2003) to provide a conduit for deferred paymeﬂts from: the General Fund for the
purposes of the Transportation Imestment Fund. In AB1751, the Legislature
committed to make payments to the TDIF in 2008-09 to replace the 2003-04 TIF
transfer that was suspended ($856 miillion), plis interést, In SB 1098 (2004), the
Legislature committed to make paymients to the TDIF in 2007-08 1 replace the 2004-05
TIF transfer that was suspended ($1. 259 bitlion), plus interest. Amounts transferred to
the TDIF 4re to be distributed between the TCRP, the STIP, PF A, and local subventions
according to the schedule for the TIF transfers they replace,

The Public Transportation Account (PTA) was designated by Proposition 116 in
1990 as-a trust fund available only for planning and .mass transportation purposes.
Under the terms of Proposition 116, the Legislature may use PTA funds only for
purposes that further this intent. That has not, however, predudeii the diversion' of
revenues before they reach the PTA. Under statute, the PTA receives revenue from four
primary sotirces: (1) the “spillover” transfer described above; (2) the sales tax on'diesel
fuel, (3) the additional sales tax atiributable to the gasoline tax increase approved by
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voters in 1990, and (4) the transfer from the TIF and TDIFE described above. The STIP
receives the portion of PTA revenue that remains after. the funding of various non-STIP
‘appropriations, including the rmula-based State Transit Assistance program, state rail

operations ‘and planning. STIP revenues from the PTA may be used only for mass
transportation capital projects, mcludmg vehicles and mcmdmg intercity rail projects
‘and short line railroad rehabilitation,

revenues and deducting current Co
and assumptions used in the 2006

in July and before thc ad&p ion ]
account the Commission’s appmv
Retrofit Program under AB 1+
5»tr.an;spor€at,xon reauthorizatior

“Programming capacity” does
£commitments that the Com
period. For example,. cash-
,_‘fp“’or ;year and a. commltme

) tmam:,s m;tda ina
T8 permci of years.

] at mbaf gammo bend revenues s will be av a;iabte
-{}6 budget Otherwise, the fund ¢stimate assumed
current sources will follow current frends and that

-5‘-commxtment> for state: ope}‘ai ins will be consistent with the cusrérit budget and trends.
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STIP PROPOSALS

The Commission may include in the STIP only projects that have been nominated by a
regmnai ageney in its regional trampoﬂatxon 1mprovement program (RTIP} or by Laitrans
in its interregional transportation improvement program (ITIP). For the 2006 STIP, those
RTIPs and the ITIP were due to the Commission by January 30, 2006. RTIPs were
received for every county except Mariposa.

The ITIP and the RTIPs received generally were eeﬂsmem with the Commission’s
guidelines and the targets: established. in the fund estimate. However; the funding
restrictions governing the STIP are inconsistent with the STIP needs that were identified.

The greatest difficulty facing the Commission in the development and adoption of the 2006
STIP is that the level of highway and road projects proposed far exceeds our restricted
funding capacity. Against the new capacity of $455 million identified in the fund estimate,

the Commission received proposals for $1 23 ‘billion, including cost increases and new
projects. On the rail and transit side, the Commission received proposals for $625 million
‘against the $1.355 billion‘in new capacity. For the- Tmnsportaéron Enhancement (TE), the
proposals were a much closer match, $120 million. in pmpmals against $116 million in
capacity.

This disparity between- propmais and’ ﬁmdmg does not mearn -that regional agencies or
Caltrans did any‘thmg wrong:in: preparing their proposals. They did as the Commission
asked. They 1ﬁenmwd highway and: transit ‘proposals without constraint ‘within overall
targets. It does hat STIP funding restrictions do ot ‘match the needs being
identified. As a pract  matter; it means that the Commission’ sadopﬁon must leave aboiut
$780 million in hsghwav propo*sals out of the STIP while $730 million in rail and transit
capacity will remain unprogrammed, subject to futare STIP amendmients.

In any case, it remains’to be. scen whether the est:matedrevenues on which the STIP is
based will actually be provided, suspended, defayed, or augmented.

16
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RECOMMENDED STIP ACTIONS

Staff recommends the adoption of the 2006 STIP to include the specific projects and

schedules as shown in the spreadsheets at the end of this document and as further described

in the following nareative. These recommendations identify specific project components

and costs to be programmed for.each year of the 2006 STIP. The recommendations are

based primarily on:

* the yearly program capacity identified in the adopted STIP fund estimate for each of
the three STIP funding categories: (1) highways and roads, (2) rail and transit, and
(3) transportation enhancements;

‘® the annual h:ghways and roads reprogramming targets identified in the fund estimate
for each county and for the interregional program;

. the annual transportation enhancement targets ;i_dan‘a._fieci in the fund estimate for each
county and for the interregional program;
. projeét priorities and Sche&utmg remmmended by regional agenmes in their regional

transportation. rmpmvemem programs. (RTIPs) and by Caltrans in its interregional
transportation fmprovément program (ITIP);

o the delivery status and deliverability of individual projects; and

»  Corumission policies as expressed in the:STIP guidelines.

The staff recommiendation inchides $3. 82 billion in highway and road projects for the STIP
period, including all STIP pro;ee_ts not ehgnble for-either PTA or TE funding. This would
program up to the full fund estimate “capacity. This figure does not include remaining
-projects. from 200506 or prior- cammitmf:nts for GARVEE debt service or AB 3090 cash
reimbursements.

with about $1.22 billion in new prOJcct propesals this meant holding new highway and
road programming in most counties to less than 20% of the fund estimate mget for
h:ghwavs and transit combined. For 16 counties, another factor was programming to the
minimuni needed to meet the prior county share, as identified in the fund estimate.

As specified in the Commission’s gmd'mce, the staff recommendation generally g gives first
priority to projects carried forward from the 2004 STIP, including cost increases for those
projects, provided that this is consistent with available capaut;, and the fund estimate
targets. Ina few counties, the-staff recommendation would delete projects from the 2004
STIP project in order to accommodate cost increases on other projects.

The staff recommendation does include some new projects and project components, either
where the minimum needed to meet the prior county share required it or where the region or
Caltrans proposed project deletions to create capacity for it. The staff recommendations for
deleting projects from the prior STIP and the programming of new projects follow regional
priorities where they were known and where capacity allowed.

The recommendation excludes $780 million in project proposals. Of the amount excluded,
$592 million was for new projects or project components, $160 million represents the

It
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deletion of projects from the 2004 STIP or the exclusion of proposed cost increases for
prior projects, and-$28 million is for the deletion of AB 3090 replacement project reserves
‘that were not designated for a specific project in the 2006 RTIPs.

‘The staff recommendation also includes the respreading of highway projects-across fiscal
“years to match statewide highway capacity for cach year.

Rail and Transit Projects

The staff recommendation inchudes all projects proposed in the ITIP or an RTIP that are
-eligible for Public Transportation Account funding, a total of $1.009 mlhon, including both
new. projects and projects carried forward from the 2004 STIP. This leaves $730 million in
“fund estimate capacity yet unprogramied, mostly in the final two years of the STIP. Given
‘the STIP capacity and the levels proposed in the RTIPs and ITIP, no rdil or transit project
-need be delayed from the year for which'it was proposed. Among the major new projects
‘that would be added to the STIP are:

# Los:Angeles, Exposition light rail cotridor, $315 million, 2007-08.

e Orange, bus rapid transit equipment and infrastructure, $125 million; 2@(}8—{}9
* Sacramento, replace buses, $38.5 million, 2006-07.

e Riverside, Perris Valley commuter rail, $30 million, 2008-09.

s QOrange; Irvine transportation center parking expansion; $20 million, 2006-07.

fifﬁe‘.f{}!_iewi‘ncﬁ table displays the proposed programming against capagity:

Pub!tc Transportation i&ccount {PTA) Programming.and Capacity

($ mifiioris)’
N L T Foll ] z_oes;g?,, 7607208 | 200809 | 2006- 6! 201011
| Capacity 31739 1 504 326 T S X 285
1 Projects Proposed 1,008 L 207 542 2405 ... 123 7
1 Balance by Year - 730 | 287 222 N 2 278
{_Sumulative Bafance * . 75 155 ECEA 730

Thus $75 million in capagity remains for the first two years of the 2006 STIP and another
$80 million for 2008-09. These amounts will remain available for programming by STIP
amendment.

ransportation Enhancement Projects

The staff recommendation includes $344.5 million in Transportation Enhancement (TE)
projects, about $4.4 million short of the fund estimate gapaclty The total includes $167.1
million in specific TE projects and another $177.4 million in undesignated regional TE
feserves.

The recommendation excludes three proposed projects. One regional TE project for $3
million was excluded because it is tied to a non-enhancement project that is excluded from
the staff recommendation (the Bradley Overhead in Merced County). One project for $924
ihousaﬁd was excluded because it would be eligible and more appmprmte for Public

Transportation Account funding (the Sacramento State tram project in Sactamento). One
interregional TE project for $4.8 million was excluded because including it'would cause the
interregional program 1o exceed the statutory maximum for intervegional projects in the
urbanized areas of the South county group.

12
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"The: staff recommendation would reschedule some TE projects and reserves to later fiscal
years than proposed in the RTIPs and ITIP. TE projects tied to the maplemsntaﬂon of non-
TE projects are rescheduled to be consistent with the recommendation for the other project.
Other projects and reserves are rescheduled fo bring total TE programming within statewide
TE capacity. The rescheduling was done using the following general methodology:

» TE reserves were first rescheduled so that the sum of a county’s specific projects
and TE resérves did not exceed its cumulative target for each year.

* Specific projects were rescheduled from RTIP/ITIP proposals as needed fo meet
statewide targets. Generally, projects or project compornents that were new to-the
STIP were rescheduled before projects carried forward from the 2004 STIP, Where
regions had identified other project priorities, thes¢ were honored. The MTC
counties and SACOG counties were treated as one for this purpose.

« Finally, an additional adjustment was made in the. schieduling of TE reserves to
bring statewide programming within capacity. This adjustment delayed $10.6
million in reserves (about 26%) from 2007-08 to 2008-09. anci about $9.0 million
(27%) from 2008-09 102009-10.

Limitations onfl’-laﬁnin*: Programming, and Monitoring

eive: a portion of its.
M): For agencies
1 county share.. Forall
limits for each county was:

Under state programming law, 4 regional agency may requést and |
county share for project planning, programming, and m
receivi ﬁ_g;Federai nietropolitan planning funds, the limit is 1
others, it is 5% of the county share. The dollar valug of th
identified in the adopted fund estimate.

The RTIPs for two countiés included proposed PPM progr. “'mm" that exceeded the
statutory limits: Shasta and Sierra. For cach of these counti _ 'taﬂ" rccommeﬂdatnm,
reduces PPM pmgmmsmng to the statutory limit identified in tt

Mari. osa County

Mariposa- County has not yet submitted an RTIP for 2006: -Commission staff recommends-
that all STIP programming and allocations for Mariposa. County beyond 2005-06 be
suspenﬁeé pending the submission of the RTIP by the Mariposa County Local
Transportation Cominission and subsequent amendment of the. STIP by the California
Transportation Comimission. Current progmmmmg for Mari County over the three-
year period from 2006-07 through 2008-09 is $3.167 miilion, which includes $20,000 for
PPM in 2006-07 only. The rémainder is for 9 local road rehabilitation projects.

The 2006 STIP fund estimate included a target-of $4 million for Mariposa County, and the
prior commitments for the current STIP include funding through right-of-way for a Caltrans
project on Route 49 1o replace a br:dge and realign an intersection ‘with the Old Highway.
Caltrans has identified the. programming of construction to complete the project as a State
highway need within the county, and the failure of the. Manpma County LTC 10 develop
and adopt an RTIP has precluded meeting that need or closing the project.

PM funding for years

The new RTIP should specifically address any need to program ling 1
¢ Route 49 project.

beyond 2006-07 and address the need and priority for wmplet; ng
13
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Performance Measures

Section 19 m‘ the 2006 STIP Guidelines, “Criteria for k\ieasurmg Performance and Cost-
Effectiveness™, states, “Bach RTIP and the ITIP submitted to the Commission will be
accompanied by a repott on its perﬁmmme and cost-effectiveness.” For the 2006 STIP,
the regions and Caltrans had the opmn of providing quantitative or qualitative performance
evaluations. [n many instances regions provided both. While there has been some
confusion as to how important performance measures would be for the 2006 STIP, the
Commiission’s guidelines are clear that a performance measure report is to be a part of the
STIP submiital. :

The Caltrans ITIP and the RTIPs for 38 counties complied with Section 19 guidelines.
Twenty-one regtonai agencies did not comply with the Section 19 gmdehms 15 0f whwh
included -programming new projects in their RTIP suhmltmis While regions varied in
whether they submitted quantitative or gqualitative perf‘“_’rmame evaluations, the regions
represented all dreas of the state and varied in the size of the;r programming targets.

The 21 regional agencies that have not submitted a pgrf;mmapce_ ‘measure report are: Bufte,
Colusa; Fresno, Humboldt, Imperial, Inyo, Kings, Lake, Mariposa, Mendocine, Mono,
Placer, San Benito, San Joaguin, Shasta; Szerra Stamsiaus Tahoe (TRPA), Tehama, Tulare,
and Tuolimmne.

The staff recommendation would be to consider the submittals from these agencies as
incornplete until performance measure yeports are: submitted In order to determine how the'
entire STIP could-be plogrammed staff has incorporate ¢ programiming submittals in its
overall draft recommendations. However, staff would commend that the Commission
withihold alldeations to any agency that has riot submi performance measure report hy
the beginning of the 2006-07 fiscal year, when the 2006

P-would became s effective.

Compliance with Statutory Mandates, Interregional |
The 25% interregional program is not constrained by c(}t{m}f shares. By law, however, the
program must comply with the following ¢onstraints; apphed to the neét new pmgrammmg.
for ¢ach STIP:

s 60% of the program shall be’ programmed.: for 1mpmvemem§ to State highways that ate
specified in statute as part of the interregional road system and are outside urbanized
areas with over 50,000 population, and for intercity rail improvements.

o Of this amount, at least 15% (9%: of the interregional program) shall be
pmgmmmed for intercity rail 1mpmvements including grade separation
projects.

e 40% of the program may be programmed lo transportation improvement projects to:
facilitate” interregional movement of people and goods, including State highway,
intercity passenger rail, mass transit guideway, ot gradu separation projects, These
projects may be in either urb&mzed or nonurbanized areas.

o Of this amount, 60% (24% of the program) must be in the 13 counties of the
South. '
o Of this amount, 40% (16% of the program) must be in the North counties:
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The statutory restrictions may be reduced to three simple constraints:
= At least 9% of the program must be programmed for intercity rail and grade separation
projects.

= No more than 24% of the program may be for projects in South urbanized areas or for
other South area projects not part of the interregional road system (but excluding
intercity rail and grade separation projects).

» Noinore than 16% of the program may be for pm}ects in North wrbasized areas or for
other North area projects not. part of the interregional road system-(but excluding

intercity rail and grade separation projects).

“The. following table summarizes the ITIP projects included in the smff recommiendation
according to these categories:

INTERREGIONAL PROGRAM BY STATUTORY CATEGORY

{51,000'5)
} » Amoont | Pereent | Tost
Intercify rail and grade separations L _ $33 425'”' 3% L ﬁ% Fniam
‘Horth-counties, ybanized, non-intarregional 169 382 1 23% 6 mainuin
1. South countios, urbanized, not-interregional roads 165% 1 24% maxinwm
interregional roads, nonurbanized . _ CEN. S
o ‘ A S - Y B 1

These figures include $23.217 million in interregional TE projects. Those- gm;ects that
ate it urbanized areas or otheérwise ot on the interregional road: syste ity rail
include $1.365 million (5:9%) in the North county group and $4.512 mﬁhm _-(}9‘9%) in
-the South county group.
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UNGCERTAINTIES FOR FUTURE FUNDING ALLOCATIONS

The STIP proposed in these staff recommendations would be consistent with the adopted
fund estimate, as required by statute. Funding conditions may change from the assumptions
made in the fund estimate; however, and the Commission will heed to continue to monitor
those conditions to determine its ab;hty to allocate funding to STIP projects. If available
funding is less than was assumed in the fund estimate, the Commission may be foreed to
-delay or restrict allocations through the continuing use of interim allocation plans. On the
other hand, if available funding proves to be greater than was assumed in the fund estimate,
‘it may be possible to allocate funding to some projects sooner than the year programmed.

As outlined in the Commission’s 2005 Annual Report to the California Legislature, the
STIP no Jonger has any stable and reliable source of fundinig. Current revenues to the State
‘Highway Accmnt are po. longer sufficient to support maintenance and operating costs for
the State highway system and the safety and rehabilitation projects of the State Highway
Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP). None remain for the STIP. The only State
Highway Account revenues ;:erojected o be available for the STIP are repayments of prior
loans Wwith the proceeds of tribal gaming bonds.

Except for the TE program, the STIP-is now almost entirely dependent on revenues made
available through year-to-year dxscretmnary actions taken through the state budget process
and on proceeds. from tribal gaming bonds. that-are on hold. pemimff the resolution of
litigation. These ‘STIP revenues: include annual transfers to the Transportation Investment
Fund (TIF), which are subjé ect to annual suspension under Proposition 42); the. repayment of
prior Proposition 42 suspensions; and transfers to the Public Transportation Account, PTA
transfers include both ‘spillover transfers from the Retail Sales and Use Tax Fund and
Proposition 42 transfers from the TIF.

The uncertainty of STIP funding is further complicated by recent proposals under
consideration by thé Governor and the Legislature for new infrastructure bonding. Should
the STIP funding picture change substantially and become more certain within the coming
year, Commission staff would recommend the adoption of a new fund estimate and the
commencement of a new programming process, as was lfast done in 1999. Under statute,
the Commission may niot amend the STIP to incorporate new funding without amending the
fund estimate and receiving updated RTIPs and an updated ITIP.

16
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APPENDIX TO STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS
SUMMARY TABLES

The tables on the following pages arc included with these recommendations for information
and reference.- They include four statewide summary tables and separate project listings: for
each of the 59 county shares and interregional share.

The four statewide summary tables are:

‘Staff Recommendation by County and Year — Highway/Roads

Staff Recommendation by County and Year - Transit

Staff Recommendation by County and Year — Enhancements (TE)

‘Staff Recommendation (F‘(cludm« TE} — Net New Programming Cnmimred to
Fund Estimate Targets

® e 8 @

‘The project listings include the counties in alphabetical order, followed by the intetregional
program. For each county and the interregional prograim, the project listings include:

Prior_Commitments (Not Part of Target). This refers to programimed project
components that were assumed not to.be subject to reprogramming 1 the 2006 STIP,
The costs of these components were not used in the caleulation of fund estimate
targcts

Highway Programming Recommended. This refers:to highway and other’ pmjects
ot eligible for TE or PTA funding that CTC staff recomnends for programming in
the 2006 STIP. It inclades; as noted, cost increases (and. decreases) for prior
commitment projects, including those voted since the adoption of the fund estimate.
It also includes credits for projects programmed for 2005-06 that have been funded
with -non-STIP - funds and are now to be deleted. The notation NEW indicatés a
project would be new to the STIP. The notation ADD indicates & project component
(=:g:, construction) that would be added to the STIP, where eatlier components were
aiready pmg,mmmeé A single gm;ed may-have costs listed under both the prior
commiiments and under programming recommended. T he 1o st be added to
determine the total cost. Shading indicates the year a project is now programmed in
the 2004 STIP. The table at the end of the project listing compares the recommended
highway :programming against the amount of highway. pmyammmg from the 2004
STIP, including the fund estimate hzghwax reprogramming targets for the first four
years.

Rail and Transit Programming Recommended. This refers to rail and transit
projects eligible for Public Transportation Account (PTA) funding that CTC staff
recommends for programming in the 2006 STIP. The table at the end of the project
listing compares the recommended rail and {ransit programming against the amount
of rail and transit programmmg from the 2004 STIP, thus identifying the net new rail
and transit programming.

. Enhancement {TE) Programming Recommended. This refers to-projects that are
ehg;hle for funding from federal 'fransportdtmn Enhancement (TE) funds that CTC
staff ‘recommends fer programming in the 2006 STIP. It includes both specific
projects and undesignated TE reserves. The table at the end of the project listing
compares the recommended TE programming against the fund estimate TE target by
year.

17
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2008 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATION
HIGHWAY AND ROAD PROJECTS

(81,0005}
- . Totsls by Year -
Total Prior] o647 oF pa-08f " oaib] " 467H

TTTERL ot coosel ideal 14371 ) 30540
5850} isgeil | Aapt Firal. 2354 0 589
[ 631 Booo| oaospl B0 . )
g Tl 2383 R 1
ol 179) 222450 302411 208
) "398t 1258
FERT EToN 1) M T )
80471 BasGl 415 26| 0771
& WEY 1R Aset: 13601
3518 3] 10591 B8t 1867
BEBAl oS iespl 3838t @
5 Fot| 329011 124127 1400}

(155 12325 | 660001 #lg0dl 285

TAGE ] AAZG] . 78] 7A6RT  ap| 40
1236 § 57 taty o815 % FHE

1251 heas] 1788 Jeert  ibd

wi sl S0E3T 5B E4T | Zo7 221 | 40429
~Q 112 4327 T EBY 1798
B 08 78150 2Fest 22351 13786
& ge5 ) - 1444l 819 .
12012 2001 380 3B REN0
13,708 2681 Bhi &8 6g
{75 B4 371 221 3.001
o _1B331 1448081 gFeal " HR2

e

410448
E N
)
FTEY R 5001 285}
po R ol 2871l
ol T
g 277, 578 )
S 1528 24} 18]
R A : 7 TIea | 1864 o} 1757
‘{Tuokimng . - 530 DL a83E 72 EET Y IR 1500 o}
“Penkus ' Fo29s I iBE% BRYe | EeE 28 3 a1 1TaEE
Yole P T 1 T Zhoas |l AL AN
YA 0 I I R T Ce] | T I WE
Staswide Regwnal ST HeT | L0 | 78008 | TiA 0 | 77IA0 | SALEI0 | 4066 || 20160 R pAd
(icteregion, TiREBAT | 706 50 | 5o06a | G2 E05 | 210200 | 200 703 | haad || G685T 72675 | 81800
Foma, ARSI e ey | SRS [ ahh s | Soe ou0 | GrAnes | 705,190 1] 207 218 3087 384 U5 RS

A MS.SB_’! JETERA R ;ﬁ’?&;&m.! 701,208 §

2164201 545307 F1aa8. 738 R anp 0as Fryie ym s arasoe
¢ : il E . a1 546531 11458107 12450 681 13 121 480 13897651 {
Cumilative Under {Gver) Target T 298] hAya| GGIE| 4Ajba|  5r6s

Fote: THs stmmary éxduries TE projects. PTA sligible poojects, and AB 2090 and GKF_!VE]E bk st comintirnientg.

Caltomia Transpostation Comfiission . Pagsefatt ] S APHI06

79




2006 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATION
Pm-EuG;B;_E RAIL AND TRANSIT PROJECTS
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2006 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATION
TRANSPORTATION ENHANCEMENT (TE) PROJECTS
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CTC STAFF RECOMMENDATION FOR 2006 STIP (Excluding TE)

Net New Programmiing Conipared to 2006 STIP Fund Estimate
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ATTACHMENT C

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
M T TRANSPORTATION 01 FEighthSueer
Oaldand, CA $4607-4700
COMMISSION Tek: $10.464.7700

‘TDD/TTY: 510.463.7769
Fax: 510.464.788

Memorandum .
TO: Programming and Allocations Committee DATE: Apnl 12, 2006

FR: Deputy Executive Director, Policy

RE: Alternative 2006 Regional Transponatioﬁ Improvement Program (RTIP) in Response to CTC
Funding Shortfall

Califorma Transportation Commission (CTC) staff released the 2006 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) staff recommendation on April 7, twenty days prior to the
adoption of the 2006 STIP by the CTC. Due to limited highway-eligible funding, the
recommendation deleted $780 million in highway projects statewide, including roughly $94
million in the MTC region. This memo outlines a strategy to maximize STIP allocations in this
challenging funding environment.

Background on the 2006 STIP Development

MTC, as the Regional Transportation Planning Agency for the Bay Area, approved and
submitted to the CTC the 2006 Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) in
January 2006, to be included in the STIP. The RTIP, developed at the county level with
guidance from MTC, included approximately $590 million in programming in fiscal years 2006-
07 through 2010-11. Input from the public and partner agencies was solicited at the county,
regional and state level. Consistent with SB 45 (Kopp, 1997), CTC guidelines, and CTC staff
mnstruction, the region programmed the RTIP to priority projects in the region.

CTC Staff Recommendation

The 2006 STIP Fund Estimate included existing programming from the 2004 STIP and new
capacity targets by county. Regions throughout the state submitted RTIP proposals similar to the
MTC proposal: new capacity was divided roughly 75% for highway/local road projects and 25%
for transit projects, consistent with past STIPs. However, available funding for this STIP cycle is
very uncharacteristic in that the most stable source of funds from the State Highway Account are
entirely subsumed by highway rehabilitation needs and prior STIP commitments. This leaves
only Proposition 42 funding for new project capacity and it makes up only 25% of that capacity
overall. The Public Transportation Account (PTA) funds comprise the remaining 75% of the new
capacity, which is limited to transit projects. Even after considering statewide STIP requests, the
PTA has $730 million in estimated excess capacity. However, it should be noted that available
programming capacity for both transit and highway eligible sources is not guaranteed, but subject
to annual state budget decisions. Furthermore, the available transit programming capacity is the

most unpredictable STIP fund source, dependent largely on transfers from the state’s general
fund.

To address this programming imbalance, the CTC Staff recommendation proposes elimination of
$780 million in highway/local roads programming statewide, including roughly $94 million in
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Memo to PAC — 2006 RTIP Revision
Page 2 of 3
April 12, 2006

the MTC region. The CTC recommendation also further delays regional projects by shifting
funding to later years, leaving only three highway construction projects programmed in FY 2006-
07: 1) US. 101 HOV Lanes in Marin ($7.5 million); 2) Trancas Street Interchange in Napa
($740,000); and 3) Napa River — Sonoma Boulevard Landscaping in Solano ($441,000). The
MTC projects proposed for deletion by the CTC from the STIP are listed in Attachment A, and
include projects from six of the nine counties.

The CTC recommendation focused on new projects or project components and AB 3090 project
replacement placeholders 1n selecting candidates for deletion. Therefore, cost increases on
existing highway projects were prioritized over commitments to new STIP projects.

- Proposed MTC Response

Over the past two cycles, STIP allocations have become increasingly unreliable, dependent on
discretionary decisions at the state level. Standard procedure for STIP development now consists
of delaying existing programming two to three years. Since April 2004, the Bay Area has
provided over $162 million in federal discretionary and local sales tax measure funds to keep the
delivery of critical STIP projects on track. However, this patchwork solution is not sustainable,
as federal discretionary and local funds are needed for other transportation purposes throughout
the region. The identification of reliable and permanent funding for the STIP is critical. STIP
project deletions have the potential to serve as an important signal to the Administration and
Legislature that transportation in California 1s woefully underfunded.

Recognizing the lack of highway/local road funding available and the potential PTA fund
availability, staff proposes to offset some of the proposed STIP highway deletions by
programming additional transit projects in the STIP and funding highway/local road projects with
local or regional funds. In cooperation with the Congestion Management Agencies and transit
operators, staff proposes the changes listed in Attachment B i response to the CTC
recommendation. Highlights of these changes include:

e $14 Million for a new AC Transit Bus Purchase Project (potentially creates STP capacity
for Alameda highway projects that were proposed for deletion by CTC)

e $11 Million added to the Tilton/Poplar Grade Separation Project in San Mateo
(potentially creates local Measure capacity for San Mateo projects that were proposed for

deletion by the CTC)

e $5 Million for El Camino Real Si gnal Coordination remains in STIP (Proposed for
Deletion by CTC)

e $7 Million for SR 1 Calera Parkway — Pacifica remains in STIP (Proposed for Deletion
by CTC)

o $2 Million for San Mateo ITS project remains in STIP (Proposed for Deletion by CTC)

The above changes add $25 million in transit projects to the region’s RTIP proposal to begin to
counter the $94 million deduction to highway funds. The additional modifications, outlined in
Attachment B, could allow three San Mateo projects to remain in the STIP, while still achieving
the CTC highway programming targets.
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Staff will continue to work with our partnér agencies and the CTC to identify opportunities to
amend the RTIP based on the available state funding. The revised RTIP project lists by county,
adjusted by CTC staff, are provided in Attachment C.

Recommendation

Forward the Alternative 2006 RTIP to the Commission for approval and further direct staff to
continue working with our regional transportation partners and the CTC to identify RTIP
programming revisions to minimize the loss of funding to the region as a result of statewide
funding shortfalls projects and the CTC staff recommendations.

Therese W. McMillan

Attachments
JACOMMITFE\PAC\2006 PAC Meetings\04_Apr06_PAC\Sa_STIP_ED_Memo.doc
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Agenda Item IX. A

May 10, 2006
DATE: May 1, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Proposed Funding Plan

for FY 2006-07

Background:
The Transportation Development Act (TDA) of 1971 established two sources of funds

that provide support for public transportation services statewide — the Local
Transportation Fund (LTF) and the Public Transportation Account (PTA). Solano
County receives TDA funds through the LTF and State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF)
through the PTA. State law specifies that STAF funds be used to provide financial
assistance for public transportation, including funding for transit planning, operations and
capital acquisition projects.

Discussion:

Solano County has typically received approximately $400,000 - $500,000 per fiscal year
in Northern County STAF funds. STAF funds have been used for a wide range of
activities, including providing matching funds for the purchase of buses, funding several
countywide and local transit studies, funding transit marketing activities, covering new
bus purchase shortfalls when the need arises, funding intercity transit operations on a
short-term or transitional basis, and supporting STA transportation planning efforts.

For FY 2006-07 there is an increase in STAF funds available in total. The new revenue
estimate increased by over $100,000 to $662,895. A further increase is from a Prop. 42
allocation received in the middle of FY 2005-06 in the amount of $259,510; this was not
programmed and is included in the carryover for FY 2006-07. Beyond the new Prop. 42
revenue, there is also a larger carryover than had been anticipated. STA staff has worked
with MTC staff to refine the carryover amount to identify any locally programmed funds
that were not yet claimed are accounted for. In total, there is an estimated $1,175, 475 in
STAF funds for programming in FY 2006-07.

Annually, member agencies, through their Intercity Transit Consortium member, and
STA staff submit candidate projects/programs for STAF funding for both the Northern
Counties and the Regional Paratransit. Last month, this item was presented to the
Consortium and TAC and input was sought from local jurisdictions on projects to fund
with the remaining STAF funds. At that time it was noted that the FY 2005-06 Prop. 42
increase is a one-time increase and project applicants should not consider funding on-
going projects with these funds.
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STA staffs’ preliminary recommendation was, and remains, that the STAF funds
primarily be directed toward transitional funding to support local transit operators taking
on new routes as part of the Intercity Transit Funding Agreement. In FY 2005-06 only
$150,000 was directed toward that effort and much more is anticipated to be needed. To
also support that effort, a countywide transit ridership survey is recommended to be
funded as well as an intercity assessment of transit operating costs. This approach has
also been discussed and approved by the Intercity Transit Funding Group. No other new
requests for STAF funds had been received when this project list was prepared. Attached
is the draft project list for FY 2006-07 (Attachment A) and preliminary draft project list
for FY 2007-08 (Attachment B).

For Regional Paratransit STAF funds, the estimates are also higher than previously
projected. There is a total of $249,000 available for programming. Attachment A
includes proposed allocations for these funds allowing for reserve. Attachment B has a
similar list for FY 2007-08 as a preliminary list of paratransit projects for FY 2007-08.
The City of Benicia has indicated that they plan to request up to $25,000 in regional
paratransit funds that will be considered at a future meeting,

Recommendation:
Approve the FY 2006-07 STAF project list and draft FY 2007-08 STAF project list for
Northern County and Regional Paratransit STAF population-based funds.

Attachments:
A. Draft FY 2006-07 STAF project list
B. Preliminary FY 2007-08 STAF project list
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DRAFT

ATTACHMENT A

State Transit Assistance Funds Program

Allocation for FY 2006-07

NORTHERN COUNTIES STAF

Revenue Estimate'
Projected FY 2005-06 Carryover’
FY 2006-07 STAF Estimate

FY 2006-07

$ 512,579
$ 662,895

Total:

Projects/Programs

STA Transit Planning & Studies
SolanoLinks Marketing

Dixon Medical Shuttle’

Dixon Area Low Income Subsidized Taxi Program®

Lifeline Program Administration
Lifeline Project Match’

Fairfield Transit Study®

Expenditure Plan/Implementation Plan
Intercity Transit Operations Assistance
Countywide Transit Ridership Survey
Countywide Transit Finance Assessment
Transit Consolidation Study

$ 1,175,474

110,000
113,000
10,000
10,000
15,000
54,000
60,000
38,000
450,000
100,000
60,000
40,000

AR AR AR o B R R A R S

TOTAL:

Balance:

REGIONAL PARATRANSIT
Revenue Estimates'

Projected FY 2005-06 Carryover
FY 2006-07 STAF Estimate

$ 1,060,000

$ 115474

FY 2006-07

$ 65217
§ 183,822

Total:

Projects/Programs

Vallejo Paratransit Operations

Sol Paratransit Assessment Implementation
Sol Paratransit Vehicles Improvements
Paratransit Coordination, PCC

$ 249,039

88,000
40,000

40,000

TOTAL:

Balance

' MTC Feb. 06 Estimate

$
$
$ 35,000
$
$ 203,000

$ 46,039

? Includes Prop. 42 increment, interest, unclaimed projects, higher FY 2006 rev est.

3 Yr. 3 of 3 yr. Funding
* 3" yr. of match for MTC LIFT 3-yr. project grant

3 Includes $27,000 unclaimed, unallocated & carried over from FY 2005-06
¢ Approved in FY2005-06, unclaimed, unallocated & carried over from FY2005-06
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PRELIMINARY

ATTACHMENT B

State Transit Assistance Funds Program

Allocation for FY 2007-08

NORTHERN COUNTIES STAF

Revenue Estimates
Projected FY 2005-06 Carryover
FY 2006-07 STAF Estimate'

FY 2007-08
$ 115474
$ 662,895

Total:

Projects/Programs

Transit Planning & Studies
SolanoLinks Marketing

Lifeline Program Administration
Lifeline Project Match

Intercity Transit Operations Assistance
Intercity Transit Capital Match Program
Intercity Operations Analysis Support

- $ 778,369

$ 115,000
$ 113,000
$ 15,000
$ 30,000
$ 200,000
$ 100,000
$ 75.000

TOTAL:

Balance

REGIONAL PARATRANSIT

Revenue Estimates
Projected FY 2005-06 Carryoverl
FY 2006-07 STAF Estimate

$ 648,000

$ 130,369

FY 2007-08
$ 46,039
$ 183.822

Total:

Projects/Programs
Vallejo Paratransit Operations
Sol Paratransit Operations

Sol Paratransit Vehicles Improvement Fund

Paratransit Coordination, PCC

$ 229,861

88,000
40,000

40,000

TOTAL:

Balance:

! Assumes same STAF as FY 2006-07 without Prop. 42 funds.
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Agenda Item X A

May 10, 2006
Solano Cransportation Authotity
DATE: April 28, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects
RE: STA Priority Projects/Overall Work Plan for FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08

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

projects. These projects provide the foundation for the STA’s overall work plan for the
forthcoming two fiscal years. In July 2002, the STA Board adopted its priority projects
for FY 2002-03 and FY 2003-04 consistent with the adoption of its two-year budget.
This marked the first time the STA had adopted a two-year work plan. The current STA
Overall Work Plan (OWP) for FY 2005-06 and FY 2006-07 includes a list of 42 priority
projects. Of the 42 projects, 39 were identified as being funded as part of the adoption of
the FY 2005-06 and FY 2006-07 budgets.

Discussion:

At the January 25, 2006, February 22, 2006, and the April 26, 2006 Technical Advisory
Commiittee (TAC) meeting, STA staff provided the Draft STA Overall Work Plan for FY
2006-07 and FY 2007-08. Comments were received from members of the TAC. These
comments have been incorporated into the STA Overall Work Plan for FY 2006-07 and
FY 2007-08 which is provided in Attachment A. In addition, at the March 8, 2006 STA
Board meeting, STA staff provided the Draft STA Overall Work Plan for FY 2006-07
and FY 2007-08. This Overall Work Plan was adopted by the TAC and Consortium on
April 26, 2006. Attachment B provides an update, as of May 2006, to STA activities
relative to the Overall Work Plan.

Following discussion and approval of the updated Overall Work Plan by the STA Board,
staff will evaluate the fund sources and resources available to the STA and develop a
comprehensive plan to fund the STA Board’s priority projects over the next two years.
The funding of the Overall Work Plan will be agendized as part of the STA’s adoption of
its FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08 budgets scheduled for June 2006.

Recommendation:
Adopt STA’s Overall Work Plan for FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08.

Attachments:
A. STA’s Overall Work Plan (Priority Projects) for FY 2006-07 and
FY 2007-08
B. Work Plan Summary (April 2006)
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ATTACHMENT B

5 1r a Work Plan Summary

P— ccction Acthoett, UY12Y 2006)

STATUS

1-80/680/SR 12 Interchange

Alternatives are being identified; STA has met with the staff from Fairfield,
County and Suisun City for feedback on elements located within these
jurisdictions.

Anticipate public meetings starting Mid-Summer with presentations and
discussions of Alternatives.

News Letter was published in April 2006.

I-80 HOV Lane — Red Top Road
to Air Base Parkway

Draft environmental technical studies have been prepared with planned
submittal to Caltrans for review in March 2006.

Based on the findings of these technical studies, the environmental
document may be a simple CE with Technical Reports.

MTC made the initial Regional Measure 2 (RM2) in January for the
Environmental and design work.

North Connector

MTC made the initial Regional Measure 2 (RM2) Allocation in January for
the design work.

STA held interviews for the design consultant on February 24, 2006.
Contract with BKF Engineers has been executed.

Draft Coop has been developed by STA and submitted to the City of
Fairfield and Solano County in April.

SR 12 Jameson Canyon

Caltrans is currently the lead agency for this project.
STA developed draft MOU with Napa to be submitted to Caltrans in May.

I-80 HOV - Carquinez Bridge to
SR 37

Caltrans recently completed the PSR for the I-80 Westbound HOV Lane
from Magazine Street to the Carquinez Bridge. This project cost is
estimated to be $17 million.

STA, in conjunction with CCTA and Caltrans, requested this project to be
in the RM2 clean-up language as eligible for the RM2 funding from the CC
1-80 Eastbound HOV Lane project, should sufficient funding be available.
STA issued a RFP on February 23, 2005 for a PSR for the I-80 Westbound
HOV Lane between Magazine Street and SR 37 and 1I-80 Eastbound
between the Carquinez Bridge and SR 37. '

Jepson Parkway Project

The Administrative Draft EIS/EIR is to submitted to Caltrans in May.

All of the 14 technical reports have been submitted to Caltrans for review.
Next step will be to work with FHWA to facilitate the Biological Opinion
(BO) development by US Fish and Wildlife Service.

Travis Air Force Base Access
Improvement Plan (North &
South Gates)

STA, Solano County, Suisun City and the City of Fairfield are currently
preparing the Travis Air Force Base (AFB) Access Improvement Plan. The
draft is expected to be completed in April.

The above group met with representatives from Travis to understand the
Bases proposed improvements, specifically at the South Gate.

Next step will be to meet with Travis to develop priorities for the work
based on current funding.
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Project Study Reports (PSR’s)

STA will re-issue the RFP for Project Management Services for the SR
12/Church Road Improvements and the I-80 HOV Lanes/New Turner
Parkway Overcrossing PSRs.

STA released the RFP for these PSRs on February 23, 2006 with proposals
due back on May 10, 2006.

Caltrans has proposed to be the lead agency for the next PSR priority
project, which is the EB I-80 Aux Lanes ~ Travis Blvd to Air Base Pkwy.

1-80 SHOPP Project (SR 12 to

1-80 $41 million SHOPP project was programmed for FY 2009-10.

Leisure Town OC) A $2 million emergency project began to replace some damaged portions of
1-80.
STA is working with Caltrans to advance the $41 million project to
FY 2007-08.

SR 12 Re-Alignment and Rio STA released the RFP to complete this study on February 23, 2006.

Vista Bridge Feasibility Study

STA has submitted draft funding agreement to the City of Rio Vista for
review.

SR 113 SHOPP Project

Update of Countywide Traffic
Safety Plan

SR 113 SHOPP Project- Caltrans is the lead agency for this project. STA,
Caltrans to initiate construction activities in Mid May.

STA submitted a grant proposal in October 2005 to Caltrans for $250,000
to study future SR 113 Corridor between SR 12 and I-80. Caltrans is
currently reviewing the applications and working with the California
Transportation Commission to notify successful grant applications in
Spring 2006.

Countywide Traffic Safety Plan (Phase 1) was completed in July 2005.
A Safe Routes to School Study (SR2S) immediately kicked off as Phase 2 -
of the Countywide Traffic Safety Plan when the Update was approved by
the STA Board in July 2005.

Initial data collection and preliminary findings for the SR2S Study will be
part of a public input process scheduled to begin in Summer 2006.
Council/School Districts presentations underway.

Congestion Management
Program (CMP)

A CMP update was completed and adopted by the STA Board in October
2005.

The STA has ongoing efforts to monitor and provide comments on
potential land use changes decisions made by STA member agencies which
may impact the Solano CMP network.

CMP review letter provided to Fairfield for Walmart Project.

Countywide Traffic Model/GIS

A Solano-Napa Travel Demand Model was completed and adopted by the
STA Board in February 2005.

A follow up phase that includes a multi-model component has recently
begun to get underway as part of a Caltrans Partnership Planning grant
study entitled “Smarter Growth Along the I-80 Capitol Corridor.”

STA’s Transportation for
Livable Communities (TLC)
Program

STA awarded $150,000 in Solano TLC planning grants to the cities of
Fairfield, Rio Vista and Suisun City.

A separate call for Solano TLC capital projects is anticipated to occur in
June 2006.

STA staff will also continue to assist STA member agencies to apply for
the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s Regional TLC capital,
planning, and Housing Incentives Program funds.

STA is co-sponsoring a County Planning Commissions’ Workshop in
May/June.

118 Page 2 of 3



1 | |

mplementation of the STA’s e The STA has developed an Alternative Modes Strategy that identifies STA
Alternative Modes Strategy discretionary funding over the next three fiscal year specifically for
alternative modes type improvements. $10 million is anticipated for TLC,
bicycle, pedestrian, safe routes to school and alternative fuel vehicles. The
STA Board adopted the strategy at their March 8, 2006 meeting.

Implementation of Countywide e On-going. The Countywide Bicycle Plan identifies approximately $56

Bicycle Plan Priority Projects million in bicycle improvements. STA staff will continue to work
primarily with the STA Bicycle Advisory Committee to implement the
priority projects.

e  BAC has identified Tier 1 and Tier 2 priorities for FY 2006-07.

Countywide Pedestrian Plan and e  On-going. The Countywide Pedestrian Plan identifies $25 million in

Implementation Plan pedestrian improvements needed for Solano County. STA staff will
continue to work primarily with the STA Pedestrian Advisory Committee
(PAC) to implement the Plan.

e  PAC has identified Tier 1 and Tier 2 priorities for FY 2006-07.

SR 12 Transit Corridor Study e  STA Board reviewed and approved the SR 12 Transit Corridor Study in
February 2006.
o  The State Route 12 Corridor Study includes the following information:

2005 and 2030 peak hour traffic projections

Proposed transit service phasing plan

Potential bus stop locations

Projected peak and off-peak ridership for the proposed service
Capital and operating costs for each phase

O 0O 0 0 O

e SR 12 Transit Corridor Study is available for implementation dependant on
new funding revenue sources.
¢  Rio Vista has initiated deviated fixed route service (Route 50).

119 Page 3 of 3



THIS PAGE INTENTION-ALLY LEFI‘ BLANK

120



Agenda Item X.B
May 10, 2006

S1Ta

DATE: May 1, 2006

TO: STA Board

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services

SUBJECT:  State Transit Assistance Funding (STAF) and Proposition 42 Transit
Funding Policy Impact

Background:
The Transportation Development Act (TDA) of 1971 established two sources of funds

that provide support for public transportation services statewide — the Local
Transportation Fund (LTF) and the Public Transportation Account (PTA). Solano
County receives TDA funds through the LTF and State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF)
through the PTA. STAF funds are generated as a percentage of sales tax. 50% of the
funds are distributed to transit operators based on qualifying revenues. 50% of the
funding is distributed to the region based on each region’s relative share of the state-wide
population. These population-based STAF funds flow through MTC for distribution and
changes on how those funds will be distributed are under discussion.

Regional policy directs that the STAF funds be apportioned in a number of ways. In the
Bay Area, there has been a Northern Counties STAF apportionment. From that
apportionment Solano receives approximately $500,000 a year. Each year, the Solano
Transportation Authority (STA) has worked with local transit operators each year to
distribute these annual funds. STAF funds have been used to provide financial assistance
for public transportation, including funding for transit planning, operations, marketing,
and capital acquisition projects.

There is also a Regional Paratransit apportionment, which is distributed to each county.
For Solano County, this amount is approximately $150,000 and has helped support the
various paratransit operations throughout the county.

Vallejo Transit also receives STAF funds directly as a regional small operator.

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) also retains some of the STAF
funds for regional coordination activities.

Proposition 42 provides an additional increment of STAF funding for both the revenue-
based and population-based funds. In the middle of FY 2005-06 these funds were
received for the first time and allocated according to existing MTC policy. This resulted
in additional $250,000 for Solano County, which is being programmed in FY 2006-07.
MTC is proposing to change how future STAF funds will generally be distributed by
categories and STAF Prop 42 generated STAF funds specifically will be allocated
throughout the region.
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Discussion:

As part of the Regional Transportation Plan (T-2030), MTC has already approved the use
of Prop 42 STAF funding to be directed to fund two regional programs: Lifeline
Transportation and TransLink beginning in FY 2008-09. That leaves two years of Prop.
42 STAF funding under discussion (FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08). Along with
proposing how these funds will be allocated, MTC is proposing how STAF funds will be
apportioned in general.

MTC’s initial and subsequent proposals (Attachment A and C) have three key elements.
1. The overall growth of STAF funds will be distributed; how much will be
retained regionally and how much will be used for MTC’s regional projects.
2. The flow of funds currently has three primary funding allocations: Northern
County, Small Operator (for the other five counties), and Regional Paratransit.
3. How to direct the Prop 42 increment, particularly in FY 2006-07 and FY
2007-08.

Concerning the first issue of how the growth of STAF funds is distributed, MTC is
proposing to tie the increases in STAF for the Northern Counties and Small Operators to
the Consumer Price Index (CPI). STAF is projected to grow faster than CPI. MTC’s
proposal is that the STAF increases above CPI would be retained by MTC to build a
reserve fund for several purposes. The reserve would be used not only to meet CPI
STAF increases in years that STAF fluctuations lower than a CPI increase, but also for
region-wide coordination projects. For Solano and other counties projected to grow
significantly, STAF growth is expected to be significant. Tying STAF growth to CPI will
limit the funds available to Solano County and other Bay Area operators for transit
services. Under current policy, MTC retains approximately two-thirds of the STAF funds
for regional programs. STA staff proposes MTC maintain their current policy and
continue to distribute the remaining one-third of the population-based STAF funds in
proportion to each county’s share of the region’s population.

MTC proposes reducing the number of revenue streams for population-based STAF
funds from three to one and tying all of these to the CPI as noted above. Currently, only
Regional Paratransit apportionment is tied to CPI. Currently not all Solano transit
operators are identified as Small Operators. In addition, much of the STAF funds
currently allocated to Solano County are used for coordination among all the local small
operators that is accomplished at the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) level in
conjunction with the local transit operators. This includes marketing, multi-jurisdiction
transit planning and coordination. STA staff proposes supporting combining Regional
Paratransit and Northern County STAF funds while retaining the Small Operator
apportionments back to the Small Operators. However, this is not intended to imply
support for tying the Northern County STAF fund increases to CPL

FY 2005-06 was the first year Prop. 42 funds were directed to the STAF population-
based Northern County fund. This amounted to over $250,000 in additional funds for
Solano. In the long-term, MTC policy adopted as part of the Transportation 2030 Plan
directed that the Prop. 42 increment be directed to two regional projects: TransLink and
Lifeline. This would be effective with the FY 2008-09 funds allocation. Should the State
budget include a Prop 42 transfer in FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08, the issue is how would
the approximately $6 - $7 million be distributed each year. MTC is proposing to
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distribute FY 2006-07 STAF funds according to existing policy which STA staff
supports. For FY 2007-08, MTC proposes to retain the Prop. 42 increment in full for
regional programs such as implementation of the Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) Transit
Connectivity Study, the MTC Coordination program, etc. This would reduce the amount
of funding available to Solano County transit services. STA proposes that the FY 2007-
08 Prop. 42 increment be distributed according to existing policy as well.

Recommendation:

Authorize the STA Chair to send a letter to MTC supporting the recommendations
outlined on Attachment B concerning future population-based STAF funds distribution
and the STAF Prop. 42 increment.

Attachments:
A. MTC (April 17, 2006) proposal with population-based STAF and Prop 42
B. STA Recommended Modifications to MTC proposal for Prop 42 population-
based STAF
C. MTC (May 3, 2006) proposal with population-based STAF and Prop 42
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ATTACHMENT A

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
M - TRANSPORTATION 0t Fighth Sureer
Oakland, CA 94607-4700
COMMISSION TEL 510.817.5700

TDD/TTY 510.817.5769
FAX 510.817.5848
E-MAIL info@mtc.ca.gov

WEB www.mtc.ca.gov

Memorandum
TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee DATE: April 17,2006

FR: Alix Bockelman
RE: STA Population-Based Policy

Background
The statewide State Transit Assistance (STA) fund is distributed as follows:

e 50% of the funding is distributed to transit operators on the basis of qualifying revenues.
Qualifying revenues are essentially locally generated revenues (fares, sales taxes,
property taxes, etc.). Each operator’s proportional share of total statewide qualifying
revenues determines that operator’s percentage of the statewide fund.

e 50% of the funding is distributed to the regions based on each region’s relative share of
the statewide population.

Because of the local resources devoted to transit in the Bay Area, our region receives more
revenue-based than population-based funds. In the current fiscal year, for example, the revenue-
based amount is $38.2 million while the population-based amount is $13.3 million.

Current MTC Policy Governing the Distribution of the Population-Based Funds
The distribution of the population-based funds in the Bay Area is at MTC’s discretion. MTC
adopted a policy in 1991 that defines this distribution:

*  Northern Counties: Apportioned to each of the four counties (Marin, Sonoma, Solano
excluding Vallejo, and Napa) in proportion to each county's share of the region's
population.

*  Small Operators: Apportioned to the small operator service areas to reflect the relative
population of the service area compared to the population of the southern five counties
(Small ops include CCCTA, ECCTA, LAVTA, Union City, WestCAT, and Vallejo).

* Regional Paratransit Program: Apportioned base amount with an annual consumer
price index (CPI) adjustment to each of the nine counties in proportion to each county's
share of the region's transportation disabled population as determined by the 1990
Regional Paratransit Plan. The funds are to be used only for services to meet
requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act.

s MTC Regional Coordination Program: The balance of Population Based funds are
available for regional coordination activities, such as the implementation of TransLink®.

In FY 2005-06 and proposed in FY 2006-07, Proposition 42 provides an additional increment of
STA funding in both the revenue-based and population-based funds. There is projected to be an
additional increase in this Proposition 42 increment in FY 2008-09 when the TCRP project
obligations are supposed to be satisfied, the funds are distributed 40% to the STIP, 40% to
Streets and Road, and 20% to the Public Transportation Account — half of which flows to STA.
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MTC’s Transportation 2030 Plan directed the population-based increment starting in FY 2008-
09 for the Lifeline and TransLink® programs.

In the current fiscal year, the Population-Based Proposition 42 increment was distributed based
on the current policy. The FY 2006-07 Fund Estimate held this increment in reserve pending a
review of the STA Population-Based distribution policy. This was prompted by a concern that,
if the Northern County and Small operators increased service based on the Proposition 42 bump,
it could not be sustained in FY 2008-09 when this increment was shifted to the Transportation
2030 commitments.

It also prompted a look at the overall STA Population-Based distribution policy, given the
funding changes in the past 15 years, and additional coordination needs identified in the recently
adopted Transit Connectivity Plan. Further, the Commission is holding a workshop in May that
will examine transit efficiency, consolidation, and coordination opportunities. The STA
Population-Based funding is the region’s discretionary transit funding to address any policy
objectives that may result from this workshop and subsequent work with the region’s transit
agencies.

Proposed Long-Term STA Population-Based Policy
We are proposing the following changes to the STA population-based distribution policy
beginning in FY 2007-08.

1. Annual change for the Northern County and Small Operator funds would be based on
CPI using FY 2005-06 as the base year. The CPI adjustment is the same method used for
the Regional Paratransit fund. This would give more funding stability to these operators
by eliminating potentially large annual fluctuations. This would facilitate service
planning for routes dependent on this funding.

Since long-term STA growth is expected to exceed the CPI, it would also provide an
increment of additional funding for coordination projects in these areas and region-wide.
Under the proposal, the MTC Coordination Program would assume the risk for
fluctuations in STA revenues, to ensure that the CPI adjustments for the Northern
Counties and Small Operator elements can be met in any given year. Therefore, staff
would propose that a reserve be created to ensure continuity of the regional services
should funding levels experience a sudden decrease. The prudent amount for the reserve
is still being evaluated.

2. Merge the Northern County, Small Operator, and Regional Paratransit funds into one
fund and apportion this by transit operator. Since all three funds would now have a
common CPI growth factor, this gives MTC the opportunity to simplify the allocation
process, and also provides the operators more flexibility in the use of these funds. The
base amounts for each operator in the current fiscal year would establish the initial
apportionment, and the amount would grow by CPL. Since the FY 2006-07 Fund
Estimate was already adopted, the first year using this new method would be FY 2007-
08.
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3. Phase out the interim Proposition 42 increment (FY’s 06-08) for the Northern County and
Small Operators by distributing the Proposition 42 increment for FY 2006-07 using the
existing policy, and eliminating the distribution of this increment to the Northern
Counties and Small Operators in FY 2007-08, should the state budget include a
Proposition 42 transfer. Incorporate the Transportation 2030 commitment starting in FY
2008-09 to direct the Population-Based Proposition 42 increment to the Lifeline Program

- and TransLink®.

Attachment 1 illustrates the proposed policy, based on assumed STA funding levels. The
assumption for CPI for 2008 and beyond is 3%; however, for purposes of calculating annual
funding levels in the Fund Estimate, the actual CPI change from the immediate past year is
proposed to be used. The assumption for fuel prices and consumption are based on Caltrans
Travel Trends, and result in roughly a 5.5% annual growth in STA revenues. The amounts for
each jurisdiction, therefore, are estimates only and subject to refinement.

Proposal for Pre-FY 2008-09 Proposition 42 Increment

As noted above, MTC has had several years of Proposition 42 transfers without a specific policy
for the distribution of the funds. This has resulted in $4 million from FY 2005-06 and $7 million
for FY 2006-07 being held in reserve. The amount from FY 2005-06 is the amount that would
have accrued to the MTC Coordination program since the Northern Counties and Small
Operators received their formula distributions based on the 1991 STA Population-Based policy.

As you will recall, the Proposition 42 increment was initially expected to fund the start-up of
Express Bus services for a five-year period. Given the lack of predictability of the Proposition
42 fund source, MTC directed some CMAQ funds as well as RM2 funds to backfill this
commitment. There is still a remaining commitment, however, for Samtrans and LAVTA that
will need to be satisfied through STA funding. This commitment to Express Bus of roughly $2.2
million is proposed to be met through a combination of 1) the balance of Express Bus carryover
funds after meeting the capital obligations and 2) the MTC Coordination Program or the
Proposition 42 reserve.

Therefore, for FY 2006-07, MTC is proposing to distribute the Northern County and Small
Operator funds by the original formula, or roughly $2.4 million. This will leave roughly $4.7
million in reserve for FY 2006-07, for a total of $8.7 million in reserve for regional coordination
projects/new initiatives. In addition, for this proposal, any transfer of Prop 42 for FY 2008
would augment the reserve for regional coordination projects/new initiatives, as discussed
below. Attachment 2 illustrates the proposed change to distribute Proposition 42 to the Northern
Counties and Small Operators within the format of the FY 2006-07 Fund Estimate.

Among the key areas of focus for the Commission is transit connectivity. As part of the
recommendation to the April Planning Committee, staff has developed preliminary transit
connectivity funding principles. This initial proposal is to fund the entire connectivity capital
cost, and a portion of the estimate replacement/maintenance costs, with State Transit Assistance
(STA) regional discretionary funds. The capital cost is estimated to be roughly $9.6 million for
wayfinding signage, transit information displays, and 511/Real-Time displays. The estimated
annual regional cost of maintenance and replacement is roughly $400,000.
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Next Steps
The goal is to formulate a recommendation with PTAC by the May meeting to allow a proposal

to move forward to the Partnership Board at its June meeting. Therefore, we are seeking
comments and suggestions on the proposed policy.

JASECTION\F & E A\zhang\State Transit Assistance\Population-Based Policy\PTAC Memo.doc
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ATTACHMENT B

STAF Population-Based Allocations
STA Position on MTC Proposal

. Maintain current policy and direct all STAF population-based growth
for North Counties and local operators to CMA and local operators
entities and do not retain additional amount at the regional level.

. Support future merging of Northern County and Regional Paratransit
STAF population-based apportionments based on growth to CMA.

. Maintain Small Operator apportionments of STAF population-based
to Small Operators.

. Distribute Prop. 42 increment in FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08 using
current MTC policy.

. For FY 2008-09 and thereafter, request MTC fund Transit
Connectivity program and other regional transit programs with Prop.
42 increment rather than STAF population-based growth.
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ATTACHMENT C

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MewoCenter
M - TRANSPORTATION 01 Bighth Street
Oakdand, CA 946074700
COMMISSION TEL 510.817.5700

‘TDD/TTY 510.817.5769
FAX 510.817.5848
E-MAIL info@mtc.ca.gov

WEB www.mtc.ca.gov

Memorandum
TO: Transit Finance Working Group DATE: May 3, 2006

FR: Vince Petrites

RE: STA Population-Based Policy

MTC staff provided an overview of the STA Population-Based policy — both its history and
proposed recommendations for changes to the policy — at the April 17" Partnership TAC
meeting. The discussion at PTAC was meant to kick-off a discussion, with a proposed milestone
of making a recommendation on the STA Population-Based policy to the Partnership Board at its
June 5% meeting.

The comments received to-date fall into the following general categories:

e Growth vs. CPI Index: Request to share in growth of STA funding and not be limited to
a CPI based growth factor. Several comments discussed significant growth in counties
and service areas and the need for this growth to be reflected in funding distribution. In
addition, some comments focused on the need to update the paratransit distributions to
reflect changes to disabled populations that may have occurred between the 1990 and
2000 census.

¢ Grouping for Northern Counties: Request to aggregate Northern County funding by
county rather than by operator because this allows better coordination for funding and
service planning in these areas;

e Return on Investment: There was a concern about the use of funds if MTC is given
more discretion and whether there will be an adequate return on investment for northern
counties and small operators;

e Process and Timeline: Request to delay discussion on this item until the August Board
meeting. There was a concern that the June Partnership Board meeting was too soon and
the timeline would not allow a thorough vetting of the issues.

In response to these comments, MTC staff is proposing, at this time, one change to its earlier
recommendation that involves grouping Northern County funding — both the funds that were
previously distributed to each county under the Northern County pot and the Regional
Paratransit pot. The purpose of this requested change is to enhance coordination among transit
properties so this suggestion supports MTC’s policy objectives. In addition, we hope to continue
the dialogue regarding the concerns related to growth rates, return on investment, and process
and timeline at today’s meeting.

The revised proposal, including Northern county aggregation, is included in Attachment 1. In
addition, Attachment 3 provides information on the projected distributions based on the old
policy and proposed distributions based on the new policy to better inform the discussion. As
shown, the potential difference between the staff recommended change to the policy and the
original policy is modest — within 4% of the original policy in the early years increasing to
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roughly 15% of the original policy in FY 2014-15 — even based on optimistic growth and no
decreases to STA revenues over the period.

Background
The statewide State Transit Assistance (STA) fund is distributed as follows:

® 50% of the funding is distributed to transit operators on the basis of qualifying revenues.
Qualifying revenues are essentially locally generated revenues (fares, sales taxes,
property taxes, etc.). Each operator’s proportional share of total statewide qualifying
revenues determines that operator’s percentage of the statewide fund.

e 50% of the funding is distributed to the regions based on each region’s relative share of
the statewide population.

Because of the local resources devoted to transit in the Bay Area, our region receives more
revenue-based than population-based funds. In the current fiscal year, for example, the revenue-
based amount is $38.2 million while the population-based amount is $13.3 million.

Current MTC Policy Governing the Distribution of the Population-Based Funds
The distribution of the population-based funds in the Bay Area is at MTC’s discretion. MTC
adopted a policy in 1991 that defines this distribution:
= Northern Counties: Apportioned to each of the four counties (Marin, Sonoma, Solano
excluding Vallejo, and Napa) in proportion to each county's share of the region's
population. These funds are actually allocated to transit operators within the county
based on a county recommended distribution.
»  Small Operators: Apportioned to the small operator service areas to reflect the relative
population of the service area compared to the population of the southern five counties
(Small ops include CCCTA, ECCTA, LAVTA, Union City, WestCAT, and Vallejo).
=  Regional Paratransit Program: Apportioned base amount with an annual consumer
price index (CPI) adjustment to each of the nine counties in proportion to each county's
share of the region's transportation disabled population as determined by the 1990
Regional Paratransit Plan. The funds are to be used only for services to meet
requirements of the Americans with Disabilities Act.
»  MTC Regional Coordination Program: The balance of Population-Based funds are
available for regional coordination activities, such as the implementation of TransLink®.

In FY 2005-06 and proposed in FY 2006-07, Proposition 42 provides an additional increment of
STA funding in both the revenue-based and population-based funds. There is projected to be an
additional increase in this Proposition 42 increment in FY 2008-09 when the TCRP project
obligations are supposed to be satisfied, the funds are distributed 40% to the STIP, 40% to
Streets and Road, and 20% to the Public Transportation Account — half of which flows to STA.
MTC’s Transportation 2030 Plan directed the population-based increment starting in FY 2008-
09 for the Lifeline and TransLink® programs.

In the current fiscal year, the Population-Based Proposition 42 increment was distributed based
on the current policy. The FY 2006-07 Fund Estimate held this increment in reserve pending a
review of the STA Population-Based distribution policy. This was prompted by a concern that,
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1if the Northern County and Small operators increased service based on the Proposition 42 bump,
it could not be sustained in FY 2008-09 when this increment was shifted to the Transportation
2030 commitments.

It also prompted a look at the overall STA Population-Based distribution policy, given the
funding changes in the past 15 years, and additional coordination needs identified in the recently
adopted Transit Connectivity Plan. Further, the Commission is holding a workshop in May that
will examine transit efficiency, consolidation, and coordination opportunities. The STA
Population-Based funding is the region’s discretionary transit funding to address any policy
objectives that may result from this workshop and subsequent work with the region’s transit
agencies.

Proposed Long-Term STA Population-Based Policy
We are proposing the following changes to the STA population-based distribution policy
beginning in FY 2007-08.

1. Annual change for the Northern County and Small Operator funds would be based on
CPI using FY 2005-06 as the base year. The CPI adjustment is the same method used for
the Regional Paratransit fund. This would give more funding stability to these operators
by eliminating potentially large annual fluctuations. This would facilitate service
planning for routes dependent on this funding.

Since long-term STA growth is expected to exceed the CPI, it would also provide an
increment of additional funding for coordination projects in these areas and region-wide.
Under the proposal, the MTC Coordination Program would assume the risk for
fluctuations in STA revenues, to ensure that the CPI adjustments for the Northern
Counties and Small Operator elements can be met in any given year. Therefore, staff
would propose that a reserve be created to ensure continuity of the regional services
should funding levels experience a sudden decrease. The prudent amount for the reserve
is still being evaluated.

2. Merge the Northern County, Small Operator, and Regional Paratransit funds into one
fund and apportion this by county for the Northern Counties and by transit operator for
the Small Operators. Since all three funds would now have a common CPI growth factor,
this gives MTC the opportunity to simplify the allocation process, and also provides the
operators more flexibility in the use of these funds. The base amounts for each operator
in the current fiscal year would establish the initial apportionment, and the amount would
grow by CPL. Since the FY 2006-07 Fund Estimate was already adopted, the first year
using this new method would be FY 2007-08.

3. Phase out the interim Proposition 42 increment (FY’s 06-08) for the Northern County and
Small Operators by distributing the Proposition 42 increment for FY 2006-07 using the
existing policy, and eliminating the distribution of this increment to the Northern
Counties and Small Operators in FY 2007-08, should the state budget include a
Proposition 42 transfer. Incorporate the Transportation 2030 commitment starting in FY
2008-09 to direct the Population-Based Proposition 42 increment to the Lifeline Program
and TransLink®.
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Attachment 1 illustrates the revised proposed policy, based on assumed STA funding levels. The
assumption for CPI for 2008 and beyond is 3%; however, for purposes of calculating annual
funding levels in the Fund Estimate, the actual CPI change from the immediate past year is
proposed to be used. The assumption for fuel prices and consumption are based on Caltrans
Travel Trends, and result in roughly a 5.5% annual growth in STA revenues. The amounts for
each jurisdiction, therefore, are estimates only and subject to refinement.

Proposal for Pre-FY 2008-09 Proposition 42 Increment

As noted above, MTC has had several years of Proposition 42 transfers without a specific policy
for the distribution of the funds. This has resulted in $4 million from FY 2005-06 and $7 million
for FY 2006-07 being held in reserve. The amount from FY 2005-06 is the amount that would
have accrued to the MTC Coordination program since the Northern Counties and Small
Operators received their formula distributions based on the 1991 STA Population-Based policy.

As you will recall, the Proposition 42 increment was initially expected to fund the start-up of
Express Bus services for a five-year period. Given the lack of predictability of the Proposition
42 fund source, MTC directed some CMAQ funds as well as RM2 funds to backfill this
commitment. There is still a remaining commitment, however, for Samtrans and LAVTA that
will need to be satisfied through STA funding. This commitment to Express Bus of roughly $2.2
million is proposed to be met through a combination of 1) the balance of Express Bus carryover
funds after meeting the capital obligations and 2) the MTC Coordination Program or the
Proposition 42 reserve.

Therefore, for FY 2006-07, MTC is proposing to distribute the Northern County and Small
Operator funds by the original formula, or roughly $2.4 million. Attachment 2 illustrates the
proposed change to distribute Proposition 42 to the Northern Counties and Small Operators
within the format of the FY 2006-07 Fund Estimate. This will leave roughly $4.7 million in
reserve for FY 2006-07, for a total of $8.7 million in reserve for regional coordination
projects/new initiatives. In addition, for this proposal, any transfer of Prop 42 for FY 2008
would augment the reserve for regional coordination projects/new initiatives.

Among the key areas of regional coordination focus for the Commission is transit connectivity.
As part of the recommendation to the April Planning Committee, staff has developed preliminary
transit connectivity funding principles. This initial proposal is to fund the entire connectivity
capital cost, and a portion of the estimate replacement/maintenance costs, with State Transit
Assistance (STA) regional discretionary funds. The capital cost is estimated to be roughly $10
million for wayfinding signage, transit information displays, and 511/Real-Time displays (this
estimate has been updated to include signage for the international airport terminals). The
majority of this would be funded from the $8.7 million reserve. The estimated annual regional
cost of maintenance and replacement to be funded by regional discretionary STA funds in the
overall Regional Coordination Program is roughly $400,000.

Next Steps

The goal is to formulate a recommendation with PTAC by the May meeting to allow a proposal
to move forward to the Partnership Board at its June meeting. While concern was expressed that
our timeline was too aggressive, we do need to settle the distribution of the Prop 42 increment in
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the Fund Estimate so that projects can move forward. Therefore, we are seeking comments and
suggestions on the proposed policy.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Recommended Base Population-Based Policy - Projected Funding Level Summarized by County or Operator

App Jurisdicti FY2008 | FY2009 | Fy2010 | Fy2om FY202 | FY203 | FY204 | FY2015
(Operator
AC Transit 940,436 968,649 997,708 1,027,639 1,058,469 1,090,223 1,122,929 1,156,617
CCCTA 1,169,551 1,204,637 1,240,776 1,277,999 1,316,339 1,355,830 1,396,505 1,438,400
ECCTA 636,885 655,992 675,672 695,942 716,820 738,325 760474 783,289
LAVTA 422,791 435474 448,538 461,995 475,854 490,130 504,834 519,979
Muni 695,045 715,896 737,373 759,494 782279 805,748 829,920 854,818
SamTrans 384,849 396,394 408,286 420,535 433,151 446,145 459,530 473,316
Union City 173,400 178,602 183,960 189,478 195,163 201,018 207,048 213,260
Vallejo 245,946 253324 260,924 268,752 276,814 285,119 293,672 302,483
VTA 797,366 821,287 845,925 871,303 897,442 924,365 952,096 980,659
WestCAT 162,247 167,114 172,127 177,291 182,610 188,088 193,731 199,543
Marin 599,236 617,213 635,729 654,801 674,445 694,678 715,519 736,984
Napa. 328,141 337,985 348,124 358,568 369,325 380,405 391,817 403,571
Solano (less Vallejo) 776,926 800,234 824,241 848,968 874437 900,670 927,690 955,521
Sonoma 1,150,938 1,185,467 1,221,031 1,257,661 1,295,391 1,334,253 1,374,281 1,415,509
Projected Funds for C ivity/New Initiati 239,479 373,209 536,393 676,809 798,197 941,105 1,096,621 | 1,270,119
MTC Coordination Program 5,928,962 6,355,408 6,844,623 7,294,174 7,711,561 8,176,588 | 8,671,909 9,208,248
Total 14,652,194 | 15,466,884 16,381,430 17,241,409 | 18,058,298 | 18,952,689 | 19,898,575 [ 20,912,315
Distribution Based on Current Policy
STA POPULATION BASED FUNDS FY2007-08 | FY2008-09 { FY2009-10 | FY2010-11 | FY2011-12 | FY2012-13 | FY2013-14 | FY2014-15
Northern Counties
Marin 522,934 552,010 584,650 615,343 644,498 676,418 710,177 746,357
Napa 275,095 290,391 307,562 323,708 339,045 355,837 373,596 392,629
Solano (less Vallejo) 617,507 651,841 690,384 726,628 761,055 798,748 838,612 881,335
Sonoma 988314 1043266 1104954 1162961 1218061 1278389 1342191 1410569
SUBTOTAL 2,403,851|  2,537,509| 2,687,551| 2,828,640| 2,962,659| 3,109,394| 3,264,576| 3,430,891
Small Operators
CCCTA Service Area 1,031,363 1,088,708 1,153,083 1,213,616 1,271,117 1,334,073 1,400,653 1,472010
ECCTA Service Area 565,040 596,457 631,725 664,889 696,391 730,882 767,359 806,452
LAVTA Service Area 395,285 417,263 441,936 465,136 487,174 511,303 536,821 564,169
Union City Service Area 149,848 158,180 167,533 176,328 184,683 193,829 203,503 213,871
WCCTA Service Area 138,996 146,724 155,400 163,558 171,307 179,792 188,765 198,382
Vallejo Service Area 258,469 272,840 288,973 304,143 318,553 334,331 351,016 368,899
SUBTOTAL 2,539,000 2,680,173 2,838,650 2,987,671 3,129,225 3,284,210 3,448,117 3,623,783
Regional Paratransit
Alameda 880,332 906,742 933,945 961,963 990,822 1,020,546 . 1,051,163 1,082,698
Contra Costa 454,935 468,583 482,641 497,120 512,034 527,395 543,216 559,513
Marin 101,637 104,686 107,827 111,062 114,393 117,825 121,360 125,001
Napa 66,373 68,364 70,415 72,528 74,704 76,945 79,253 81,631
San Francisco 695,046 715,897 737374 759,495 782,280 805,748 829,921 854,818
San Mateo 384,849 396,394 408,286 420,535 433,151 446,145 459,530 473,316
Santa Clara 797,365 821,286 845,925 871,303 897,442 924,365 952,096 980,659 |
Solano 189,337 195,017 200,867 206,893 213,100 219,493 226,078 232,860
Sonoma 210,507 216,823 223327 230,027 236,928 244,036 251,357 258,898
SUBTOTAL 3,780,382 3,893,793 4,010,607 4,130,925 4,254,853 4,382,499 4,513,974 4,649,393
|MTC Regional Coordination Program 5928962| 6355408| 6844623 7,204174]| 7711561 8,176,588 | 8,671,909 | 9,20824%
ITOTAL 14,652,195 15,466,884 16,381,431 17,241,410| 18,058,298 18,952,689| 19,898,576 20,912,315
Projected Funding Difference between Current and Proposed Policy
Apportionment Jurisdictions FY 2008 FY 2009 FY 2010 FY 2011 FY 2012 FY 2013 FY 2014 FY 2015
Operator
AC Traasit .
CCCTA (49.969) arsig)| angsz|  aszen| | as6549)| (196368 (228.818)]  (265,019)
ECCTA (21,376) (42,663) 61319 @1369) 1246 (107583 (125360)  (145,193)
LAVTA (19,152) (29,846) (42,896) 4126 (63833 (75,262 (87,698)  (101,573)
Muni
SamTrans
Union City (7,260) (11,314) (16,262) (20,518) (24,198) @853 (33,246 (38,505)
Vallejo (12,523) (19,516) (28,049) (35,391) (41,739) @921 (5134 (66,416
VTA
WestCAT 6,734) (10,495) (15,083) (19,032) (22,446) (26,464) (30,837) (35,716
Marin (25,336) (39,484) (56,748 (71,604) (84,446) 99565 116018  (134379)
Napa (13,328) (20,771), (29,853) (37,668) (44,424) (52,377 (61,033) (70,689)
Solano (less Vallejo Sml Ops) (29.918) (46,625) (67,011) (84,553) ©9,718) (117572 (137,000 (158,675
Sonoma (47,383) 4622 (07250 3sz2n|  asosom| (188172 (219267 (253,958)
Subtotal 239478 (373209 (536,393 676809  (98,197] (41,105 (096620  (1,270,119)
Projected Funds for C ivity/New Initiati 239,479 373,209 536,393 676,809 798,197 941,105] 1,096,621 1,270,119
MTC Coordination - - - - - - - -
Total 0 0 K 0 0 0 0
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Solano Cransportation >Udhotity

DATE: May 2, 2006

TO: STA Board

FROM: Jayne Bauer, Marketing and Legislative Program Manager
RE: Legislative Update — May 2006

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

and related issues.
Discussion:

State :
SB 1812 (Attachment A) was introduced by Senator Runner. This bill would allow California to
participate with four other states in a three-year federal pilot program which will ultimately
speed delivery of needed transportation projects by 120-180 days without weakening
environmental protection. The legislation would help Caltrans streamline the environmental
review process through assumption of the Federal Highway Administration’s (FHWA)
responsibilities under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). Staff continues to
monitor the bill as it moves through the legislature.

AB 2538, Assemblywoman Wolk’s bill regarding Transportation Project Planning, Programming
and Monitoring (PPM), was heard in the Assembly Transportation Committee on April 24, 2006.
The vote was 11-2 in favor of the bill. Co-sponsored by the STA, the bill now proceeds to the
Assembly Appropriations Committee, scheduled for a hearing on May 17. A letter from the
STA urging the committee’s support of this bill that would enable county transportation agencies
to prepare and initiate the delivery of their critical transportation projects (Attachment B). Also
attached is a list of the members of the Assembly Appropriations Committee for your
information (Attachment C).

A State LegislatiVe Update from Shaw/Yoder (Attachment D) and a Federal Legislative Update
from The Ferguson Group (Attachment E) is included with this staff report.

Recommendation:
Adopt a support position on SB 1812 (Runner) pertaining to Caltran’s participation in a federal
surface transportation project delivery pilot program.

Attachments:

SB 1812 (Runner)

STA Letter to Assembly Appropriations Committee
Assembly Appropriations Committee Roster
Shaw/Yoder State Legislative Update

The Ferguson Group Federal Legislative Update

moQwp
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AMENDED IN SENATE APRIL 18, 2006
AMENDED IN SENATE MARCH 28, 2006

SENATE BILL No. 1812

Introduced by Senator Runner

February 24, 2006

An act to add and repeal Section 820.1—te of the Streets and
Highways Code, relating to transportation.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

SB 1812, as amended, Runner. Department of Transportation:
surface transportation project delivery pilot program.

Existing law gives the Department of Transportation full possession
and control of state highways and associated property. Existing federal
law requires the United States Secretary of Transportation to carry out
a surface transportation project delivery pilot program, as specified.
The secretary is authorized to permit up to 5 states, including
California, to participate in the program and California has agreed to
that participation.

This bill would, until January 1, 2009, authorize the Director of
Transportation to consent to the jurisdiction of the federal courts with
regard to the compliance, -discharge, or enforcement of the
responsibilities assumed pursuant to the surface transportation project
delivery pilot program, and would make related provisions. The bill
would require the department to submit a specified report to the
Legislature by January 1, 2008, relating to the surface transportation
project delivery pilot program.

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes.
State-mandated local program: no.
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SB 1812 : —2—

The people of the State of California do enact as follows:

SECTION 1. Section 820.1 is added to the Streets and
Highways Code, to read:

820.1. (a) The director is authorized to consent to the
jurisdiction of the federal courts with regard to the compliance,
discharge, or enforcement of the responsibilities assumed by the
department pursuant to Section 326 of, and subsection (a) of
Section 327 of, Title 23 of the United States Code.

(b) Consent to the jurisdiction of the federal courts pursuant to
subdivision (a) shall constitute a waiver of the state’s Eleventh
Amendment protection against lawsuits brought in federal court.

%ewems—mhed—@—&eefmﬁ%é—ef#:&e%—ef—thﬂ}nﬁed

(c) The department shall, no later than January 1, 2008,
submit a report to the Legislature that includes the following:

(1) A comparative analysis of the environmental review
process under the National Environmental Policy Act for the 30
projects, excluding those projects categorically excluded from
environmental review, undertaken immediately preceding the
enactment of this section that involved the Federal Highway

" Administration and the environmental review process for all

projects undertaken following the enactment of this section that
did not involve the Federal Highway Administration. This

- analysis should address the following:

(A) For each project included in the analysis, the
environmental review process under the National Environmental
Policy Act, including which state and federal agencies reviewed
the environmental documents and the amount of time the
documents were reviewed by each agency, shall be described.
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—3— SB 1812

(B) The points in the environmental review process under the

- National Environmental Policy Act when project delays occurred

and the nature of the delays.

(C) The time saved in the environmental review process for
projects undertaken following the enactment of this section in
comparison to the review process for projects undertaken prior
to the enactment of this section. The points in the review process
when time was saved.

(D) The circumstances when the Federal Highway
Administration hindered and facilitated project delivery.

(2) All financial costs incurred by the department to assume
the responsibilities pursuant to Section 326 of, and subsection (a)
of Section 327 of, Title 23 of the United States Code, including,
but not limited to the following:

(A) Personnel to conduct and review environmental
documents and to manage litigation.

(B) Administrative costs.

(C) Litigation.

(3) An explanation of all litigation initiated against the
department for the responsibilities assumed pursuant to Section
326 of, and subsection (a) of Section 327 of, Title 23 of the
United States Code.

(4) A comparison of all costs and benefits of assuming these
responsibilities.

(d) This section shall remain in effect only until January 1,
2009, and as of that date is repealed, unless a later enacted
statute, that is enacted before January 1, 2009, deletes or extends
that date. However, any waiver pursuant to subdivision (b) shall
remain in effect for any responsibility carried out by the state
prior to the repeal of this section under this subdivision.
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5 _Ir a | : . ATTACHMENT B

Solano Transpottation Authotity

One Harbor Center, Suite 130

Suisun City, California 94585

Area Code 707

4246075 * Fax 424-6074

Members: May 3, 2006

Benicia

Dixon
. Fairfield

Rio Vista

' gﬁ::[:ﬁ gic;mty The Honorable Judy Chu

Vacaville Chair, Assembly Committee on Appropriations
Vallejo State Capitol, Room 2114

' Sacramento CA 95814

Re:  AB 2538 (Wolk): Planning, Programming & Monitoring -- Support
Dear Chair Chu: |

On behalf of the Solano Transportation Authority, I am writing to urge your
SUPPORT of AB 2538 (Wolk), regarding transportation project planning,
programming and monitoring (PPM), when that bill is heard in your Committee on
Appropriations. The STA is a co-sponsor of the bill, and our Board unanimously
supports the bill because it would enable county transportation agencies to.
prepare and initiate the delivery of their critical transportation projects.

Existing law authorizes a transportation planning agency or county transportation
commission to program up to 5% of their county’s State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) funds for the purposes of project planning,
programming and monitoring, but limits this amount to only 1% for counties
whose regional agency receives Federal Metropolitan Planning funds. This bill
would allow every transportation agency or county transportation commission to
program up to 5% of their county’s STIP share, regardless of whether it receives
Federal Metropolitan Planning funds within their region. This legislation is of
particular importance to Solano County, which is projected to be the fastest
growing county within the Bay Area and has a growing number of transportation
issues and critically needed projects.

If AB 2538 is enacted by the legislature, this would allow Solano County to
utilize up to 5% of Solano County’s STIP funding to initiate necessary project
planning and critical product development for a number of our priority projects
such as:
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e State Route (SR) 113 Major Investment Study ($300,000)
¢ SR 29 Major Investment Study ($300,000) '
o Project Study Reports (PSRs) that were adopted by the STA Board:
s EB I-80 Aux Lanes — Travis Blvd. to Air Base Pkwy. ($150,000)
o [-80 HOV — Air Base to I-505 ($200,000) '
.« WB I-80 Aux Lane — W. Texas St. to Abernathy Rd. ($150,000)
o WB I-80 Aux Lane — Waterman Blvd. to Travis Blvd. ($150,000)
s ]-80 Mix Flow Lane from SR 12 E to Beck Ave. ($150,000)

These projects will provide critically needed transportation, mobility and safety
improvements.

On behalf of the STA and Solano County, we again request your support for the
passage of AB 2538. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

LA/jb

cc: The Honorable Lois Wolk, Assembly District 8
The Honorable Wesley Chesbro, Senate District 2
The Honorable Noreen Evans, Assembly District 7
The Honorable Mike Machado, Senate District 5
Members, Assembly Committee on Appropriations
Consultants, Assembly Committee on Appropriations
STA Board Members
Steve Heminger, Executive Director, Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Joshua W. Shaw, Shaw/Y oder, Inc.
Mike Zdon, Chair, Bay Area Congestion Management Agency Directors
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ATTACHMENT C

i1Chu, Judy
{ (Chair)

| Alhambra, San Marino, °

EI Monte

Los Angeles

j2114

916 319 2049

| (Vice Chair)

4 Runner. Sharon

Lancaster Palmdale
Vlctorvalle

Los Angeles,
| SanBemardino | " {7

16031

916 319 2036

‘| Bass, Karen

W Los Angeles :
Westwood, South Los .

Los Angeles

_ Angeles =~ i

12117

916 319 2047

Berg, Patty

Arcata, Crescent City,
Eureka, Fort Bragg,
Santa Rosa

i. Del Norte,
. Humboldt, Lake, °

Mendocino,

| Sonoma, Triniy |

|4126

916 319 2001

| Calderon, Ronald ;
| | Whittier, City of Industry |

Downey, Hacienda, Los '
Angeles, Montebello,

Los Angeles

14016

916 319 2058

#De La Torre
‘Hector

|South Gate, Walnut Park-

Commerce, Downey,

Los Angeles

la162

916 319 2050

| Emmerson
{William

Redlands, San
Bernardino, Moreno

Valley, Riverside |

San Bernardino,

Riverside

13149

916 319 2063

1Haynes, Ray

Corona, Murieta,
Temecula

| Riverside, San
_Diego |

14158

916 319 2066

Karnette, Betty

. San Pedro Long Beach

Avalon

Los Angeles

12176

916 319 2054

Klehs, Johan

. Castro VaIIey, Hayward :
1 QOakland, San Leandro, :

San Lorenzo

Alameda

15150 |

916 319 2018

Lenq X Mark»

i San Francisco

| sanFrancisco | D

9163192018

Nakanishi, Alan

: Joaqum Elk Grove, LOdl

El Dorado Hills,
Sacramento, San

Amador, El
Dorado,
Sacramento,
San Joaquin

REC)

15175 -

916 319 2010

Nation, Joe

Novato Petaluma, San B

Rafael, Rohnert Park

Marin, Sonoma

5119

916 319 2006

: Oropeza, Jenny

Carson, Lakewood,
Long Beach, Los
Angeles

Los Angeles

2148 ¢

916 319 2055

{Ridley-Thomas,
Mark

Los Angeles ‘

Los Angeles

|3152

916 319 2048

Saldana Lon

[ sanDiego [

San Diego

BEEX

9163192076 !

|Walters, Mimi

San Juan Capistrano,
Nliso Viejo, Oceanside

Orange, San
 Diego

14116

916 319 2073

;: Yee, Leland

Colma, Daily City, San
_ Francisco

San Francisco,

Oceanside

13173

916 319 2012
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ATTACHMENT D -

SHAW / YODER , inc.
. »LEGISLAT'IVE ADVOCACY
April 28, 2006
To: Board Members, Solano Transportation Authority

Fm: Joshua W. Shaw, Partner
Shaw / Yoder, Inc.

RE: LEGISLATIVE UPDATE

Infrastructure Bonds

Since last month the Governor has taken more of a backseat, and seems to be letting the
legislative leaders — the “Big 4" — drive he negotiating agenda. Staff working groups continue
to meet weekly to negotiate details in each of their respective policy issue areas. The “Big 4”
meet periodically.

It's our understanding that the focus of the legislative leaders is on crafting an overall bond
package that'’s significantly smaller than the measure discussed in mid-March (i.e. the March
discussion was about a $47 billion measure in 2006 with billions more to follow after that).
The discussion now seems to be centering on a measure of $25 — $35 billion, with housing
probably ejected from consideration. We do think that the overall transportation funding
component continues to maintain at around $18 billion. However, as the legislative session
drags on, it's not clear at all that every legislative leader is truly dedicated to putting
something on the November ballot.

Legislation

We worked this month with Assemblymember Lois Wolk to hear her planning, programming
& monitoring (PPM) bill (AB 2538) in its first committee, Assembly Transportation Committee.
We lobbied the Chair, Vice Chair, and several members and staff to ensure a favorable
hearing on the bill, which is co-sponsored by the STA. We also worked with Caltrans and the
California Transportation Commission to understand the technical concerns of those two
agencies, and then worked with our coalition of supporting agencies and Legislative Counsel
to draft amendments addressing the Caltrans and CTC concerns. Many different regional
planning entities came to the hearing and testified in support of the bill. The bill passed out of
Committee 11-2, with bi-partisan support.

Delegation Contacts

Assembly Member Wolk has asked us to coordinate with STA staff to ensure that she and
her resources are utilized when necessary to support STA's priorities at the CTC.
Tel: 916.446.4656
Fax: 916.446.4318
1414 K Strf (éSuite 320
Sacramento, CA 95814
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ATTACHMENT E

FERGUSON
I GROUPLc

1434 Third Street ¢ Suvite 3 ¢ Napa, CA ¢ 94459 ¢ Phone 707.254.8400 ¢ Fax 707.598.0533

To: Solano Transportation Authority Board of Directors
From: Mike Miller
Re: Federal Update

Date: May 1, 2006

1. Appropriations Update.

The chart below outlines STA’s Fiscal Year 2007 requests.

Vallejo Intermodal Station ‘ $4 million Request submitted to House and Senate
delegation.
The House Appropriations Subcommittee on
Transportation is scheduled to mark up its FY
2007 spending bill May 24™.
The Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on
Transportation mark up date is still pending.
Fairfield / Vacaville Intermodal $1.9 million Request submitted to House and Senate
Station delegation.
The House Appropriations Subcommittee on
Transportation is scheduled to mark up its FY
2007 spending bill May 24™.
The Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on
Transportation mark up date is still pending.
1-80/680 Interchange $6 million Request submitted to House and Senate
delegation.
The House Appropriations Subcommiittee on
Transportation is scheduled to mark up its FY
2007 spending bill May 24™.
The Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on
Transportation mark up date is still pending.
Travis AFB Access Improvements | $3 million Request submitted to House and Senate
(Jepson) delegation.
The House Appropriations Subcommittee on
Transportation is scheduled to mark up its FY
2007 spending bill May 24™.
The Senate Appropriations Subcommittee on
Transportation mark up date is still pending.

www.fergusongroup.us
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Solano Transportation Authority
Federal Upduate
May 1, 2006

2. Fiscal Year 2007 Appropriations

In April, The Ferguson Group continued working on STA’s Fiscal Year 2007 appropriations
requests. All required forms were submitted to our House and Senate delegation offices prior to all
Member and Subcommittee deadlines. Senate Members were required to submit their
appropriations requests to the Transportation appropriations subcommittee for consideration by
April 26", TFG will continue to work with congressional staff on STA’s requests. -

The House Transportation appropriations subcommittee mark up is scheduled for May 24" The
Senate Transportation appropriations subcommittee markup is most likely to occur in June.

3. Washington, D.C. Meetings.

The Ferguson Group accompanied STA’s Board of Directors on their Washington meetings on
April 4-5. STA’s Board of Directors had productive meetings with their House and Senate
delegation. -

4. Earmark Reform.

There is news about the general status of earmark requests for Fiscal Year 2007. The total number
of requests for seven of the ten appropriations subcommittees — including requests for earmarks in
the Transportation appropriations bill — is down by over 40% according to committee counts
completed last Friday and reported yesterday. There were approximately 15,000 earmark requests
made by Members, down from last year's total of almost 27,000 for the same seven subcommittees.

Requests for the Transportation-Treasury Appropriations Subcommittee were down 55%, to 2,400
from 5,400 in FY06. However, this number should be viewed with the understanding that this bill
also funds HUD’s economic development initiative (EDI) account, and EDI has drawn significant
negative opinion for perceived irresponsible earmarking in past years. While transportation
requests might be down in FY 2007, for now we might assume that a large portion of the reduction
is due to a large decrease in the number of Member requests for EDI earmarks.

Please contact Mike Miller at (707) 254-8400 if you have any questions regarding this report or
need additional information.

www.fergl-lé_b‘hgroup.us



Agenda Item X1.4
May 10, 1006

S1Ta

DATE: May 1, 2006

TO: STA Board
FROM: Anna McLaughlin, SNCI Program Managet/Analyst
RE: Bike to Work Week May 15 — 19, 2006

Background: ‘
May 15 — 19, 2006 marks the twelfth (1 Zth) annual California Bike to Work campaign.

Bike to Work (BTW) Day is Thursday, May 18™. The immediate goal of this campaign
is to promote bicycling as a commute option by encouraging individuals to pledge to bike
to work (or school, or transit) at least one day during Bike to Work Week. The long-term
goal is to increase on-going bike commuting. Prizes, energizer stations, and participant
rewards are just some of the methods of encouragement. Last year over 500 individuals
participated in BTW in Solano and Napa Counties.

STA’s Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) program is organizing the campaign
in Solano and Napa counties. Staff has been participating in regional Bike to Work
Technical Advisory Committee meetings and coordinating locally with the Solano and
Napa Bicycle Advisory Committees.

Discussion:

To increase awareness about the California Bike to Work campaign, staff performs
outreach to employers, the bicycle community, and the general public. Regional
materials and prizes are being incorporated and localized as needed. Local sponsors have
also been secured to add value and increase interest in the campaign.

A mailing of BTW campaign materials was sent on April 17" to major employers in
Napa and Solano Counties. These packets include a sample registration form, poster,
materials order form, employer tips, feedback form, Bike Commuting in Napa and
Solano flyer, Team Bike Challenge flyer, and information about SNCI’s commuter
bicig/cle incentive. Follow-up calls were made to employers beginning the week of April
24

BTW pledge forms are also distributed by mail, events, displays, and newspaper inserts.
Last year’s participants will be sent a letter with a pledge form encouraging their
continued participation and asking them to encourage a friend to participate as well.

BTW pledge forms will be distributed at Earth Day and other community events. Web
pages are in the process of being added to STA’s website so that individuals may register
on-line as well as learn where energizer stations will be located.

155



Articles and advertisements will be placed in several community publications including
the Vacaville Grapevine, Fairfield-Suisun Breeze, Dixon Round Up, Vallejo-Benicia
Grapevine and Napa Valley Marketplace. Radio spots will run during the two weeks
preceding Bike to Work Day on KUIC and KVYN/KVON. Press releases will be sent to
newspapers in the two counties.

Energizer stations will be hosted by various businesses and organizations in Solano and
Napa counties. The Bay Area Bicycle Coalition (BABC), who is organizing this year’s
. Bay Area campaign, has sponsored the purchase of Bike to Work bags, which have
‘traditionally been given away at energizer stations with additional giveaway items and
bicycle information. Staff will coordinate the distribution from BABC to various local
energizer stations ranging from Dixon to Calistoga.

Local sponsorships have been sought and once again the local community has been very
supportive. In Solano, Ray’s Cycle in Fairfield and Vacaville, as well as Fisk’s Cyclery
in Dixon are donating prizes and discount coupons. In addition, they will host energizer
stations on Bike to Work Day. Authorized Bicycle Shop in Vallejo, Bicycle Works in
Napa, and Bicycle Madness in Napa have provided prizes and discount coupons. Dixon
Bikes and Boards, Rockville Bike, and Napa Valley Velo have also donated gift
certificates and bike gear for the local prize drawings. Also, for the third year in a row, a
bicycle has been donated courtesy of Pacific Cycle, a national company located in
Wisconsin with a distribution center in Vacaville.

All Bike to Work participants in Solano and Napa will receive a registrant thank-you
packet. This will include discount coupons generously donated for this campaign from
participating local bike shops. The newly revised 2006 Solano Yolo Bike Maps will also
be included.

Recommendation:
Informational.
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Agenda Item XI.B
May 10, 2006

5T a

- DATE: May 1, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Dan Christians, Assistant Executive Director/Director of Planning
RE: Solano Napa Travel Demand Model (Phase 2 Transit)

Background:
The Solano-Napa Travel Demand Model (Phase 1 Traffic) was approved by the STA Board on

February 9, 2005. Since then, the model has been tested and accepted by the I-80/1-680/SR 12
Interchange project development team and Caltrans during the summer of 2005 for use on the
Interchange project environmental documents. In December 2005, a revised model validation
and consistency memorandum was submitted to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
(MTC) by DKS Associates in accordance with MTC’s modeling requirements.

On December 14, 2005, the STA Board authorized the Executive Director: 1.) Enter into a
funding agreement with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) to obtain $70,000
of federal planning grant funds (combined with $30,000 of STA’s local matching funds);

2.) Issue a Request for Proposals to complete Phase 2 of the new Solano-Napa Travel Demand
Model as part of the “Smarter Growth Along the I-80 Capitol Corridor funded through a State
Planning and Research grant. On January 5, 2006, the STA entered into an agreement with
MTC fund the Phase 2 Transit model.

On March 15%, the STA entered into an agreement with DKS Associates to prepare Phase 2 of
the Solano-Napa Travel Demand Model by October 31, 2006, for an amount not to exceed
$100,000.

The Phase 1 model capability is limited projecting future traffic volumes, and volume/capacity
ratios for vehicles. The new Phase 2 model will have the expanded ability to project a wide
range of travel modes including High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes, bus, rail and ferry.

MTC, in partnership with the STA and the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG),
was successful in obtaining a FY 2005-06 State Partnership Planning grant for $300,000 to
conduct a study entitled: “Smarter Growth Along the I-80 Capitol Corridor.” The major goal of
the study is to “maximize the effectiveness of transportation investments along the I-80/Capitol
Corridor by better understanding and planning for future demand for jobs and housing in a way
that minimizes traffic congestion and air pollution and maximizes travel in alternatives to single
occupant vehicles.” The study includes a Task 2 to provide the multi-modal Phase 2 Transit
component of the Solano-Napa Travel Demand Model (i.e. bus, ferry, rail, High Occupancy
Vehicles (HOV), bicycle and pedestrian mode choices). In addition, the consultant will be
analyzing and providing input on the Task 5 of the I-80/Capitol Corridor study to develop some
“what if” alternative land use scenarios along the corridor.
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Discussion: .

Recently, MTC secured a grant for the “Smarter Growth along the I-80/Capitol Corridor” study.
As part of that study, STA will now have the necessary resources to develop the Solano-Napa
Travel Demand Model (Phase 2 Transit) to allow the STA to better incorporate alternative
modes of transportation in its modeling projections.

The major tasks of the Phase 2 modeling work will include:

Task 1: Develop Final Transit Network

Task 2: Prepare Phase 2 Calibration

Task 3: Prepare Phase 2 Forecasts

Task 4: Refine Model and Forecasts

Task 5: Submit Final Model Documentation

Task 6: Provide “What If” Modeling Scenarios

Task 7: Evaluate/Analyze Alternative Land Use Scenarios

As part of the first task, the consultant is requesting the transit operators to provide any available
transit ridership survey data, including on-board surveys and mode of access data to transit hubs
and park and ride lots. Also input will be requested on the base year transit network, service,
zonal and behavioral assumptions to be used in the new Phase 2 model

The Solano Napa Model TAC will be meeting again on a regular basis to review and provide
input on the development of the new Phase 2 model. All meetings are held at 1:30 p.m. at the
STA. Meetings for 2006 are proposed as follows:

April 27, 2006 (held)
June 22, 2006

July 20, 2006
August 17, 2006
October 19, 2006

Joe Story, from DKS Associates, will be making a presentation further describing the scope of
work and the request for transit survey data. A preliminary schedule for the Phase 2 model is
attached.

Fiscal Impact:

The $100,000 to conduct the Phase 2 Transit Model was budgeted over two fiscal years,
beginning FY 2005-06 and being completed in FY 2006-07. The work will be funded from the
$70,000 state planning grant through a funding agreement with MTC and $30,000 from
Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. Preliminary Schedule for Solano Napa Countywide Travel Demand Model (Phase 2 Transit)
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ATTACHMENT A
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Agenda Item XI.C

May 10, 2006
DATE: May 1, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Dan Christians, Assistant Executive Director/Director of Planning
RE: Status of Congestion Management Program (CMP) Consistency Review

of Recently Submitted Development Projects

Background:
The Solano County Congestion Management Program (CMP) requires the Solano

Transportation Authority (STA) to review all member agency general plan amendments
and/or environmental impact documents for development projects that are not included in
the currently adopted CMP model. For any amendments not included in the model, the
STA may require the applicant to have a special model run, conducted by the STA
modeler and paid by the project sponsor. Should any of the Level of Service (LOS)
standards of the CMP be exceeded as a result of the new unanticipated projects, the STA
can require a deficiency plan be prepared to mitigate the additional impacts on the
countywide CMP system.

Discussion:

During the past year, the STA staff has been reviewing new development projects for
consistency with the Solano County CMP. These projects are in various stages of general
plan amendment, environmental studies and/or development review. The projects under
CMP review are included in Attachment A. STA staff is currently reviewing these
projects and has either had a meeting or a call with the city staff and/or developer, has
already submitted a letter or is in the process of developing a comment letter requesting a
special modeling run per the stipulation of the CMP. Copies of these letters are also
provided to the STA Board and TAC member representing the affected agency. If
warranted, the sponsor will be required to pay for a special traffic modeling run to
determine the actual impacts on the CMP network.

In addition, there are other future large projects the STA staff is aware of and plans to
monitor and evaluate for CMP consistency as additional information becomes available
(Attachment B).

On a periodic basis, STA staff will continue to provide updates to the STA Board, TAC,
and the Solano City and County Planners Group on the status and consistency of any
additional major new proposed projects that require a general plan amendment and/or
CMP model run and analysis.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments:
A. CMP Consistency Review as of April 17, 2006
B. Future Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or General Plan Review
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Review — As of 4-17-06

Dixon Do reta
and office project

near I-80

ATTACHMENT A

ra was

‘received by the STA

on September 26,
2005; STA submited
CMP consistency
comment letter on
11-30-05.

Fairfield

Villages at Fairfield
Project

Northeast of Air
Base Parkway and
Air Base Parkway
and North of the
future Manual
Campos Parkway

STA received Draft
EIR in March 2005
and submitted a
CMP consistency
comment letter on 4-
25-05.

Vacaville

Lagoon Valley

South Vacaville

.area/I-80

Draft EIR received
by STA in March
2004; STA letter
requesting special
model run sent April
19, 2004; City has
agreed to conduct
special modeling run
as part of Project
Study Report (PSR)
process and agreed
to reference this
commitment in Final |
EIR on project.

Vallgjo

Bordoni Ranch

Columbus Parkway

Draft EIR received
by STA in
December 2004;
STA letter
requesting special
model run sent 1-3-
05; special modeling
run was conducted
by STA in May
2005; project was
deemed consistent
with CMP in letter
from STA to City of
Vallejo dated 9-14-
05.
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Futuré FIR, General Plan or Development Review

 ATTACHMENT B

a

S|

receive €

Supercenter Texas Street, between | Draft EIR and General
Atlantic Avenue and Plan Amendment on 3-
Hawthorne Dr. 15-06 and will be
reviewing and
commenting by the 5-
01-06 deadline. _
Fairfield Allan Witt Project | Between West Texas STA staff has received
Street and Woolner presentations on the
Avenue; East of Beck | project; STA will be
Avenue reviewing and
commenting on the
Draft EIR and General
Plan Amendment
(expected later in
' 2006).
Rio Vista Del Rio Hills South of S.R. 12/E. of | Special modeling run
Church Road was conducted by the -
STA; STA has not yet
received a Draft EIR or
General Plan
Amendment for review |
_ and comments,
Solano County The Mills Fairgrounds Drive and | STA has met with
' Company Turner Avenue developer a couple of

times to provide
preliminary comments
on proposal; When
Draft EIR and/or
General Plan
Amendment is
prepared (probably in
next 12 —18 months)
STA will review and
comment.

Suisun City

Gentry — Suisun -
Project

South of SR 12, east
and west of
Pennsylvania Avenue

STA staff received the
Draft EIR on 4-04-06
and had presentations
on the project; STA
will be reviewing and
commenting on the
Draft EIR and General
Plan Amendment by
the 5-24-06 deadline.
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Agenda Item X1.D

May 10, 2006
Solano Cransportation Authotity
DATE: May 1, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Dan Christians, Assistant Executive Director/Director of Planning
RE: I-80/Capitol Corridor Smarter Growth Study and Association of Bay Area

Government (ABAG)’s Focusing Our Vision

Background:
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), in partnership with the Solano

Transportation Authority (STA) and the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG),
was successful in obtaining a FY 2005-06 State Partnership Planning grant for $300,000 to
conduct a study entitled: “Smarter Growth Along the I-80 Capitol Corridor.” The major goal of
- the study is to “maximize the effectiveness of transportation investments along the I-80/Capitol
Corridor by better understanding and planning for future demand for jobs and housing in a way
that minimizes traffic congestion and air pollution and maximizes travel in alternatives to single
occupant vehicles.”

In addition, the project is intended to have the added benefits of:

¢ Promoting a better understanding of the transportation and air quality impacts of smart
growth planning for a heavily traveled corridor;

¢ Building a stronger link between local plans, interregional forecasts and smart growth

planning;

Facilitating the implementation of both region’s smart growth visions;

Coordinating future transportation investments and corridor planning;

Improving growth forecasts for both regions; and

Providing a model for interregional cooperation that could assist similar efforts statewide.

The major tasks of the study include the following:

Task 1:  Finalize Workscope, Budget and Schedule

Task 2:  Upgrade the Solano Napa Travel Demand Model (Phase 2 Transit)

Task 3:  Compile Interregional Demographic Forecasts and Smart Growth Scenarios

Task 4:  Comparison of Interregional Forecasts with Local Plans and Future Housing and
Employment Market demands

Task 5:  Evaluate Transportation and Air Quality Impacts of interregional Projections and
Smart Growth Forecasts for the Corridor

Task 6:  Lessons learned: Implications for Interregional Policy and planning policies

On March 18, 2006 an interview panel selected Economic and Planning Systems, including

Cambridge Systematics as a sub-consultant, to conduct the “Assessment of the Transportation and
Air Quality Impacts of Smart Growth in the I-80/Capitol Corridor.”
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The consultant will primarily be conducting the corridor market study and a goods movement -
analysis (Tasks 4a and 4c¢), and synthesizing the previous study tasks with the goal of developing
a realistic and supportable assessment of future Corridor growth. Task 2 will be conducted by
the STA. Remaining tasks will be conducted primarily MTC, ABAG and SACOG staff.

Discussion:
The overall purpose of the “The Smarter Growth along the I-80/Capitol Corridor” study is to:
e Compile the two region’s demographic forecasts and smart growth scenarios to compare
and contrast key assumptions related to housing, employment, and travel growth trends;
o Compare the joint interregional projections with both local general plans along the
corridor and the predicted future market demand for infill development, employment and
transit-oriented housing; '
¢ Evaluate the transportation investment and air quality impacts of the two region’s smart
growth scenarios for the corridor; and
e Use the findings and analysis from the compiled interregional projections to define key
policy implications for the corridor from both transportation and land use perspectives,
and assisting in the upgrades of, or recommend changes for, statewide, regional and local
models that cover the corridor.

The project will be guided by an interregional steering committee comprised of staff from the
regional agencies, Caltrans, the air districts, and local governments along the corridor, along
with representatives from economic, equity and environmental interests. Participating on behalf
of Solano County business community and staff will be Mike Ammann, Solano EDC; Matt
Walsh, County of Solano (Harry Englebright’s successor since that Harry is retiring in May);
Scott Sexton, City of Vacaville; and Brian Miller, City of Fairfield. James Corless from MTC is
coordinating the study. Dan Christians and Robert Guerrero from STA are members of the staff
technical committee. The first steering committee meeting will be held on Thursday, May 11,
2006 at 10:00 a.m. at STA.

Concurrently being conducted by ABAG is the “Focusing Our Vision” planning process. The
regional Vision calls for development that revitalizes cities and older suburbs, supports and
enhances public transit, promotes walking and bicycling, and preserves open spaces and
agricultural lands.”

The initial visioning process was developed a few years ago through the “Smart Growth
strategy/Regional Livability Footprint Project.” At that time there was much concern by local
agencies about methodology used and lack of overall support achieved in the development of the
“footprint” for Solano County. '

These new “Focusing Our Vision” visioning process will ultimately result in ABAG’s new
Regional Housing Allocations formula (i.e. required every 6 %: years by the state to increase the
supply of affordable housing throughout the region) and Projections 2007 (i.e. 25 year
projections for populations and jobs). Therefore STA, in our role as a facilitator for the MTC
Transportation Planning and Land Use Solutions (T-PLUS) program, and our local agencies
(who have to ultimately incorporate and plan for the housing allocations into their General Plan
Housing Elements) will be monitoring the visioning process very closely.
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The timing of the “Smarter Growth along the I-80/Capitol Corridor” will be useful in providing
substantial local input on the updated Vision for Solano County, and to obtain more participation
by local jurisdictions if the process is improved.

On April 26, 2006, the Solano County City Managers and the Solano County Planning
Director’s Group were requested to appoint two members to serve on the ABAG Technical
Advisory Committee that will be providing monthly input on the Vision during the next nine
months.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments: , o
A. Scope of Work “The Smarter Growth along the I-80/Capitol Corridor” study
B. Visioning Our Future Principles
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ATTACHMENT A

APPENDIX A
SCOPE OF WORK

SMARTER GROWTH ALONG THE I-80/CAPITOL CORRIDOR

All references to written deliverables in this scope of work include one draft and one final version,
unless otherwise specified. All draft deliverables will be reviewed and commented on by the four
partner agencies (MTC, SACOG, STA and ABAG) and Caltrans, and the selected consultant will
be expected to incorporate these comments. Note that only Tasks 1, 4b, 4c, 5a, and 6a shall be
performed by the selected consultant. The remaining tasks will be performed as part of the
overall Caltrans Partnership Planning Grant by the four project partners. The details of the tasks
are shown as part of this scope of work for the benefit of the consultant particularly in light of the
close coordination that will be needed to perform the overall scope of work efficiently and
effectively. The consultant will also be expected to reference and incorporate findings and data
from tasks 2, 3, 4a and 5b that will be performed by the partner agencies.

The project will be guided by an interregional steering committee that will meet on a quarterly
basis. The steering committee will be comprised of staff from the regional agencies, Caltrans, the
air districts, and local governments along the corridor, along with representatives from economic,
equity and environmental interests. The consultant will be expected to make presentations to, and
. receive input from, the interregional steering committee. The partner agencies will handle the
logistics of scheduling and setting up the interregional steering committee meetings.

The services to be performed by the selected consultant consist of those requested by the Project
Manager or a designated representative including, but not limited to, the following as contained in
Tasks 1, 4b, 4c, 5a and 6a:

Task 1: Finalize Workscope,‘Budgét & Schedule

The selected consultant shall work with the four project partners to finalize the consultant’s
project workscope, budget and schedule.

Task 2: Upgrade Solano Transportation Authority Travel Model

Solano County plays a critical role in the corridor and for this project in particular, yet the Solano
Transportation Authority’s travel model currently lacks the capacity to analyze any public
transportation trips or any other travel by alternative modes. This task will provide a critical
upgrade to the county’s travel model in order to incorporate alternative modes of transportation.
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APPENDIX A
SCOPE OF WORK
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Task 3: Compile Interregional Demographic Forecasts and Smart Growth Scenarios

A critical step in greater coordination is to identify and analyze potential inconsistencies in long-
range population and employment forecasts between the two regions. Regional smart growth
policies are a significant change to the modeling in each region and the implications to broader
areas have not been examined. The new projections assume different patterns of development,
investment, and amount of overall growth. The analysis will determine whether each region is
appropriately forecasting future residential and job growth in the other region. Currently the two
regions do not formally try to coordinate their forecasts. With the implementation of smart
growth policies, this coordination is becoming more important. This task will also evaluate
whether each region is using their neighbors’ newly developed smart growth assumptions

correctly.

Subtask 3a: The first proposed work product from this task will be a compilation and analysis of
population and employment projections for Solano, Yolo, Sacramento, and Placer counties. This
analysis will focus on each region’s smart growth policy assumptions and the affect of those
policy assumptions on issues like interregional commuting. Another component of this task will be
a detailed examination of the impacts of implementing both regions’ smart growth scenarios.

Subtask 3b: This task will also produce an interregional dialogue to coordinate assumptions and
demographic and economic forecasts for the two regions. Technical meetings among staff will be
used to explain and resolve differing economic and demographic assumptions. Participants will
work together to exchange data on economics, demographics, land use, and infrastructure,
providing the foundation for continued coordination on these issues.

Task 4; Comparison of Interregional Forecasts with Local Plans and Future Housing and
Employment Market Demands '
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. Subtask 4a: Once interregional projections have been analyzed, the next step will be to compare
these forecasts with local land use plans and policies. This task will require the project staff to
collect data from and consult with local government planning and economic development
agencies. It will provide an important evaluation of existing development policies and any
potential inconsistencies with each region’s smart growth regional policies.

Data on land use potential and policies will be collected and coordinated between the two regions,
and shared with local jurisdictions. Continued coordination will allow the regions to evaluate the
relative success of their individual smart growth efforts, and make each region aware of future

changes.

- Subtask 4b: The selected consultant shall develop a housing and employment market demand
study for the corridor. The study should provide a new look at the type of housing products and
jobs that will be in demand throughout the interregional I-80/Capitol Corridor in the coming
decades (using 2030 as a forecast year), with a particular emphasis on the potential market ,
demand for higher density, infill housing and jobs that would be better suited for downtowns and
transit-accessible locations. As part of subtask 4b, the consultant should reference and
incorporate findings from work performed by the partner agencies in tasks 3 and subtask 4a.

Subtask 4c: The selected consultant shall perform an analysis of current and future truck traffic,
goods movement and identify goods movement-supportive businesses in the corridor. This
analysis shall include a detailed assessment of current and future local and long distance freight
demand that will impact the I-80/Capitol Corridor, including a specific analysis of current and
future demand generated from the Ports of Oakland and West Sacramento for both I-80 and the

Capitol Corridor.

The selected consultant shall also assess how existing land use plans and future smart growth
strategies oriented towards increased infill development in downtowns and around present and
future passenger rail stations may impinge on the ability for these businesses to grow and estimate
land needed to support future goods movement activities in the corridor. As part of the land use
analysis in subtask 4c, the selected consultant should reference and incorporate findings from
work performed by the partner agencies in tasks 3 and subtask 4a.
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Task S: Evaluate Transportation and Air Quality Impacts of Interregional Projections and
Smart Growth Forecasts for the Corridor

Subtask Sa: The selected consultant will make use of newly compiled interregional projections
data for the corridor (being compiled as part of a separate and ongoing effort to develop a
statewide interregional travel model) along with the housing and employment market demand
study in order to develop several corridor-wide land use scenarios. The selected consultant shall
develop at least three land use scenarios in close cooperation with the interregional steering
committee and local planning staff, and will be geared towards testing the efficacy of smart
growth principles and both regions’ smart growth visions. Various land use scenarios will be
developed for the corridor, including three based on (a) the compiled interregional demographic
projections; (b) the build out of local general plans; and (c) the two regions’ forecasts for the
corridor based on the Bay Area’s Smart Growth Vision and SACOG’s Blueprint project.

The selected consultant shall analyze each of the interregional land use scenarios using the new
statewide high speed rail model that should be completed by the spring of 2006. The analysis
should measure each of the land use scenarios for impacts on commuting times, vehicle miles
traveled, air quality, and the impacts on goods movement, public transportation, carpooling,
ridesharing and other alternative travel options that are currently being developed along the I-
80/Capitol Corridor. Among the key questions to be answered through this analysis: which of the
scenarios most successfully reduces future traffic congestion, provides the least cost per
transportation user benefit and boosts all forms of public transit ridership along the corridor?
Which of the scenarios maximizes carpools, vanpools and ridesharing? What impacts do the
different scenarios have on goods movement in the corridor? Which of the scenarios produces the
least impacts on air quality? Is it possible to quantify impacts the different land use scenarios will ~
have on both future public infrastructure expenditures and overall economic benefits for
jurisdictions in the corridor?

As part of this subtask, the selected consultant should reference and incorporate findings from
work performed by the partner agencies in tasks 3 and subtask 4a. The selected consultant should
also analyze the results from any model runs performed under task 2 by the Solano Transportation
Authority that may provide additional information on land use scenarios for Solano County and
any related transportation impacts.

Subtask Sb: The data produced as a result of this effort will be shared through several
roundtable dialogues. The first round will be with local government planning staff, followed by
sessions with local elected officials.
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Task 6: Lessons Learned: Implications for Interregional Policy and Planning Practices
Subtask 6a: The selected consultant shall develop findings generated from Tasks 3 through 5 —
incorporating findings fromtasks 2, 3, 4a and 5b performed by ABAG, SACOG, STA and MTC —
and summarize and present them to the interregional steering committee for discussion. Among
the key topics anticipated: (a) how to resolve inconsistencies between the two region’s
demographic forecasts; (b) how to resolve inconsistencies between the compilation of the
interregional corridor-wide projections with both the predicted market demand and the potential
growth allowable under the build out of local general plans; (c) how to apply the findings from the
land use scenarios (Task 5) to the planned transportation investments in the corridor; and (d) how
to accommodate expanded goods movement activities.

Subtask 6b: The four partner agencies will develop recommendations to harmonize the
transportation and demographic models—used by SACOG, ABAG, MTC and the Solano
Transportation Authority—with the Caltrans statewide travel model and the intercity rail model.
The partner agencies, in consultation with Caltrans, shall recommend changes to these models to
better account for new demographic projections, jobs-housing balance, and the ability of changes
in land use patterns to shift the travel modes for local non-work trips.
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. ATTACHMENT 6

ATTACHMENT B

- Principles of the Vision
' -~ FOR USE IN NEGO’I‘IATING
PRIORITY DEVELOPMENT AREAS IN THE BAY AREA

The San Francnsco Bay Area contains ninie counties and over one hundred cities. These
local governments are responsible for formulating local land-use plans and for regulating
land development consistent with those plans.

“There are also a number of reglon—w1de agencies in Bay Area. Three of these, the
Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG), the Bay Area Air Quality Management
District and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) have joined together in
‘a Joint Policy Committee (JPC) to work toward the refinement and achievement of a
collective Vision' for the entire Bay Area. The base Vision was developed ‘through the
Smart Growth Strategy/Regional Livability Footprint Project. The Project was done
under the auspices of a multi-sector partnership—including representatives of
government, private business and the voluntary sector—and involved the paxtlcxpatlon of
thousands of citizens from throughout the region. _

The r‘egional Vision calls for developm_ent that revitalizes central cities and older suburbs,
‘supports and enhances public transit, promotes -walking and bicycling, and preserves
‘open spaces- and agricultural lands. The Vision seeks to revitalize the already-built
environment” and ensure that new development occurs in the most efficient manner
poss:ble Tt -aims to create more livable communities with sufficient housing for the
region’s workforce The Vision attempts to minimize the impact of developmeit on the
environment and on natural resources, it tries to reduce the need for new and redundant
public expenditures, and it works to ensure that all the region’s residents—including
‘those who are disadvantaged—benefit from the changes-associated with growth.

.The principles utilized in creating the Vision may assist local governments and region
‘agencies in working together to build a more livable region composed of more livable
communities. The principles provide a set of general qualities against which we may test
our choices regarding where development occurs.
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Vemricges | R

Regional Policy |
' The principles are based on explicit regional policy. The Preamble and Policies quoted in
the box below have been adopted by the Association of Bay- Area Governments (ABAG),

the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD), the Bay Conservation and
" Development Comm1s31on (BCDC) and by the Metropolitan- Transportatxon Commnssxon '

MTC)..

|Preamible

:Mthat -can’ lead us-toward: develepment" of: wbrant *nenghborhoods preservatwn -of. open;-
~space, : clean:air sanid- water;and -enhanced: moblhty chotces whlle enhancmg the Bay_: |
JArea's relatlonshnp w1th surroundmg regions. - - A

Jobs/Ho usmg Balance and Match ’ :
“Improve the: Jobs/housmg [mkages through the development of housmg in- prommxty to
| jobs,-and: both: in proximity: to:public' transportation.’ Increase.the supply of: affordable
housmg and suppmt e&‘orts to match jOb income: and housmg affordablhty levels '

' Housmg and: Dlsplacement _
‘Improve- existing’ housing:and: develop sufficient new housmg 10" prowde for'the housmg
needs of the Bay ‘Area community.“Support. éfforts to’ xmprove ‘housing: affordability and
limit the displacement of: extstmg residents: and businesses. - _
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Vision Principles o | - 3

el :vernmen by promoting: stab[e -and-secure revenue
; CS??Z-} rQVlSlOIDCOStS through smart, growth targeted mﬁ'asuucture;

Cooperatlon on’ Smart Growth Policies . -
':-'Encourage local:governments;: stakeholders and other constrtuents in-the: Bay Area to
:cooperate in: supporting actions: consistent wrth the adopted Smart Growth policies. Forge,
“cooperative: relationships with: -governments- and: stakéholders in surrounding: regions:to
-support actions that w111 lead to mter-reglonal Smart Gmwth beneﬁts
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Vision Principles. | . | g

The Role of the Location for New Development
~ Atits core, the Vision advocates simple concepts, but they are dlfﬁcult to achleve The

attainment and maintenance of the- qualities we all want for the Bay Area will require the -

concerted and coordinated effort of all levels of .government and the cooperation of
myriad participants in the private and voluntary sectors. The Vision will not be realized
by just changing the location and density of development. ¥t will require hard. choices
about where we put our transportation and infrastructure dollars, how we designate and
protect open space and other important environmiental assets, and what collective steps
we take to ensure that all segments of the region’s populatlon, partlcularly our most

' vulnerable benefit ﬁ'om growth : _

| Nevertheless the 1ocat10n of new development has a central role to play in. mamtammg
the livability -of the Bay Area. The location; as well as the composition, density and

design of new development has an immense cumulative impact on the Bay Area’s ability =
to sustain a healthy economy and reasonable-cost of living, to provide effective and "~

inexpensive  public services, to secure adequate choice and opportunity for present and -
future generatlons of residents, to protect our environment, and to ensure that we all
_continue to en]oy a high quahty of life. : :

The Principles

The location of new development is supportive of the Vtswn and helps pursue the
reglon s livability objectlves to the extent that it:

L Reduces the need to travel long dlstances; :
2. F acilitates transit and ._other nen-automotive travel;
3. Increases the availability of affordable housing;
4. Uses land efﬁciemﬂy; | |
5. Helps pretect natural assets;
6. Promotes social equity;
7. Employs existing infrastructure capacity;

- 8. Maintains and reinforces existing communities.
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Agenda Item XL.E

May 3, 2006
Solaro T ccxtions Aot
DATE: May 3, 2006
TO: STA Board
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects
RE: Update on Implementation of Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE)
Program

Background:
Local agency recipients of federal funds are required to comply with all elements of Title

49, Part 26 of the CFR entitled “Participation by Disadvantaged Business Enterprises in
Department of Transportation Financial Assistance Programs”. These provisions apply
to all federal-aid funded transportation projects.

Each local agency is required to implement a DBE Program and establish an annual
overall goal prior to submitting a “Request for Authorization” to proceed with a federal-
aid project. Federal-aid contracts refer to U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT)
assisted contracts, which includes funding from Federal Highway Administration
(FHWA) and Federal Transit Administration (FTA).

Establishment of the overall goal is currently done by a two step process. The overall
goal is segregated into race-neutral and race-conscious components. The base figure is
determined by the relative availability of DBEs that are ready, willing and able to
participate in the federal-aid contracting program. This base figure may then be adjusted
based on a required review of agencies knowledge of the contracting market. The
evidence used for this adjustment comes from disparity studies, statistical disparities or
other relevant means by the local agency.

Race-neutral DBE participation is defined by the level of DBE participation that would
be obtained through customary competitive procurement procedures that do not have a
DBE goal or a DBE obtains a contract from a prime contractor that did not consider its
DBE status in making the contract award.

Race-conscious DBE participation is the component of the overall goal that focuses on
assisting only DBEs. The use of contract goals is the primarily example of a race-
conscious measure in the DBE Program. Local agencies must establish contract goals to
meet any portion of their overall goal they do not project being able to meet using race-
neutral means.
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Discussion: ' ‘ ‘

On May 9, 2005 the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit Court filed an
opinion on the Western States Paving Co. vs Washington State Department of
Transportation (WSDOT) and the United States of America Department of
Transportation (USDOT) Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). The opinion found
that while the Federal DBE Program is constitutional on its face, judgment was made
against the State because WSDOTs DBE goal was not separately supported with
controlled, statistical evident of discrimination for the race-conscious portion of the goal
and therefore was not based on actual evidence of discrimination in its market place.

WSDOT was expected to prove that discrimination had current effects on its market and
that such discrimination also affected all of the socially disadvantaged groups included in
the WSDOTs DBE Program.

In response to this ruling, Caltrans began a disparity study for 45 days beginning
December 30, 2005. This period has been extended an additional 45 days to March 20,
2006. Caltrans is expected to study what, if any discrimination exists to the minority
groups included in its DBE Program. This study will be the basis of determining what, if
any, changes will be made to the current DBE Program.

On February 9, 2006 Caltrans sent an e-mail to all local agencies notifying them of; 1.) A
45 day extension of the public comment period to March 20, 2006, 2.) By May 1, 2006 a
final decision would be made whether to Caltrans will continue with a race-conscious
DBE program or if it will be changed to a race-neutral DBE program, and 3.) Should a
change be made, the implications to the local agencies.

Should the Department change to a race-neutral DBE program local agencies must:

¢ Immediately implement the statewide race-neutral DBE program prepared by
Caltrans, unless the local agency has a DBE program approved directly by a
federal agency. Local agencies will not be required to initiate a 45-day public
comment period to effect this change.

e No longer advertise and award contracts with federal-aid funds containing race-
conscious DBE goals. Subsequent federal-aid procurements shall contain race-
neutral DBE contract language and availability goal.

e Re-advertise with race-neutral contract language, all federal-aid contracts with
race-conscious DBE goals, which have had bids opened or proposals received but
contract award documents not yet fully executed. A contract change order or
contract amendment to change from a race-conscious to race-neutral DBE goal is
not acceptable.

o Federal-aid contracts that have been advertised, but for which bids have not yet
been opened or proposals received, may proceed with an addendum changing the
contract provisions form raceOconcsious to race-neutral.

e If full execution of the contact award documents has occurred prior to Caltrans
change to a race-neutral program, federal-aid contracts with race-conscious DBE
goals will continue unchanged and not be affected.

e Local agencies will continue to collect and report anticipated DBE participation at
award, and final utilization at completion of all federal-aid contracts.
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On April 12, 2006 Caltrans released documents (Attachment A) that provide a time line
and list of draft documents to be used should Caltrans change to a race-neutral DBE
Program.

On April 14, 2006 these documents were be made available on the Division of Local
Assistance Website at: hitp://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LocalPrograms/ to assist in local
agencies in preparing for the possible transition to a race natural DBE Program, if
required. The documents are:

Draft “Boiler Plate” race—neutral provisions for local agency federal-aid
construction contracts.

Drafts of “Exhibits 10-I and 10-J” race-neutral provisions for local agency
federal-aid consultant (Architect & Engineer) contracts.

Draft of the local agency element of the “California Department of Transportation
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program Plan” for information and use by
local agencies on their federal-aid projects. This DBE Program Plan will replace
both the local agencies existing race-conscious DBE Programs and the Caltrans
existing race-conscious DBE Program.

A “DBE Race-neutral Implementation Agreement” to be used by the local
agencies acknowledging their responsibilities under Caltrans race-neutral DBE
Program. The forms would need to be completed and submitted to the District
Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE) by June 1, 2006 by each local agency that
currently has a DBE Program or will be receiving federal-aid funds for a local
transportation project. This agreement would need to be signed by the Public
Works Director/City Engineer or equivalent in the agency.

A “DBE Annual Submittal Form” to be completed and submitted by the local
agency to the DLAE not later than June 1, 2006.

If the Caltrans decision of to go to a race-neutral DBE Program, an interim
measure will be to use the revised version of Local Assistance Procedures Manual
(LAPM) Exhibit 12-C “PS&E Certification. This revised “PS&E Certification”
will be required for all projects, which have not been awarded/executed before
May 1, 2006 (target date). An “Authorization to Proceed” received prior to May
1, 2006 would have been based upon a race-conscious provision included in the
PS&E documents, or consultant advertisement documents By completing this
“PS&E Certification”, the local agency certifies that race-neutral provisions were
submitted in those contracts, prior to the bid or proposal opening or before
awarding of the contract. Any addendum, if applicable, issued by the local
agency along with the race-neutral provisions must accompany the revised
“PS&E Certification” showing that race-neutral provision were used.

On May 1, 2006 if Caltrans’ decision is to change to a race-neutral DBE Program, the
following documents will be issued:

A Local Programs Procedures (LPP) changing the applicable guidance and
provisions in the LAPM from race-conscious to race-neutral.

Finalized “Boiler Plate” race-neutral provisions for local agency federal-aid
construction contracts.

Finalized “Exhibits 10-I and 10-J” race-neutral provisions for local agency
federal-aid consultant (Architect & Engineer) contracts.
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e “California Department of Transportation Disadvantaged Business Enterprise
Program Plan” for information and use by local agencies on their federal-aid
projects. This DBE Program Plan will replace both the local agencies existing
race-conscious DBE Programs and the Caltrans existing race-conscious DBE
Program.

On June 1, 2006 the following will need to be submitted if Caltrans decision is to change
to a race-neutral DBE Program:

e Local agencies shall submit to the DLAE their completed “Race-neutral DBE
Implementation Agreement” formally acknowledging the local agencies
responsibilities under the Caltrans race-neutral DBE Program. The Agreement is
to be completed by each local agency that currently has a DBE Program or will be
receiving federal-aid funds in the future for a transportation project.

e Local agencies shall submit to the DLAE their “DBE Annual Submittal Form” for
FFY October 1, 2006/September 30, 2007. Authorizations to Proceed on
subsequent projects will be suspended for any local agency not meeting this
deadline by June 15, 2006. ’ '

Additional timeline activities exist through September 2006 that is outlined in the
attached document from Caltrans. Caltrans still plans on announcing its decision
regarding the implementation of its DBE Program on May 1, 2006.

As changes or updates occur, the information will be submitted to the Technical Advisory
Committee.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments:
A. Local Agency DBE Race Neutral Time Line
B. Caltrans Division of Local Assistance DBE Documents
(To be provided under separate enclosure):
e Draft local agency “Boiler Plate” race—neutral provisions for construction
contracts
o Drafts of “Exhibits 10-I and 10-J” race-neutral provisions for A&E contracts
o Draft of the local agency element of the California Department of
Transportation Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program Plan
e Draft DBE Annual Submittal Form
¢ Draft local agencies Race-neutral DBE Implementation Agreement

182



-. : J’ITACHMENT_A _
& Division of Local Assistance Local Agency DBE Race Neutral Time Line

Office of Procedures De\elopment and Training S . April 12, 2005

LOCAL AGENCY DBE RACE NEUTRAL TIME LINE

* Please be advised that in the event that the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) concludes
it must implement a solely race-neutral DBE program, the following information is provided to assist
local agencies that receive federal-aid funds for transportation projects. This information would be used
in the transition from a race-conscious to a race-neutral DBE Program.

Caltrans emphasizes that this information will apply ONLY IF Caltrans decides to implement a
- solely race-neutral DBE Program. Caltrans will announce its decision on the lmplementatlon of its
DBE Program on May 1, 2006 (ta reget date).

The following dates and mfoxmatlon are provided for planning purposes only and are subject to change
Caltrans cannot guarantee nor accept responsibility or liability for the information provided.

March 1, 2006:

Posting of “Frequently Asked Questions” with answers regarding the possible DBE Program change from
race-conscious to race-neutral on the Civil Rights Website

(http://www .dot.ca.gov/hg/bep/documents/CT Internal and Local_Agency | Extemal | FAQS March 1 2
006.doc) with a link from the DLA Website. Note: This item was completed on 3/7/06. The
Frequently Asked Questions will be continually updated as new information becomes available.

‘April 14, 2006

The following will be available on the Division of Local Assistance (DLA) Website at:
_http:/fwww .dot.ca.gov/hg/localPrograms/ to assist local agencies m preparing for the possnble transition
to a race-neutral DBE Program, if required:

@ Draft “Boiler Plate” race-neutral provisions for local agency federal-aid construction
contracts. This document is being made available for local agency review, however, it-
can not be used unless Caltrans makes a decision to implement a race-neutral DBE
Program.

2) Drafts of “Exhibits 10-I and 10-J” race-neutral provisions for local agency federal-aid
consultant (Architect & Engineer) contracts. These documents are being made available
for local agency review, however, they can not be-used unless Caltrans makes a decision
to implement a race-neutral DBE Program.

Q(3) Draft of the local agency element of the “California Department of Transportation
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise Program Plan” for information and use by local
agencies on their federal-aid projects. This DBE Program Plan will replace both the local
agencies’ existing race-conscious DBE Programs and the Caltrans existing race-
conscious DBE Program, if Caltran’s decision is to change to a race-neutral DBE
Program. (The complete plan is targeted for completion on May 1%)

) A “DBE Race-neutral Implementation Agreement” to be used by the local agencies
acknowledging their responsibilities under Caltrans race-neutral DBE Program. The
form will need to be completed and submitted to the DLAE by June 1, 2006 by each local
agency that currently has a DBE Program or will be receiving federal-aid funds for a
transportation project. This agreement will need to be signed by the Public Works
Director/City Engineer or equivalent level in the agency.

DBE-Timeline4-12-06.doc 4/17/2006
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)

©

May 1, 2006
1

June 1, 2006

A “DBE Annual Submittal Form” to be completed and submitted by the local agency to
the DLAE oot later than June 1, 2006: This form will include:

a. The local agency’s assessment of the level of DBE participation and utilization that
the local agency expects could be attained on contracts during the 2006/2007 FFY
(Federal Fiscal Year), the methodology for establishing this level, estimated total
project costs for both construction and consultant contracts, etc.

b. Designated DBE Coordinator information (Name, phone number, e-mail address)
¢. Local agency’s choice for method of prompt pay

If the Caltrans’ decision is to go to race-neutral DBE Program, an interim measure will be

" to use a revised version of Local Assistance Procedures Manual (LAPM) Exhibit 12-C

“PS&E Certification”. This revised “PS&E Certification” will be required for all
projects, which have not been awarded/executed before the May 1, 2006 (target date).

An “Authorization to Proceed” received prior to May 1, 2006 would have been based
upon race-conscious provisions included in the PS&E documents or consultant
advertisement documents. By completing this “PS&E Certification”, the local agency
certifies that race-neutral provisions were substituted in those contracts, prior to the bid or
proposal opening or before awarding of the contract. Any addendum, if applicable,
issued by the local agency along with the race-neutral provisions must accompany the
revised “PS&E Certification” showing that race-neutral provisions were used.

If Caltrans’ decision is to change to a race-neutral DBE Program, the following

documents will be issued:

a. A Local Programs Procedures (LPP) changing the applicable guidance and
provisions in the LAPM from race-conscious to race-neutral.

b. Finalized “Boiler Plate” race-neutral provisions for local agency federal-aid
construction contracts.

c. Finalized “Exhibits 10-I and 10-J” race-neutral provisions for local agency federal-
aid consultant (Architect & Engineer) contracts. '

d. “California Department of Transportation Disadvantaged Business Enterprise
Program Plan”, for information and use by local agencies on their federal-aid

projects. This combined DBE program will replace both the local agencies’ existing
race-conscious DBE Programs and the Caltrans existing race-conscious DBE

Program.

The following will need to be submitted if the Caltrans decision is to change to a race-neutral DBE

Program:
(M

@

Local agencies shall submit to the DLAE their completed “Race-neutral DBE
Implementation Agreement” formally acknowledging the local agencies responsibilities
under the Caltrans race-neutral DBE Program. The agreement is to be completed by each
local agency that currently has a DBE Program or will be receiving federal-aid funds in

the future for a transportation project.

Local agencies shall submit to the DLAE by June 1, 2006 their “DBE Annual
Submittal Form” for FFY Oct 1, 2006/Sept 30, 2007. It is important that local

DBE-Timeline-4-12-06.doc 4/17/2006
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agencies meet this deadline so that the information is available for use in
determining the California DBE Statewide Overall Goal and for the disparity
study that Caltrans will be conducting. Due to the importance of local agencies
meeting this critical deadline, Authorizations to Proceed on subsequent projects will be
suspended for any local agency not meeting this deadline by June 15, 2006.

June 15,2006

(1) Deadline for the DLAE to enter each local agency’s submitted Annual Anticipated DBE
Participation Level and the local agency’s estimated project costs (total cost for all of the
federal-aid projects), etc. into LP2000 for future downloading by Civil Rights for the
calculation of the Annual California DBE Statewide Overall Goal.

) Caltrans begins 45 day Public Participation Process of the Annual California DBE
Statewide Overall Goal. An adjustment of the time schedule may be needed in 2007 to
ensure sufficient lead time to capture and use 2007 local agency annual DBE data. A
local agency may, if it so chooses, initiate a separate 45 day Public Participation Process
of the local agency’s own Annual Anticipated DBE Participation Level and supporting
methodology:.

July 1, 2006

Deadline for the DLAE to complete the review and approval/disapproval of each local agency’s “Race-
neutral Implementation Agreement” and “DBE Annual Submittal Form” for FFY 2006/2007. If
disapproved, the local agency needs to be notified by this date with the reasons for disapproval and the
corrective action needed. If the corrective action results in a local agency revising its Annual Anticipated
DBE Participation Level, then the revised data should be entered by the DLAE into LP2000.

August 1, 2006

The Caltrans Public Participation Process of the California DBE Statewide Overall Goal ends.

September 1, 2006

Caltrans Civil Rights submits the California DBE Statewide Overall Goal to FHWA for review and
approval. Caltrans Civil Rights coordinates with FHWA regardmg any questions or additional
information needed by FHWA for approval.

September 15, 2006

Caltrans receives approval of the California DBE Statewide Overall Goal for FFY2006/2007 from
FHWA.

'DBE-Timeline-4-12-06.doc . 4/1712006
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ATTACHMENT B

Copies of the
Caltrans Division of Local Assistance DBE Documents
have been provided to the STA Board members
under separate enclosure.

You may obtain a copies of the
Caltrans Division of Local Assistance DBE Documents
by contacting the STA at
(707) 424-6075.

Thank you.
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Agenda Item XI.F
May 10, 2006

S1Ta

Solano Cransportation A dhotity

DATE: May 4, 2006

TO: STA Board

FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager
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 Application Due

Federal Transit
Administration Section .
. Nam Hinh, Caltrans D4
[5>31 1(F) — Intercity Bus (916) 654-3860 May 26, 2006
rogram
]élrl;flst Eion:}n Coalition Elizabeth Train, Bikes Belong Mav 29. 2006
& (303) 449-4893 ay =%
Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC) 2006 James Corless, MTC
Capital Program (510) 817-5709 June 23, 2006
Transportation for Clean Air
(TFCA), 60% Regional Karen Chi, BAAQMD Workshop May 2006
Funds (415) 749-5121 Due June 2006
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Solano Cransportation Authotity

Federal Transit Administration Section 5311(F) — Intercity Bus Program

TO: STA Board
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager

This summary of the Federal Transit Administration Section 5311(F) — Intercity Bus
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 Both public and private transportation providers are eligible.
Sponsors:

Program The program emphasis is connectivity between non-urbanized areas
Description: and urbanized areas that result in connections of greater regional,

statewide and national significance.

Funding Available: Funding for projects will be based on the merits of the proposal and
will be limited to a maximum FTA award of $200,000.00.

Eligible Projects: Operating Assistance Capital Assistance - Facility
® Net project cost-Federal: 50%/ ® Net project cost-Federal: 83%/ Local: 17%
Local: 50% ® Intercity bus intermodal facilities and depots
® Direct operating assistance grants ® Intercity bus shelters or joint-use stops User-side
® Marketing activities for intercity subsidies
bus transportation Capital Assistance - Planning studies

® User-side subsidies

® Coordination of rural transit
connections between small transit . . o
operators and intercity bus carriers ® Intercity transit coordination plan

® Feeder service connecting to ® Ridership fort?cast/survey
intercity bus network Capital Assistance - Vehicle
® Net project cost-Federal: 80% local: 20%
® Acquisition is for new or existing intercity service

® Net project cost-Federal: 80%/ Local: 20%
@ Service implementation

® Service that supports connectivity to intercity bus
network

Further Details: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/MassTrans/ofta.htm

Program Contact: Nam Hinh, Nam_Hinh@dot.ca.gov, (916) 654-3860

STA Contact Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
Person: (707) 424-6075
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Bikes Belong Coalition Grant Program

TO: STA Board
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager

This summary of the Bikes Belong Coalition 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:

Program Description:

Funding Available:

Eligible Projects:

Previously Funded
Projects:

Funding Contact:

STA Contact Person:

Cities and the County of Solano are eligible.

Bikes Belong is offering grants to address four specific goals:
Ridership growth, leveraging funding, building political support, and
promoting cycling.

Grants are available up to $10,000. This program is intended to
provide funding for local matches for larger fund sources.

Eligible projects include bicycle facility improvements, education, and
capacity projects.

North-South Greenway, Marin County, $10,000

e Sacramento Area Bike Trails, Sacramento Area Bicycle
Advocates, $10,000

e YMCA City Bike Education Program, San Francisco, $5,000

Elizabeth Train, Grants Program Administrator
Bikes Belong Coalition

http://bikesbelong.org

1245 Pearl Street, Suite 212

Boulder, Colorado 80302-5253

(303) 449-4893

Sam Shelton, Assistant Projects Manager, (707) 424-6014
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Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) 2006 Capital Program

TO: STA Board

FROM:

Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager

This summary of the Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) 2006 Capital Program is
intended to assist jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staffis
available to answer questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential

project applications.

Eligible Project
Sponsors:

Program Description:

Funding Available:

Eligible Projects:

Further Details;

Program Contact
Person:

STA Contact Person:

Local governments, transit operators, and other public agencies are
eligible recipients of the federal funds. Community-based
organizations and nonprofits may be co-partners but cannot receive

the funds.

The purpose of TLC 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.

Grant amount ranges from $500,000 to $3 million per project.

« Bicycle and pedestrian paths
and bridges

« on-street bike lanes

e pedestrian plazas

o pedestrian street crossings

o streetscaping such as median
landscaping

» street trees

e lighting

o furniture

o traffic calming design features
such as pedestrian bulb-outs or
transit bulbs
o transit stop amenities

» way-finding signage

» gateway features

http://www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/smart_growth/tlc_capital CFP.htm

James Corless, MTC, (510) 817-5709

Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner, (707) 424-6014
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Solaro Cransportation >udhotity

Transportation for Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program

(60% Regional Funds)

TO: STA Board
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager

This summary of the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) Program(60% Regional Funds) is
intended to assist jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to
answer questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Public agencies are eligible such as cities, counties, school districts, and transit districts in
Project the cities of Fairfield, Suisun City, Vallejo, Benicia, and portions of Solano County
Sponsors: located in the Bay Area Air Quality Management District.

Program The Regional Fund is a part of the Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) grant
Description:  program, which is funded by a $4 surcharge on motor vehicles registered in the Bay Area.

Funding $10 million is available in FY 2005-06. The minimum grant for a single project is $10,000
Available: and the maximum grant is $1.5 million.
Eligible Shuttle/feeder buses, arterial management, bicycle facilities, clean air vehicles and
Projects: infrastructure, ridesharing, clean air vehicles, and “Smart Growth” projects.
Further http://www.baagmd.gov/pln/grants and incentives/tfca/
Details:
Program Heavy-duty Vehicles (including repowers & oseph ~ [jsteinberger@baagmd.gov
Contact retrofits) New Bus Purchases Steinberger
Person: Bicycle Facility Improvements Alison Kirk |akirk@baagmd.gov
Shuttles & Feeder Bus Services,Rideshare |Andrea agordon@baagmd.gov
Programs, Rail-Bus Integration,Regional Transit |Gordon
Information
Arterial Management Projects, Smarth Growth |Karen Chi chi@baaqmd.gov
Projects, Demonstration of Congestion Pricing or
Telecommuting
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