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Solano Cranspottation Authotity

One Harbor Center, Suite 130
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Area Code 707
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AGENDA
Members:
. 10:00 a.m., Wednesday, February 22, 2006
Benicia . .
Dixon Solano Transportation Authority
Fairfield One Harbor Center, Suite 130
Rio Vista Suisun City, CA 94585
Solano County
Suisun City ITEM STAFF PERSON
Vacaville
Valo 1. CALL TO ORDER John Harris, Chair
II. ELECTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR FOR 2006
(10:00 - 10:05 a.m.)
III.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA (10:05-10:10 a.m.)
IV.  OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT
(10:10-10:15 a.m.)
V. REPORTS FROM MTC AND STA STAFF
(10:15-10:20 a.m.)
VI. CONSENT CALENDAR
Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one motion.
(10:20 - 10:25 a.m.)
A.  Minutes of the Consortium Meeting of January 25, 2006 Johanna Masiclat
Recommendation:
Approve minutes of January 25, 2006.
Pg. 1
B.  STA Board Meeting Highlights — February 8, 2006 Johanna Masiclat
Informational
Pg.7
C. STIA Board Special Meeting Highlights — February 1, 2006 Johanna Masiclat
Informational
Pg. 13
CONSORTIUM MEMBERS
John Andoh Jeff Matheson George Fink J.D. Lynd Brian McLean John Harris Paul Wiese
Benicia Dixon Fairfield/Suisun Rio Vista Vacaville Vallejo County of
Transit Readi-Ride Transit Transit City Coach Transit Solano



STA 2006 Board Meeting Calendar Update

Informational
Pg. 17

Funding Opportunities Summary

Informational
Pg. 19

VIIL. ACTION ITEMS

A.

Intercity Transit Funding Agreement — Status Update
Recommendation:
Recommend the STA Board to approve the following:
1. Guiding Principles for Funding of Intercity Transit Service
as specified in Attachment A.
2. Service Evaluation Parameters as specified in Attachment
B.
(10:25 -10:35 am.) — Pg. 25

Lifeline Transportation Funding Program Advisory
Committee

Recommendation:

Appoint a Consortium member to the Lifeline Advisory Committee,
(10:35-10:40 a.m.) — Pg. 31

Alternative Modes Fund Strategy

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
Alternative Modes Strategy as specified in Attachment A.
(10:40 - 10:50 a.m.) — Pg. 33

Legislative Update — February 2006
Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
Sfollowing:
1. Adopt a watch position on the following bills pertaining to
a proposed bond measure for transportation:
A. AB 1783 (Nunez)
B. SB 1024 (Perata/Torlakson)
C. 8B 1165 (Dutton)
2. Approve the Draft STA Principles for State Infrastructure
Financing as specified in Attachment G.
(10:50 - 10:55 a.m.) — Pg. 39

Johanna Masiclat

Sam Shelton

Elizabeth Richards

Elizabeth Richards

Robert Guerrero

Jayne Bauer



VIIIL.

IX.

INFORMATION ITEMS

AO

H.

Status of Approval of Traffic Relief and Safety Plan (TRSP)
by Cities and County of Solano

Informational
(10:55-11:00 am.) — Pg. 59

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

Informational
(11:00 - 11:05 a.m.) — Pg. 87

2007 Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) Development

Informational
(11:05-11:10 am.) - Pg. 105

Transportation Development Act (TDA) and State Transit
Assistance Funds (STAF) Estimates for FY 2006-07
Informational

(11:10-11:15 am.) - Pg. 113

Unmet Transit Needs Comments for FY 2006-07

Informational
(11:15-11:20 am.) — Pg. 115

Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) FY 2005-06
Mid-Year Report

Informational
(11:20-11:25 am.) - Pg. 117

SNCI Monthly Issues
Informational
(11:25-11:30 a.m.) — Pg. 125

Local Transit Issues

ADJOURNMENT

Daryl Halls

Janet Adams

Jennifer Tongson

Elizabeth Richards

Elizabeth Richards

Anna McLaughlin

Anna McLaughlin

Group

The next regular meeting of the SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium is scheduled at
10:00 a.m. on Wednesday, March 28, 2006.






Agenda Item VI.A
January 25, 2006

INTERCITY TRANSIT CONSORTIUM
Minutes of the meeting of January 25, 2006

IL.

III.

CALL TO ORDER

Chair Harris called the regular meeting of the SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium to
order at approximately 10:15 a.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority Conference

Room.

Consortium Present:

Also Present:

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

John Andoh
George Fink
Brian McLean
John Harris

Daryl Halls

Dan Christians
Elizabeth Richards
Anna McLaughlin
Jayne Bauer
Robert Guerrero
Jennifer Tongson
Sam Shelton
Johanna Masiclat
Nancy Whelan

Benicia Transit
Fairfield/Suisun Transit
Vacaville City Coach
Vallejo Transit

STA

STA

STA/SNCI

STA/SNCI

STA

STA

STA

STA

STA

Nancy Whelan Consulting

On a motion by George Fink, and a second by Brian McLean, the SolanoLinks Intercity
Transit Consortium approved the agenda.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

None presented.



IV.  REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC, AND STA STAFF

VI.

Caltrans: None presented.
MTC: None presented.
STA: Elizabeth Richards announced that the new Chair and Vice Chair for the

Consortium would be selected at the next regular scheduled meeting on
February 28, 2006.

CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by George Fink, and a second by Brian McLean, the SolanoLinks Intercity
Transit Consortium approved the Consent Calendar Items A through E.

Recommendation:

A.

Minutes of the Consortium Meeting of November 25, 2005.
Recommendation:

Approve minutes of November 25, 2005.

B. STA Board Meeting Highlights — January 11, 2006
Informational
C. STIA Board Meeting Highlights — January 11, 2006
Informational
D. STA 2006 Board Meeting Calendar Update
Informational
E. Funding Opportunities Summary
Informational
ACTION ITEMS
A. STIA Adoption of Draft Traffic Relief and Safety Plan (TRSP) Prior to

Forwarding to Cities and County for Approval

Daryl Halls summarized the draft “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County”
County Transportation Expenditure Plan (dated January 25, 2006) to be reviewed and
adopted by the STIA Board at a Special Meeting on February 1, 2006. He also
highlighted the funding allocation percentages and estimated funding for the major
priority project categories included in the draft expenditure plan.

City of Fairfield’s George Fink recommended striking the word “paratransit” under
Senior and Disabled Transit to maximize the flexibility of the funds and provide the
widest options for serving the senior and disabled population.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STIA Board to approve the draft “Traffic Relief
and Safety Plan for Solano County” as specified in Attachment A.
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On a motion by George Fink, and a second by Brian McLean, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium unanimously approved the recommendation with the
amendment as specified.

Final Draft State Route (SR) 12 Transit Corridor Study

Dan Christians provided an overview of the revised report entitled “State Route 12
Corridor Study, January 2006”. He also distributed an addendum that included
incorporated revisions from the City of Fairfield; SR 12 Projected Ridership by
Implementation Phase, Estimated Current Costs and Revenues by Phase, and further
text updates and edits requested from members of the TAC.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the final SR 12 Transit
Corridor Study dated January 2006.

On a motion by John Andoh, and a second by George Fink, the SolanoLinks Intercity
Transit Consortium unanimously approved the recommendation as amended.

Intercity Transit Funding Agreement — Status Update

Elizabeth Richards reviewed the goals drafted by the Intercity Funding Group (ITF)
for developing a uniform methodology for shared funding of Intercity Transit
Services. She stated that the evaluation of Intercity Transit Service would be based
not only on cost but also for system-wide impacts and service evaluation parameters.
She cited that this will be brought through the TAC and to the STA Board for
approval once a draft methodology for intercity transit service subsidy and the
underlying costs and revenues have been agreed to by the transit operators and
funding partners.

After further discussion, the Transit Consortium voted to table this item until the next
meeting in February and requested staff develop broad Guiding Principles in lieu of
the proposed goals presented for the Intercity Transit Funding Group.

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the following:
1. Goals for the Intercity Transit Funding Group
2. Service Evaluation Parameters

On a motion by George Fink, and a second by Brian McLean, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium voted to table this item until the next meeting in
February and requested staff develops broad Guiding Principles in lieu of the
proposed goals presented for the Intercity Transit Funding Group.

SolanoLinks Transit Consortium Draft 2006 Work Plan

Elizabeth Richards reviewed the draft SolanoLinks Transit Consortium Work Plan
for 2006. She cited that the work plan ranges from transit service and funding to
planning and marketing.

Based on input, the Transit Consortium reviewed the draft work plan and offered
several modifications to the work plan.
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Recommendation:
Approve the SolanoLinks Transit Consortium Work Plan for 2006 as specified on
Attachment A.

On a motion by Brian McLean, and a second by John Andoh, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium unanimously approved the recommendation to include
the modifications discussed to the work plan.

State Legislative Update — January 2006

Jayne Bauer provided State legislative updates to the proposed State Budget for
2006-07 released by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger on January 11, 2006, and
reviewed Solano County earmarks submitted by Caltrans and the Business,
Transportation and Housing Agency for regional projects to receive State matching
funds through the Governor’s bond proposal.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to support the following priorities
pertaining to a proposed bond measure for transportation including the following
elements:
1. Adopt a constitutional amendment to protect Proposition 42.
2. Provide earmarks for Solano County projects including the I-80/1-680/SR 12
Interchange, SR 12 Jameson Canyon, Corridor Management (i.e. McGary
Road) projects, and Capitol Corridor track improvements.

On a motion by Brian McLean, and a second by John Andoh, the SolanoLinks
Intercity Transit Consortium unanimously approved the recommendation.

VII. INFORMATION ITEMS

A.

Development of a Draft Priority Projects/Overall Work Plan for FY 2006-07
and FY 2007-08

Daryl Halls reviewed STA’s draft Overall Work Plan (OWP) for FY 2006-07
and FY 2007-08 that has been updated by staff. He noted the revised Work Plan
includes 38 of the previous 42 items on the current list of STA Board adopted
priority projects. He stated that the schedule for development and adoption as
well as the funding of the OWP would be agendized as part of the STA’s
adoption of its FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08 budgets scheduled for June 2006.

Regional Measure 2 Update

Jennifer Tongson reviewed the Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) Capital Program
Project List for STA sponsored projects and the RM 2 Solano County Status
Matrix. She also scheduled a series of meetings on February 9, 2006 with
implementing agencies to discuss the status, schedule, funding plan, and agency
roles and responsibilities for RM 2 capital projects.



IX.

C.  Transportation Development Act (TDA) and State Transit Assistance Funds
(STAF) FY 2005-06 Status
Elizabeth Richards stated that the new TDA and STAF FY 2006-07 and FY 2005-
06 carryover revenue projections are in the process of being developed by MTC.
She cited that MTC’s estimates will be released in late February and TDA and
STAF requests that have not been submitted to MTC will not appear. She stated
that staff would be working with local jurisdictions to clarify the status of any
outstanding allocations.

D. Lifeline Transportation Funding Program
Elizabeth Richards cited that the first Call for Projects is planned for March 2006
with applications due at the end of April 2006. She stated that MTC would be
holding a Lifeline Funding Program informational meeting in Vallejo on Thursday,
February 16, 2006.

E.  Alternative Modes Funding Strategy
Robert Guerrero distributed and reviewed a revised draft Alternative Modes
Funding Strategy. He cited that the estimated funding amounts indicated for each
program would be available for allocation in the amounts specified for each fiscal
year. He recommended the strategy be implemented by having the Alternative
Modes Committee be the primary review body for TLC projects with the Solano
Bicycle Advisory Committee and Pedestrian Advisory Committee continuing to
serve as the primary review body for bicycle and pedestrian programs.

F. Emergency Ride Home Program Update
Anna McLaughlin provided an update to the Emergency Ride Home Program. She
indicated that marketing materials are in the process of being printed and are
scheduled to be available by the end of January. She also cited that the program
will be promoted at employer events, through Chambers of Commerce, and on the
STA website.

G. SNCI Monthly Issues
Anna McLaughlin highlighted updated transit schedules, Partnership’s Regional
Transit Marketing Committee (RTMC), Welfare to Work (Solano), and events.

H. Local Transit Issues
The cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, and Vacaville reported on local

transit issues.

ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 11:50 a.m. The next meeting is scheduled
for Wednesday, February 28, 2006 at 10:00 a.m. in the STA Conference Room.






Agenda Item VI.B
February 22, 2006

=2Ira

Solano Transportation Authority
Board Meeting Highlights

February 8, 2006
6:00 p.m.
TO: City Councils and Board of Supervisors
(Attn: City Clerks and County Clerk of the Board)
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, STA Clerk of the Board
RE: Summary Actions of the February 8, 2006 STA Board Meeting

Following is a summary of the actions taken by the Solano Transportation Authority at the Board
meeting of February 8, 2006. If you have any questions regarding specific items, please give me
a call at 424-6008.

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:

Len Augustine (Chair) City of Vacaville
Anthony Intintoli (Vice Chair) City of Vallejo
Steve Messina City of Benicia
Mary Ann Courville City of Dixon
Harry Price City of Fairfield
Ed Woodruff City of Rio Vista
Jim Spering City of Suisun City
John Vasquez (Alternate Member) County of Solano
BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT:

John Silva County of Solano
ACTION ITEMS: FINANCIAL

A.  Allocation of FY 2006-07 Eastern Solano County Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
Improvement Program Funds
Recommendation:
Approve the allocation of $1.4 million in Eastern Solano Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
Improvement Program (ECMAQ) funds for the projects specified in Attachment A.

On a motion by Member Price, and a second by Member Messina, the STA Board
unanimously approved the recommendation.



ACTION ITEMS: NON FINANCIAL

A.

Adoption of Support for STIA’s County Transportation Expenditure Plan titled,
“Traffic Relief and Safety Plan (TRSP) for Solano County”

Recommendation:

Approve the following:

1. Support for the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” developed by the
Solano Transportation Improvement Authority.

2. Authorize the STA Chair to forward letters to the cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield,
Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and Vallejo, and the Solano County Board of
Supervisors requesting their support of the Plan.

3. Authorize the STA Chair to forward a letter to the Solano County Board of
Supervisors requesting they support the STIA’s request to place the Sales Tax
Ordinance for the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” on the ballot
for the June 6, 2006 election following the approval of the plan by a majority of
Solano County’s cities and the Solano County Board of Supervisors.

On a motion by Member Spering, and a second by Member Price, the STA Board
unanimously approved the recommendation.

Public Hearing for the Draft FY 2005-06 Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE)
Program

Recommendation:

Conduct a Public Hearing and accept comments from the public at the February 8, 2006
Public Hearing for the STA’s Draft FY 2005-06 DBE Program.

Open Public Comment Hearing: 6:40 p.m.
No comments received.
Closed Public Comment Hearing: 6:41 p.m.

Approval of Request for Proposal (RFP) for Project Management Services
Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to issue a Request for Proposal (RFP) for Project
Management Services for the SR 12/Church Road Improvements Project Study Report
(PSR) and the SR 12 — Rio Vista Bridge Study.

On a motion by Vice Chair Intintoli, and a second by Member Woodruff, the STA Board
unanimously approved the recommendation.

Approval of Final State Route (SR) 12 Transit Corridor Study
Recommendation:
Approve the final SR 12 Transit Corridor Study dated January 31, 2006.

On a motion by Member Woodruff, and a second by Member Price, the STA Board
unanimously approved the recommendation.



E. State Legislative Update and Additional FFY 2007 Appropriations Requests
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Support the following priorities pertaining to the Governor’s proposed bond
measure for transportation including the following elements:

(a) Adopt a constitutional amendment to protect Proposition 42.

(b) Provide earmarks for the following Solano County projects:
e $300 million for the I-80/I-680/SR 12 Interchange project
e  $125 million for rail improvements (including the Capitol Corridor)

e $65 million for the SR 12 Jameson Canyon project
e $4 million for Corridor Management (i.e., reopening McGary Road
adjacent to I-80)

2. Approve additional FFY 2007 Federal appropriations requests for the I-80/I-
680/SR 12 Interchange/Cordelia Truck Scales Design Component ($6 Million)
and the Travis Air Force Base (AFB) Access Improvements/Jepson Parkway ($3
Million).

On a motion by Member Messina, and a second by Member Price, the STA Board
unanimously approved the recommendation.

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS:

On a motion by Vice Chair Intintoli, and a second by Member Spering, the consent items A
through H were approved in one motion.

A. STA Board Minutes of January 11, 2006
Recommendation:
Approve STA Board minutes of January 11, 2006

B. Review Draft TAC Minutes of January 25, 2006
Recommendation:
Receive and file.

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

D. Amended State Route 12 East Prioritization and Implementation Strategy
Recommendation:
Approve the amended SR 12 East Prioritization and Implementation Strategy dated
January 6, 2006.



Amendment of Consultant Services Agreement with Smith, Watts and Co. for
Development and Distribution of Public Information Materials Pertaining to STIA’s
Traffic Relief and Safety Plan

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to amend the consultant services agreement with Smith,
Watts & Company to develop and distribute public information materials related to the
STIA’s County Transportation Expenditure Plan, “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for
Solano County” for an amount not to exceed $149,000.

Contract Amendment with Circlepoint for Public Information Materials for the
County Transportation Expenditure Plan

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to amend the current contract with Circlepoint to include
an additional $13,000 for public information materials for the 2006 County Transportation
Expenditure Plan (entitled the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” ) as
described in the attached Scope of Work dated February 1, 2006.

Contract Amendment with Circlepoint for Transportation and Land Use Fact Sheet
Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to execute a contract amendment with Circlepoint for up
to $5,000 to prepare a Transportation and Land Use Fact Sheet as part of the STA’s
Transportation and Land Use Solutions (T-Plus) Program.

Bicycle and Advisory Committee (BAC) Member Appointments
Recommendation:
Appoint the following four nominees as Bicycle Advisory Committee members for a new
three-year term:
* J.B. Davis for the City of Benicia, term expiring in December 2007
= Randall Carlson for the City of Fairfield, term expiring in December 2008
= Ray Posey for the City of Vacaville, term expiring in December 2008
* Glen Grant for the County of Solano, term expiring in December 2008

UPDATE FROM STAFF

A.

Caltrans Report
Doanh Nguyen, Caltrans Project Manager, provided a status report to the Red Top Slide
and other flood related issues in Solano County.

At the request of Chair Augustine and Member Price, Caltrans was asked to come back at
the next Board meeting to provide reports on the following:
* Lane delineation on I-80 off of Leisure Town Road
* Comparison report on the flooding issues that occurred in 1998, and what caused
I-80 to shut down longer in the recent flooding on December 31, 2005

MTC Report
None presented.
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C. STA Report

1. Federal Legislative Update
Mike Miller, The Ferguson Group (TFG), provided a Federal legislative update
which included STA’s Federal funding requests for FY 2007 and other
highway construction funding in Solano County. He cited that TFG is also
working with STA staff to coordinate STA’s next set of meetings in
Washington, D.C. with STA’s staff congressional delegation and relevant
federal agencies.

2. State Legislative Update
Tony Rice, Shaw/Yoder, highlighted the Governor’s proposed State Budget for
2006-07 regarding transit and transportation.

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS (No Discussion Necessary)
A. Lifeline Transportation Funding Program

B. Funding Opportunities Summary
ADJOURNMENT

The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 7:00 p.m. The next regular meeting of the STA
Board is scheduled at 6:00 p.m., Wednesday, March 8, 2006 at the Suisun City Hall Council
Chambers.
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Agenda Item VI.C
February 22, 2006

Solano

Transportation

7' / Improvement
' Authority

Solano Transportation Improvement Authority Board
Special Meeting Highlights For February 1, 2006, 6:00 p.m.

Notice to the Public:

By action of the Solano County Board of Supervisors, a new public agency has been
established. The new public agency is the Solano Transportation Improvement Authority
(STIA) and it has been established pursuant to, and for the purposes provided for under,
California Public Utilities Code §§180000 et seq.

TO: City Councils and Board of Supervisors
(Attn: City Clerks and County Clerk of the Board)
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, STIA Clerk of the Board
RE: Summary Actions of the February 1, 2006 STIA Board Special Meeting

Following is a summary of the actions taken by the Solano Transportation Improvement
Authority at a Special Meeting held on February 1, 2006. If you have any questions
regarding specific items, please give me a call at 424-6008.

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:

Jim Spering (Chair) City of Suisun City
Mary Ann Courville (Vice Chair) City of Dixon
Steve Messina City of Benicia
Harry Price City of Fairfield
Ed Woodruff City of Rio Vista
Len Augustine City of Vacaville
John Vasquez (Arrived at 6:20 p.m.) County of Solano
BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT:

Anthony Intintoli City of Vallejo
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ACTION ITEMS: FINANCIAL
None presented.
ACTION ITEMS: - NON FINANCIAL
A.  Summary of Public Input Process for Traffic Relief and Safety Plan

Recommendation
Receive and file.

B.  STIA Adoption of County Transportation Expenditure Plan titled, “Traffic Relief
and Safety Plan (TRSP)”
Recommendation
Approve the following:
1. Adoption of STIA Resolution 2006-02 - Approving the County Transportation
Expenditure Plan, titled the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County.”
2. Authorize the Executive Director to forward the plan to the cities of Benicia,
Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and Vallejo, and the Solano
County Board of Supervisors for their approval.

Ayes: 7
Noes: 0
Absent: 1
Abstain: 0

On a motion by Member Price, and a second by Member Messina, the STIA Board
unanimously approved the recommendation.

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

A.  STIA Board Minutes of January 11, 2006
Recommendation:
Approve minutes of January 11, 2006.

B.  STIA Board Meeting Schedule Update
Recommendation:
Informational.

On a motion by Member Augustine, and a second by Member Price, the consent calendar
items were approved in one motion.
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INFORMATIONAL ITEM
A.  Transportation Sales Tax Ordinance
ADJOURNMENT:

The next scheduled meeting will be a Special Meeting at 6:00 p.m., Wednesday,
February 22, 2006 at the Suisun City Hall.
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Agenda Item VI.D
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 13, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Clerk of the Board

RE: STA 2006 Board Meeting Calendar Update

Background:
Attached is the updated STA Board meeting calendar for 2006 that may be of interest to

the STA TAC and Consortium.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. STA 2006 Board Meeting Calendar
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ATTACHMENT A
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Agenda Item VI.E
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 15, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

RE: Funding Opportunities Summary

The following funding opportunities will be available to STA member agencies during the
next few months. Also attached are summary fact sheets for each program. Please distribute

this information to appropriate departments within your jurisdiction.

Fund Source

Application Available From

Application Due

Federal Transit

Administration (FTA)

Section 5310 Elderly and D(*;nﬁ))L?l‘%’_ e February 24, 2006

Disabled Transportation

Program

. Elizabeth Train, Bikes Belong

Bikes Belong Grant Program (303) 449-4893 February 27, 2006

Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Robert Guerrero, STA

Program (SBPP) (707) 424-6014 March 9, 2006

Yolo-Solano Air Quality ' .

Management District Jim Antone, YSAQMD .fla;' for P rojects

(YSAQMD) Clean Air Funds (530) 757-3653 1t January SOu,
Due in March 2006

(CAF) Program

Transportation for Clean Air Call for Projects

(TECA), 40% County R"tgg;;‘zfgg’lfp‘ in January 2006

Program Manager Funds Due date TBD
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Solano LCransportation Audthotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Federal Transit Administration (FTA)
Section 5310 Elderly and Disabled Transportation Program

Due February 24, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5310 Elderly and Disabled
Transportation 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: e Private nonprofit corporations
o Public agencies:
o where no private nonprofits are readily available to provide the
proposed service
o have been approved by the State of California to coordinate
services for elderly persons and persons with disabilities.

Program Description: This program helps agencies purchase capital equipment for elderly and
disabled transit services.
Funding Available: $12.5 million was available in 2005-06 and at least that much should be

available this cycle. Applicants may request up to $700,000 in equipment
per year. With the 20% match, a maximum of $560,000 in federal funds is
available per applicant.

Example Projects: 2003-04 FTA 5310 funded project:
STA — Two Solano Paratransit Buses - $92,800 in FTA Section 5310 funds.

Other example projects include vans, small buses, computers, software, and
mobile radios.

Further Details: Applicants must receive a “Letter of Coordination” from the
Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC). The next PCC meeting is on
January 20, 2006.
Application Workshop — January 12, 2006 at MTC.
MTC will review draft applications if received by January 27, 2006.
Final applications due to Caltrans, MTC, and Solano PCC by February 24,
2006.

http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/5310.htm
Program Contact Person: Dana Lang, MTC, (510) 817-5764, dlang@mtc.ca.gov

STA Contact Person: Anna McLaughlin, SNCI Program Manager, (707) 424-6075
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Bikes Belong Grant Program

Due by February 27, 2006
TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Bikes Belong 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.

e North-South Greenway, Marin County, $10,000
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, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075
sshelton@sta-snci.com
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Solano Cransportation Audhotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:
Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP)

Call for Projects, February 9, 2006
Tentatively due March 9, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) 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 Groups who are responsible for the construction and maintenance of

Sponsors: bicycle and pedestrian facilities are eligible. They are also subject to the
requirements of TDA Article 3 funding, Countywide Bicycle and
Pedestrian Program, and possibly Air District programs such as
Transportation for Clean Air funds.

Program Description: ~ SBPP funds are intended to implement mainly priority bicycle and
pedestrian projects found in the Solano Countywide Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plans.

Funding Available: Funding available to this program will be subject to an adopted
Alternative Modes Funding Strategy currently in development.

Eligible Projects: Bicycle and pedestrian projects found in the Countywide Bicycle and
Pedestrian Plans are highly encouraged to apply for SBPP funds.

Further Details: SBPP Website (online application materials):
http://www.solanolinks.com/programs.html#sbpp

SBPP Schedule:

* Project Sponsor SBPP Application Workshop
February 22, 2006 (after the TAC meeting).

¢ Joint BAC/PAC Funding Recommendation Meeting
May 11, 2006

¢ TAC makes an SBPP Funding Recommendation to STA Board
May 31, 2006

o STA Board makes a SBPP Funding Decision
June 14, 2006

STA Contact Person: _ Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner, (707) 424-6014
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

2005-06 YSAQMD Clean Air Funds (CAF) Program

Call for Projects, January 2006

Due March 2006
TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the 2005-06 YSAQMD Clean Air Funds 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:

Cities of Dixon, Rio Vista, Vacaville, and portions of Solano County
located in the Yolo Solano Air Basin.

The YSAQMD Clean Air Funds (CAF) Program provides grants to
local agencies to implement various clean air projects including
transit, and bicycle routes.

Approximately $290,000 is historically available.

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

http://www.ysagmd.org/incentive-caf.php

Jim Antone, YSAQMD (530) 757-3653

Robert Guerrero, STA Associate Planner, (707) 424-6014
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program

(40% Program Manager Funds)

Call for projects in January
Due date to be determined

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air Program (40% Pro gram Manager
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 Project
Sponsors:

Program Description:

Funding Available:

Eligible Projects:

Further Details:

Program Contact
Person:

Public agencies are eligible such as cities, counties, school districts,
and transit districts in the cities of Fairfield, Suisun City, Vallejo,
Benicia, and portions of Solano County located in the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District.

The County Program Manager Fund is a part of the Transportation
Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) grant program, which is funded by a $4
surcharge on motor vehicles registered in the Bay Area.

$320,000 is available in FY 2005-06.

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

http://www.baaqmd.gov/pln/ grants_and_incentives/tfca/cpm_fund.asp

Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner, 707.424.6014
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Agenda Item VILA
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 10, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Intercity Transit Funding Agreement — Status Update

Background:
The Solano Transportation Authority’s (STA) I-80/1-680/1-780 Transit Corridor Study

identified eight intercity bus routes in Solano County, some of which are subsidized by more
than one jurisdiction. Cost-sharing methodologies for these routes vary. The Transit Corridor
Study recommended developing an annual and multi-year funding agreement or
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for intercity transit services as a part of the next
steps following completion of the study.

Of the eight (8) intercity bus routes currently in service, six (6) had subsidy sharing
arrangements among the participating jurisdictions. These subsidy-sharing arrangements
were negotiated in agreements among the participants, some of which were documented and
others were not. With the addition of Regional Measure 2 (RM2) funded service, there is
now a ninth (9) intercity transit route — Vallejo Transit Rt. 92, serving Solano County.

STA’s coordination of the annual multi-agency Transportation Development Act (TDA)
matrix and the State Transit Assistance Fund’s (STAF) project funding for the county has
clarified and simplified the claims process locally and regionally. Having a coordinated
multi-year, multi-agency funding strategy with predictability and some flexibility would help
to further stabilize intercity transit service funding in Solano County.

Last year, STA conducted nationwide research and presented a summary of subsidy
allocation factors and methodologies to the Transit Consortium. Three (3) subsidy-sharing
options with various factors were presented to the transit operators and one was selected for
further testing. This methodology included ridership and vehicle miles as the key factors.
Data was to be collected from the transit operators to test the draft formula.

Discussion:

STA staff collected much of the data and began testing a variety of scenarios primarily using
these two factors. In late October, these initial scenarios were shared with the transit
operators and other funding partners to review and discuss. Since that time a series of
weekly meetings with the same participants (now referred to as the Intercity Transit Funding
Working Group) have been held to review and refine the data that is inputted into the funding
scenarios. To determine the net cost of each intercity route, one of the key inputs is the total
cost of each route.
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The Intercity Transit Funding (ITF) Working Group agreed to use the same methodology
among operators to calculate and distribute costs among all routes. Upon review of early
data, the ITF Working Group expressed a shared concern that intercity transit service must be
operated cost-effectively to reduce the burden to all the funding partners. To reduce costs to
Intercity Transit Services, discussions have begun among operators to explore options to
coordinate and streamline services along parallel routes in the near-term and long-term. Any
proposed changes that are approved and implemented would in turn affect the route costs.

The original purpose of the ITF Working Group was to develop a uniform methodolo gy for
shared funding of Intercity Transit Services. This has been complicated due to the issue of
overall rising costs and potential service changes. To maintain the ITF Working Group’s
focus, staff drafted goals for this effort. After review of the goals for the purpose of
approval in January 2006, the Consortium recommended revising the document to broader
principles which are being presented for review and approval at this time (Attachment A).

For the purpose of evaluating Intercity Transit Service changes on the basis of not only cost
but also systemwide impacts, service evaluation parameters have also been drafted for
reference (Attachment B).

Once a draft methodology for Intercity Transit Service subsidy sharing and the underlying
costs and revenues have been agreed to by the transit operators and funding partners, this will
be brought through the TAC and to the STA Board for approval.

Recommendation:
Recommend the STA Board to approve the following:
1. Guiding Principles for the Funding of Intercity Transit Service as specified in
Attachment A.
2. Service Evaluation Parameters as specified in Attachment B.

Attachments:
A. Proposed ITF Working Group Guiding Principles
B. Proposed Intercity Transit Service Route Analysis Evaluation Parameters
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ATTACHMENT A

INTERCITY TRANSIT FUNDING

Guiding Principles

Principle 1:

To provide certainty to intercity transit operators and funding partners, establish a consistent
method and an agreement for sharing subsidies for all intercity routes by Solano transit
operators for FY 2006-07 and future years based on a consensus of the participating
jurisdictions.

Principle 2:

To focus limited financial resources and deliver productive intercity transit service as soon as
possible, develop a cost effective and affordable revised route structure that will; 1) be
implemented with the new subsidy sharing agreement; 2) meet the policy/coverage
requirements agreed upon; 3) be marketed jointly.

Principle 3:

To focus limited financial resources and deliver productive intercity transit service an on-
going basis while meeting the policy/coverage requirements agreed upon, develop strategies
to consistently evaluate, modify, and market intercity transit services after the intercity
subsidy sharing agreement is implemented.
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INTERCITY TRANSIT SERVICE

'ATTACHMENT B

Service Plan Review

Potential Route Analysis Evaluation Parameters

Productivity Measures

Farebox recovery ratio

Cost per vehicle service hour

Cost per vehicle mile

Cost per passenger trip

Passengers per vehicle service hour

Policy/Coverage Requirements

Provides connectivity between cities
Provides regional transit connections
Provides Lifeline service

Meets Unmet Transit Needs
Minimize stops in each city

User friendly

29



30



Agenda Item VIL.B
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 15, 2006
TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services

SUBJECT:  Lifeline Transportation Funding Program Advisory Committee

Background:
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC) Lifeline Transportation Program

funding is intended to improve mobility for residents of low-income communities and,
more specifically, to fund solutions identified through the community-based
transportation plans. Each community’s needs are unique and will therefore require
different solutions to address local circumstances. In Solano and other counties, these
funds have been used to fund Welfare to Work and Community Based Transportation
Planning priority projects.

Funds for three years will be allocated by MTC for Solano Lifeline Transportation
Projects in the amount of $1,076,866. The funding will be derived from a variety of
sources including Congestion Management Air Quality (CMAQ), Jobs Access Reverse
Commute (JARC) and State Transit Assistance (STA). Each of these funding sources
have guidelines on how the funds may be spent which, in total, will influence the types of
Lifeline projects that may be funded.

For the first time, the STA will be managing Lifeline Funds. STA will be making project
recommendations to MTC. STA staff is working with MTC staff to transition the
program to the STA from the issuance of the Call for Projects, establishing evaluation
criteria jointly with MTC, approving projects for funding as well as monitoring and
overseeing projects and programs. In December 2005 the STA Board approved the
establishment of Lifeline Advisory Committee to evaluate Solano project proposals. One
member of the Advisory Committee is a representative from the Consortium,

Discussion:

The first Call for Projects is planned for March 2006 with applications due approximately
two months later. The Lifeline Advisory Committee is expected to meet once in early
March and in late May or early June to evaluate and recommend proposals for funding.

Recommendation:
Appoint a Consortium member to the Lifeline Advisory Committee.

31



32



Agenda Item VII.C
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 13, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner

RE: Alternative Modes Fund Strategy

Background: ‘
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) anticipates almost ten million dollars in

discretionary funds available for Solano County’s alternative modes projects over the next
three fiscal years. STA staff developed an alternative modes strategy matrix outlining how
much funding could be available for each program detailed in the Alternative Modes Element
of the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan 2030. These programs include the
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) type projects, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, ridesharing, and alternative fuels. Another program that is being considered to be
included as part of the overall strategy is the new Solano Safe Routes to School program
which is currently being studied and will be developed throughout the next year.

The proposed alternative modes strategy focuses on the following STA discretionary
funding:
¢ County Transportation Enhancements (TE)
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ)
Solano Eastern CMAQ (E.CMAQ)
Bay Area Air Quality Management District Transportation For Clean Air (TFCA)
Yolo Solano Air Quality Management District Clean Air Funds
Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article 3
MTC County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program

TE, CMAQ, TDA Atticle 3, and MTC County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program funding
sources have to be used specifically for TLC projects or bicycle and pedestrian facilities.
ECMAQ, TFCA, and Clean Air Funds are more flexible since these sources of funding can
be used for either TLC, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, alternative fuels, and/or transit
facilities. However, ECMAQ and Clean Air Funds are only available to cities and the county
unincorporated area located in eastern Solano County, and TFCA funds can only be used by
cities and the county unincorporated area located in western Solano County.

Discussion:

The Alternative Modes Committee met and reviewed the Alternative Modes Fund Strategy at
their February 2, 2006 meeting. The Committee unanimously supported staff’s
recommendation for STA Board approval with one modification: the Committee
recommended that the Solano Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and Pedestrian Advisory
Committee (PAC) have an opportunity to provide input in the BAAQMD’s TFCA Pro gram
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Manager bicycle and pedestrian project submittals and Yolo Solano Air Quality Management
District Clean Air Fund (CAF) bicycle and pedestrian project submittals. Staff will work on
a method to integrate the two committees in both clean air program fund process. In
addition to the BAC/PAC clean air projects review recommendation, the committees will
also be responsible for providing recommendations on the TDA Article 3 program, ECMAQ,
and MTC County Bicycle Pedestrian Program to the STA Board. These fund sources
(excluding the clean air funds) constitute the Solano Bicycle Pedestrian Program.

The Alternative Modes Strategy was also slightly revised to clarify the total anticipated
contribution to the Solano Napa Commuter Information’s Rideshare Activities from the
BAAQMD’s TFCA Program. A tentative implementation schedule is also attached for your
reference (see Attachment B). All other recommendations regarding the Alternative Modes
Fund Strategy previously discussed at the January 25, 2006 TAC meeting will remain the
same, including:

¢ Nearly $10 million available for alternative modes projects over the next 3 years

*  Alternative Modes Committee primary review of and recommend TLC Projects to the

STA Board
¢ TAC primary review of and recommend projects associated in the “Other” category
to the STA Board
Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the Alternative Modes Strategy as
specified in Attachment A.

Attachments:

A. Alternative Modes Strategy
B. Alternative Modes Strategy Implementation Schedule
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ATTACHMENT A

Draft Alternative Modes Funding Strategy 2006-07 to 2008-09

21312006
Estimated Funds to be Prog d 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 Alternative BAC/TAC PAC/TAC TAC
Modes/TAC
Funding Needs Identified by Countywide $68 million $58 million $25 million 8D
Plans

949,000 949,000

Jeak
(eosty sod
s|qelieae

Spuny (€01

FY 08-09] § 626,000 | § B -~ Is I 626,000
s T 540,000 |
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FY 08-09] § 270,000 | $ - 15 - | - s 3000000 | “§ &5

2]

1,850,000

666,000 562,400 251,600 370,000 o
FY 08-09 414000 | § 349,600 |$ 156,400 | § 230,000 [ § 1150000 | § €
TR a
FY 0607 $ - 201383 | $ 100,692 |$ -~ s 02075 | 543
FY 0704 § - |$  z12707($ 106353 |3 - | 319,060 f:;%?’;g:
224,439 2og

112,220 | § - $ 336,659

465,278 232,639 697,917

FY 08-09 $ $ 465,278 | $ 232,639 $ 697,917

JLEETS
|eosy Jad

ajqejieAe
spuny (@10,

120,000

40,000 20,000

$ 40,000 | $ 20,000 | $ 60,000 | $ 120,000
40,000 20,000 60,000 120,000

60,000
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145,000

24,166 72,500

FY 07-08 § - $ 48,334 | § 24,166 | $ 72,500 | § 145,000

FY 0809 § - |3 48,334 | § 24,166 | $ 72,500 | $ 145,000
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Geographical Summary of the Alternative Modes Strategy

East County West County
(Dixon, Rio Vista, {(Benicia,
Unincorp. Solano |Fairfield,

County, and Unicorp. Solano
Vacaville) County, and
Vallejo)

County TLC Transportation

Enhancements (TE)' - Based on

MTC's Enhancement estimate $ 525,000 | $ 1,050,000

County TLC Congestion Mitigation
Air Quality (CMAQ) - Based on
MTC's CMAQ estimate

$ 540,000

County TLC Eastern Solano
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality
(E.CMAQ)* - Based on MTC's

CMAQ esti
Q estimate $ 4,400,000

TFCA Program Manager Funds
(Assumes at least 50% to

Alternative Modes Projects) $ 477,000

YSAQMD Clean Air Funds
(Assumes at least 50% to
Alternative Modes Projects) $ 435,000

TDA Article 3 (Based on MTC
Estimate)' - 2/3 bike, 1/3 ped $ 319,265 | $ 638,529

Solano Bicycle/ Pedestrian Program
(County share for FY 07/08 &

FY08/09 is $1,395,835)"-2/3 bike,
1/3 ped $ 465,278

930,556

€n|en

Funds avaible by County Area| $ 6,144,543 3,636,085

‘Eastern Solano County is eligible for TE, TDA Article 3, and County
Bike/Ped Program funding. Staff estimated 1/3 of these funds to be
allocated to Eastern Solano County Based on population.

*ECMAQ Assumptions

1. $400,000 is allocated for Ridesharing Activities (off the top FY
2006/07 $100,000, FY 2007-08 $150,000 and FY 2008-09 $150,000
from ECMAQ)

2. 20% of Eastern CMAQ Funding was split off to the "Other” category.
Remaining balance was split according to funding needs by program.

3. $1,400,000 of unprogrammed funds from previous fiscal years will be
made available for FY 2006-07 projects that are immediately ready for
implementation (including $100,000 for Solano Napa Commuter
Information‘s Ridesharing Activities).
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ATTACHMENT B
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Agenda Item VII.D
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 14, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

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

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

and related issues. Since the release of Governor Schwarzenegger’s long-term $222 billion
infrastructure plan for California, several agencies and organizations have issued their analyses
on the issues surrounding this proposal.

These include the following:

1. The California State Association of Counties (CSAC) adopted principles in January
regarding the Governor’s Strategic Growth Plan (Attachment A).

2. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) adopted Principles for a
Successful Infrastructure Bond on January 25 (Attachment B).

3. Senator Don Perata, President Pro Tempore of the Senate, wrote a letter on February
1 to the Chairman of the California Transportation Commission outlining his
concerns about certain elements of the Governor’s Strategic Growth Plan
(Attachment C).

4. Staff of the California Transportation Commission (CTC) issued comments on the
Governor’s Strategic Growth Plan on February 2 to the CTC (Attachment D).

5. The Self-Help Counties Coalition released a chart on February 3 summarizing and
comparing the various bond proposals (Attachment E).

6. The Bay Area CMA Directors presented their State Infrastructure Financing Package
Principles on February 7 to the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee on
February 7, 2006 (Attachment F).

7. On February 8 the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board approved support of
priorities pertaining to the Governor’s proposed bond measure for transportation,
including adopting a constitutional amendment to protect Proposition 42 and
providing four specific earmarks for Solano County projects.

Discussion:

In a special two-house conference committee set to begin on Thursday, February 16, State
legislators will begin wading their way through the competing proposals regarding the State’s
infrastructure financing.

Three of the bills currently working their way through the Legislature that address the State’s

transportation infrastructure needs are AB 1783 (Nunez), SB 1024 (Perata), and SB 1165
(Dutton).
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AB 1783, introduced by Assembly Member Nunez, proposes the California Infrastructure,
improvement, Smart Growth, Economic Reinvestment, and Emergency Preparedness Financing
Act of 2006, to finance state and local government infrastructure through various funding
sources, including bonds, fees, assessment, and others. The financing would be used to fund
purposes such as transportation, flood control, safe water systems, environmental improvement,
housing, hospital seismic safety repair, and emergency public safety communications equipment,
among others. At this point, the bond is primarily conceptual, with no specifics. The full text of
AB 1783 is included as Attachment H (under separate cover).

SB 1024 was introduced by Senators Perata and Torlakson in early 2005. Originally, the bill was
proposed to enact the Essential Facilities Seismic Retrofit Bond Act of 2005 to authorize an
unspecified amount in state general obligation bonds for the seismic retrofit of essential facilities
throughout the state, including Bay Area toll bridges and hospitals throughout the state, subject
to voter approval. The STA took a watch position on SB 1024 in May, 2005.

In September of 2005, the bill stopped moving through the Legislature. It remains in place
today, having gone through major modifications. The bill’s January 26, 2006 amendment
proposes to enact the Safe Facilities, Improved Mobility and Clean Air Bond of 2006, and now
authorizes the sale of an unspecified amount (formerly proposed at $10.275 billion) of general
obligation bonds for a spectrum of capital improvements throughout the stat, including
transportation facilities, clean air, high speed rail, urban infill development, environmental
enhancement, goods movement and port security, affordable housing incentives, levee
protection, flood protection, grade separation projects, local bridge seismic upgrade projects,,
transit-oriented development, and the repayment of Proposition 42 loans, upon voter approval at
the June 6, 2006 statewide general election. The full text of SB 1024 (January 26, 2006
amendment) is included as Attachment I (under separate cover).

SB 1165 was introduced on January 10, 2006, by Senator Dutton, in support of the Governor’s
infrastructure bond proposal as the Transportation Bond Acts of 2006, 2008, and 2012:
transportation contracting. The bill proposes several government code amendments relating to
transportation and providing the funds necessary for a transportation improvement program
through the issuance and sale of State bonds, providing for the handling and disposition of those
funds, and declaring the urgency, to take effect immediately. The full text of SB 1165 is
included as Attachment J (under separate cover).

With so much activity occurring at this time regarding the State’s infrastructure financing, staff
advises watching these three bills as they move through the legislature. Staff also recommends
that the STA Board adopt a comprehensive set of principles relative to the Governor’s proposed
bond measure for transportation. The Draft STA Principles for State Infrastructure Financing
(Attachment G) are consistent with the policies of the 2006 STA Legislative Priorities and
Platform and these are based primarily on the principles drafted by the Bay Area CMA Directors.
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Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the following:
1. Adopt a watch position on the following bills pertaining to a proposed bond measure for
transportation:
A. AB 1783 (Nunez)
B. SB 1024 (Perata/Torlakson)
C. SB 1165 (Dutton)
2. Approve the Draft STA Principles for State Infrastructure Financing as specified in
Attachment G.

Attachments:

A. CSAC Principles Regarding the Governor’s Strategic Growth Plan

B. MTC Principles for a Successful Infrastructure Bond

C Senator Perata Letter to the CTC regarding the Governor’s Strategic Growth Plan
CTC Staff Comments on the Governor’s Strategic Growth Plan to the CTC
Self-Help Counties Chart Summarizing and Comparing the Various Bond Proposals
Bay Area CMA Directors State Infrastructure Financing Package Principles

G. Draft STA Principles for State Infrastructure Financing

. AB 1783 (Nunez)
. SB 1024 (Perata/Torlakson), Amended January 26, 2006

D

E

F

Under Separate Cover:

H

I

J. SB 1165 (Dutton)
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ATTACHMENT A

1100 K Street, Suite 101
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 327-7500 * FAX 441-5507

( S n ( CALIFORNIA STATE ASSOCIATION OF COUNTIES

Striking a Balance on the Governor’s Strategic Growth

and Infrastructure Investment Proposal
January 2006

Governor’s Strategic Growth Plan. The Governor should be applauded for focusing on
reinvestment of the State’s infrastructure. This is critical to the State’s economy, as well as
regional and local economies. Businesses in California and our citizens are dependent upon an
adequate and seamless transportation network and availability of housing for all segments of our
population. CSAC certainly supports the goals outlined by the Governor, which include,
reducing traffic congestion, improving air quality and targeting monies for goods movement and
trade corridors around our ports.

The Governor’s plan identifies $107 billion for transportation purposes over the next ten years.
Certainly the critical piece for cities and counties is the permanent fix or stabilizing of
Proposition 42 monies. We fully support ACA 4 (Plescia), which provides the appropriate
solution to stabilize transportation monies from this revenue source and creates the certainty
needed to plan for and deliver transportation projects. However, future Proposition 42 monies
represent the only monies dedicated to cities and counties for the city street and county road
network and those are not forthcoming until 2008-09. We appreciate the recognition of the need
for increased revenues for local streets and roads in the Governor’s GoCalifornia Statewide
Strategies, and would like to see inclusion of funds in the bond proposal.

In analyzing the $12 billion in general obligation bonds targeted towards transportation our
statewide association finds the following principles and issues critical to the success of a strategic
growth plan for California:

1. Geographic Equity in the Distribution of Transportation Monies. We support using
longstanding equitable formulas such as the North/South Split and County Minimums
consistent with the allocation of State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)
monies. The current approach of creating project lists and granting the California
Transportation Commission (CTC) sole discretion over funding decisions is contrary to
the regional approach supported by the Legislature and in statute today. Using the
existing STIP process provides certainty which is critical to the success of transportation
delivery and supports the regional planning processes that are the most progressive and
comprehensive in the State.

2. Balance Between State, Regional and Local Priorities. The Governor’s Plan focuses
almost entirely on the state system with the State determining the projects funded. The
$5.6 billion in highway money, $4 billion for ports and $1.5 billion for the SHOPP or
state system preservation and safety represent nearly the entire $12 billion and all are
dedicated to the State system. Regions should retain discretion over choosing projects
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consistent with air quality, traffic congestion and other critical objectives consistent with
their regional plans. Further, consistent with the Governor’s GoCalifornia cities and
counties need direct subventions to ensure that the local system and local communities
share in the benefit of these infrastructure investments. It is understood that
transportation needs in this state overwhelm existing revenue streams, and that we have a
severe funding shortfall, but all levels of government should have access to any new
infrastructure investments.

3. Balance Between State and Local System. Cities and counties own and operate 81%
of the state’s maintained miles or 137,000 miles compared to the State’s 15,000. The
local system is critical to a seamless transportation network, yet we continue to rely on
revenue streams that have not increased for over a decade. The gas tax has not increased
since 1994—12 years ago. Our dedicated federal dollars have been frozen since 1991
over 15 years ago. The percentage of the local sales tax dollars dedicated to local streets
and roads has also declined. Further, our Proposition 42 monies will not flow until
2008-09 and remain dependent upon the permanent fix. We are simply losing the
public’s investment in this system, which will result in taxpayers investing 5 times more
in the future to fix these roads.

4. Safety and Preservation for the Local System are Critical Goals. While we applaud
the Administration’s strategic objective in the bond proposal of congestion relief and
international trading competitiveness our goals relative to the local system need to be
recognized as part of the solution to solving the infrastructure crisis. Numerous reports
issued and surveys taken regarding transportation systems refer to California’s
deteriorating city streets and county roads—yet this proposal relies only on Proposition
42 monies for this purpose. Further, a recent report from The Road Information Program
(TRIP) found that rural roads have more than double the fatality rate of Interstates and
Freeways and California is ranked in the top 5 states for rural road fatalities.

5. Housing and Strategic Growth Monies are Critical. The Governor’s plan does not
provide housing subsidies or strategic growth monies that remain important to address
the State’s housing needs and to promote more efficient land use patterns. We support
inclusion of such funds to support infrastructure for infill development and concentrated
growth in our rural areas.

In summary, the measure of success for a strategic growth plan and infrastructure investment for
California is dependent upon a partnership between the state, regions and cities and counties.
While we recognize the need to potentially focus transportation funding towards projects of
statewide significance consistent with the goals outlined by the Governor, we also have existing
proven methods for determining priorities and allocating transportation dollars, which should be
followed through the STIP and through direct subventions for basic maintenance needs for cities
and counties. Further, housing subsidies are important to meet the workforce housing needs of
many regions in the state, and strategic growth monies can provide important linkages to achieve
more efficient growth patterns and thus efficient use of infrastructure investments in California.
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ATTACHMENT B

MTC Principles for a Successful Infrastructure Bond

Adopted January 25, 2006

With three infrastructure bond proposals currently under consideration in Sacramento, MTC has
adopted a set of principles to guide the discussion around transportation components of any new
bond package.

The infrastructure bond should:

1.

Be on a scale large enough to substantially reduce our region’s vast transportation funding
shortfalls. The recently adopted Transportation 2030 plan identifies shortfalls throughout the
region of over $4.1 billion for transit operations and capital replacement, $6.1 billion for local
streets and road maintenance, and $7 billion for state highway system repairs.

Remove the suspension provision in Proposition 42 so that voters can be assured that
previously dedicated funding for transportation can be relied upon. Securing Proposition 42
funds would allow for the completion of the many transit and roadway projects in the TCRP
program and secure for the long term a significant state commitment to local streets and
roads and to transit operations and improvements.

Invest in multimodal transportation system that embraces the diversity of needs in the Bay
Area, including transit and highway improvements as well as goods movement, the
maintenance of the existing road network (both local streets and roads and the state highway
system), transit security and emergency preparedness.

Promote policies that support livable communities, such as encouraging mixed use and infill
development within existing developed areas, bicycle and pedestrian improvements, and the
development of more affordable housing.

Allocate the majority of funds to existing programs, such as the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP); or to program-level funding categories, such as goods
movement, security and emergency preparedness, air quality, bike and pedestrian and
Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) programs. For project-specific funding elements, we
strongly encourage the full funding of a project.

Consistent with the Commission’s 2006 legislative program, expedite project delivery by
streamlining design and construction and other proposals to improve project delivery in
California.

Include appropriate mitigation measures and protection of the environment.

Give consideration to the efforts of self-help counties that have generated additional revenue
to improve the state highway and intercity rail system.

Consider the addition of new user fees to augment the amount of the bond measures. User
fees could include a gasoline tax surcharge to keep gas tax revenues on pace with inflation
(i.e., indexing), or container or other freight-based fees to pay for goods movement-specific
infrastructure or related mitigations.
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February 1, 2006

Mr. Joseph Tavaglione, Chair
California Transportation Commission

1120 N Street (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA. 95814 /

Dwmy@ﬂ: JV

1 write to express soms concerns about clements of the Governor’s “Strategic Growth Plan” (the
plan) related to transportation infrastructure, and to seek the best guidance the commission can
offer as to how these concerns might be addressed.

First, ] am pleased that the Governor has highlighted transportation infrastructure as one sector
of our economy in need of new public investment. As you know, 1 authored SB 1024 last year,
legislation that calls for the investment of $13.125 billion in transpostation infrastructure
improvements throughout California. The Governor’s similar call for investment in this areais a
positive step toward accomplishing our shared objective—a comprehensive investment plan to
improve the lives of all Californians.

Second, the Govertiors proposal is before the state Senate in the form of SB 1165 (Dutton).
While the Govemnor and | share some of the same perspectives on priorities for investment—like
in the area of goods movement—there are several provisions of SB 1165 that are cause for
concemn. Issues like the process for project selection, new authorities for the department, and the
jssuance of revenue bonds from existing gas tax and motor vehicle weight fee revenues, are just
a few examples of issues in SB 1165 that require the Senate’s immediate attention. I write in the
hope that the commission—in its role as an independent agency charged with providing policy
guidance to the Administration and the Legislature—might pravide guidance on the issues raised
herein.

Process and Project Selection; SB 1165 secks legislative approval to submit to the voters $12

billion in general obligation bonds in 2006 and 2008 for transportation improvements mostly on
the state highway system.

Lo

PRINTEQ ON RECYCLED PAPEN
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Page 2

While the authority for the bonds is being requested now, the actual projects that would benefit
from the bond issuance will emanate exclusively from the Business, Transportation and Housing
Agency (BT&H) and the Department of Transpottation (Caltrans) later thi; year. With respect to
projects relating to the movement of goods along the state’s key trade corridors, those eligible for
funding will be proposed exclusively by the Secretaries of BT&H and the state Environmental
Protection Agency (Cal-EPA), consistent with a report the cornmission is to adopt by December,
2007.

This process proposed in SB 1165 stands in stark contrast to the more transparent and inclusive
process for project selection that the CTC currently administers under current law.

As you know, the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) affords local and regional
input in project selection. It also makes available opportunities for everyday Californians to

have a voice in a very public process—opportunities that the public continues to demand.
According to local transportation planners in my district, project nomination in the STIP involves
public hearings at the county, regional and state level; regional priorities are measured against
performance outcomes; and the process, while thorough, is completed in a timely way that
generally results in a plan that provides great benefit to the public.

The STIP process has been criticized for its strict formula split between the regional and
intecregional programs. The suggestion from some is that this formula may constrain the state’s
ability to deliver large projects of statewide significance. There is considerable disagrecment,
however, about whether this problem results from the STIP’s formula or from the STIP’s lack of
sufficient resources. Neither case presents justification for creating a new process for project
selection that ignores the best of what the STIP process offers—transparency, local input, and
public process.

Perhaps an alternative worth consideration is to maintain the STIP process for the allocation of
bond funds, but to allocate a larger share of funds to the interregional program. Alternatively, it
may be appropriate to allow both regions and the department to submit projects for funding, with
the CTC ultimately choosing the projects based on a set of known criteria, including the clear
objective that the project achieve full funding required to move to completion. Iam interested in
the commission’s best thinking on this process question.

1. What process should be used to continue the state-local partnership for project selection
that best enables all parties to complete large projects that benefit the entire state?
2. How should projects related to the movement of goods be selected and funded?
3. g(:lw can the comnission best match available state funds with local, federal or private
ds?
4. Is the commission the most eppropriate state agency to allocate funds for air quality
improvements targeted to port-related activities?
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3. Section 5 of Article XIX of the state constitution now authorizes—with voter approval—
the issuance of bonds against gasoline excise tax and motor vehicle weight fee revenues.
Under what conditions, and for what purposes would the commission recommend
utilizing such authority?

4. Since Article XIX now allows these revenues to be used for either highway
improvements or limited transit capital improvements, is it advisable to limit the use of
these revenues to highway improvements only, as proposed by SB 1165?

1 appreciate your consideration of these questions. The commissionis a unique agency, created
to provide oversight of the department and guidance to both the Administration and the
Legislature on transportation policy. 1 look forward to your timely and thoughtful response.

‘Should you or your staff have any questions about the issues contsined herein, or need any
additional information, please contact Brian Kelly, of my staff, at (916) 651-4170,

Sincerely,

7

DON PERATA
President Pro Tempore

DP:bkjt
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ATTACHMENT D

POLICY CONCERNS REGARDING
THE GOVERNOR'S TRANSPORTATION BONDING PROPOSAL
Staff Remarks Presented to the California Transportation Commission
February 2, 2006

The Governor’s transportation bonding proposal, as reflected in SB 1165, raises a
number of policy concerns. Some of these are general concerns regarding
transportation funding policy as identified by the Commission in its Annual Report to the
Legislature, issued in December. Other policy concerns have been raised by legislators
and others in responding to the specific bond proposal.

Generally, these policy concerns relate to three areas: (1) the revenue source and
funding stability and reliability, (2) bonding versus pay-as-you-go, and (3) structure and
authority for project selection.

In its annual report, the Commission stated that California “needs a transportation
financial structure that guarantees a stable, reliable, flexible, and adequate source
funding across the years.” The 3 bond measures proposed would do nothing to
address the need for stability and reliability. While promoting transportation
spending in the near-term, the package would actually increase rather than alleviate
the problem of instability and unreliability. Even if this proposal were enacted by the
Legislature, no one could know whether bond proceeds would be provided until the
individual ballot measures were approved. The sources of STIP funding—
Proposition 42 transfers, loan repayments, and PTA transfers—would all remain in
doubt and could even be further jeopardized by the bonding’s added draw on the
General Fund. The Governor has proposed to lock down Proposition 42, but that
would have to be placed before the voters separately.

As the Commission stated in the Annual Report, bonding is a financing mechanism,
not a revenue source. The proposed bond package provides no revenue at all—
only borrowing against existing revenues. The 2006 and 2008 measures would
bond against existing General Fund revenue—this at a time when the state budget is
already in structural deficit. Without the Proposition 42 firewall, this take from the
General Fund could actually decrease the likelihood that future Proposition 42
transfers would be made and that the General Fund’s current borrowing from
transportation would be repaid. A future Administration and Legislature could be
more inclined to suspend Proposition 42 because of the greater demand on the
General Fund and the notion that transportation’s needs are being sufficiently met
through bond proceeds.

The third bond measure—the one for 2012—would bond against State Highway
Account revenues, without any increase in those revenues. But this source is
already inadequate to meet ongoing operating and maintenance costs on the State
highway system and the costs of rehabilitation and safety work in the SHOPP.
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Even if there were adequate revenues to support the proposed bonds, there would
be some policy concerns over the appropriateness of bonding for some of the
project types identified in the package. Bonding is most appropriate for projects—
especially large projects—that provide benefits over long useful lives. However,
some of these categories identified for the bond package would apparently include
projects that are relatively small, with relatively short useful lives. These would
include the funds designated for SHOPP-type safety and rehabilitation projects,
bicycle and pedestrian projects, park and ride lots, and the mobility and technology
projects that would ordinarily be done through the SHOPP. For the last 2
categories, the proposal would allow the use of bond funds even for initial operating
costs.

Beyond the concerns over funding source and the appropriateness of bonding, the
proposal raises policy concerns over the priority setting and project selection
authorities of the various parties, including this Commission, the Department, the
Business, Transportation and Housing (BT&H) Agency, and the regional agencies.
The proposal seems to continue a trend toward marginalizing the STIP and the STIP
development process put in place by SB 45 (1997), replacing a stable program with
periodic ad hoc funding packages. This trend began with the enactment of Traffic
Congestion Relief Act of 2000 and has continued with the decline of Article XIX gas
tax revenues and their replacement with sales tax revenues that are subject to year-
to-year suspension and borrowing. The bond package would continue the trend of
reducing the role of regional agencies and the California Transportation Commission
in the determination of priorities and scheduling for state transportation funding.

Under the bond proposal, the Department and Agency would select the projects for
two-thirds of the funding. For the other third, the projects would be selected by the
Secretary of BT&H, together with the Secretary of CalEPA. In some categories,
regional agencies would be permitted to nominate alternatives for projects proposed
in their areas, but the CTC could select such alternatives only with the concurrence
of the Department. This sounds a little like the process now in place for the
interregional portion of the STIP, where the Department nominates projects and
regions may propose alternative projects. Butin the 6 STIPs since SB 45, not one
regional nomination has ever been made for the interregional program. And with the
ITIP, the CTC may decline to approve any specific Department proposal and choose
instead to fund additional regional program projects.

Finally, there are policy concerns expressed about geographic equity versus the
need to find a way to meet some of the state’s most pressing statewide and
interregional needs that simply don’t match any measure of geographic equity.
Clearly, several of the project categories and many of the project needs identified as
part of the Strategic Growth Plan could be funded through the existing STIP/SHOPP
process, if only it were adequately and reliably funded. At the same time, however,
there are project types, such as port mitigation, that don't fit into the current
structure—and some very large projects that would not fit into the current STIP
structure without a long term bonding strategy.
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Bay Area CMA Directors ATTACHMENTF

State Infrastructure Financing Package Principles
Bay Area CMA Directors
February 1, 2006

General Principles

1.  Remove the suspension provision in Proposition 42 and prohibit loans, other than
short-term loans for cash flow purposes.

2. Repay in full any previous loans of transportation funds to the general fund with
interest, as required under existing law.

3. Allocate the majority of new funds to existing programs that support transportation
investment in a multi-modal system, such as the State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP), or to program-level funding categories, such as goods movement.

4. Oppose the use of revenue bonds backed by existing transportation funding
sources, which would negatively impact Traffic Congestion Relief Program and
STIP commitments.

5. Expedite project delivery by streamlining design and construction and other
proposals to improve project delivery in California, including public/private
partnerships.

6. Provide additional funding for rehabilitation of the existing transportation system

7. Authorize new user fees to augment the amount of any bond measures in order to
support an adequate transportation investment program through the STIP and to
support local transportation investments.

Bond Measure Principles

8. Recognize the existing local, regional and state planning and programming
process specified in current law as a framework for selecting the best candidate
projects for bond funding.

9. Select projects for funding where the state commitment fully funds the project and
allows the project to actually be built.

10. Provide a reward or incentive to counties that have generated local revenue to
improve the state highway and transit system.

11. At a minimum, address the following transportation needs through the
infrastructure bond:

e Additional funding for the State Transportation Improvement Program.

e Funding for large projects having a significant impact on travel and
congestion between regions and within regions. These projects would be
nominated directly to the California Transportation Commission by Caltrans
and regional agencies/county transportation agencies, with a final program
selected by the CTC.

e Funding for goods movement and trade corridors.

e Funding for new technologies to better manage the transportation system,
referred to as Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS).

Alameda County CMA ¢ Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) ¢ Marin County TAM ¢ Napa County Transportation Planning Agency (NCTPA)
San Francisco County Transportation Authority (SFCTA) ¢ Mateo City-County Association of Governments (SMCCAG)
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) ¢ Sonoma County Transportation Authority (SCTA) ¢ Solano Transportation Authority (STA
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Solano Transportation Authority™ "™ ©

Draft Principles for State Infrastructure Financing

Solano Transportation Authority
February 22, 2006

General Principles

1. Remove the suspension provision in Proposition 42 and prohibit loans, other than short-
term loans for cash flow purposes, so that voters can be assured that previously dedicated
funding for transportation can be relied upon. Securing Proposition 42 funds would allow
for the completion of the many transit and roadway projects in the TCRP program and
secure for the long term a significant state commitment to local streets and roads and to
transit operations and improvements.

2. Repay in full any previous loans of transportation funds to the general fund with interest,
as required under existing law.

3. Allocate the majority of new funds to existing programs that support transportation
investment in a multi-modal system, such as the State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP), or to program-level funding categories, such as goods movement,
security and emergency preparedness, air quality, bike and pedestrian and Intelligent
Transportation System (ITS) programs. For project-specific funding elements, we strongly
encourage the full funding of a project.

4. Oppose the use of revenue bonds backed by existing transportation funding sources,
which would negatively impact Traffic Congestion Relief Program and STIP commitments.

5. Consistent with the STA’'s 2006 Legislative Priorities and Platform, expedite project
delivery by streamlining design and construction and other proposals to improve project
delivery in California, including public/private partnerships.

6. Provide additional funding for rehabilitation of the existing transportation system.

7. Authorize new user fees to augment the amount of any bond measures in order to support
an adequate transportation investment program through the STIP and to support local
transportation investments.

Bond Measure Principles

8. Recognize the existing local, regional and state planning and programming process
specified in current law as a framework for selecting the best candidate projects for bond
funding. Regions should retain discretion over choosing projects consistent with air
quality, traffic congestion and other critical objectives consistent with their regional plans.

9.  Shift the priorities from funding primarily State projects, to a more balanced funding split
between state and city/county projects (which comprise 81% of the State’s maintained
miles).

10. Select projects for funding where the state commitment fully funds the project and allows
the project to actually be built.

11. Provide a reward or incentive to counties that have generated local revenue to improve the
state highway and transit system.

12. At a minimum, address the following transportation needs through the infrastructure bond:

e Additional funding for the State Transportation Improvement Program.

e Funding for large projects having a significant impact on travel and congestion
between regions and within regions. These projects would be nominated directly to
the California Transportation Commission by Caltrans and regional agencies/county
transportation agencies, with a final program selected by the CTC.

e Funding for goods movement and trade corridors.

e Funding for new technologies to better manage the transportation system, referred to
as Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS).

Solano Transportation Authority (STA)
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Agenda Item VIII.A
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 13, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Daryl Halls, Executive Director

RE: Status of Approval of Traffic Relief and Safety Plan (TRSP) by Cities and
County of Solano

Background:
On November 2, 2004, Measure A received the support of 63.88% of Solano County

voters, but failed to attain the necessary 66.7% percent support required for passage.
This marked the second time that Solano County has placed a half cent sales tax measure
for transportation on the ballot, but has not achieved the supermajority voter threshold of
2/3 necessary for passage.

On December 14, 2005, the Solano Transportation Improvement Authority (STIA) Board
unanimously approved the initiation of the County Transportation Expenditure Plan in
preparation for placement of a local sales tax measure for transportation on the ballot for
either June or November of 2006.

On January 11, 2006, the STIA Board unanimously approved the release of a draft
expenditure plan for public review and input and titled the new plan, “Traffic Relief and
Safety Plan for Solano County.” The Plan reflects input provided at a multitude of public
input meetings and the emphasis being placed on relieving traffic congestion and
provided improved travel safety throughout Solano County as part of the development of
this Expenditure Plan.

Discussion:

On February 1, 2006, at a special meeting, the STIA Board unanimously approved the
adoption of the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County”, the proposed County
Transportation Expenditure Plan to guide the expenditures for an estimated $1.57 billion
in revenues expected to be generated by a proposed 30 year, % cent sales tax for
transportation. A copy of the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” is
attached.

PROCESS FOR PLACEMENT OF PLAN ON BALLOT

In order for both the “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” and sales tax
ordinance to be placed on the ballot for the June 6, 2006, election, the following approval
process is statutorily required to occur:
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Approval of the Plan by the STIA Board

February 1, 2006

(3 ayes and 2 nays)

2. | Approval of the Plan by the Board of Supervisors
Approved by the Board of Supervisors

February 7, 2006

3. | Approval of the Plan by a majority of the cities
representing a majority of the incorporated population

City of Vallejo Approved on 2/7/06

(7 ayes and 0 nays)
City of Dixon Approved on 2/14/06

(4 ayes and 1 nay)
City of Vacaville Approved on 2/14/06

(4 ayes and 1 abstention)
City of Rio Vista Scheduled for 2/16/06
City of Benicia Scheduled for 2/21/06
City of Fairfield Scheduled for 2/21/06
City of Suisun City Scheduled for 2/21/06

February 7-21, 2006

4. | Certification and final approval of the Plan by the STIA

February 22, 2006

5. | Approval of the Sales Tax Ordinance by the STIA Board

February 22, 2006

6. | Placement of the Sales Tax Ordinance on the ballot by
the Board of Supervisors

February 28, 2006

7. | Statutory deadline for placement on the ballot for June March 10, 2006
2006 election
PUBLIC INFORMATION

At the STA meeting of February 8, 2006, the Board authorized staff to retain consultant
services to produce updated fact sheets and two countywide mailers describing the
“Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County.”

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:

“Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” County Transportation Expenditure
Plan — Approved by STIA Board on February 1, 2006
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Solano Transportation Improvement Authority
Traffic Relief and Safety Plan

Executive Summary

A. Why the Expenditure Plan was Developed

The “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” is an Expenditure Plan
that will guide the expenditure estimated to be $1.57 billion in county
transportation funds generated through a half-cent transportation sales tax over
the next 30 years, if approved by Solano County voters on June 6, 2006. This
Plan was developed to address Solano County’s most immediate traffic relief and
safety needs and to help improve and implement a countywide transportation
system to support our quality of life and economic vitality now and in the future.

The total net revenue generated from the sales tax for this 30-year Expenditure
Plan is estimated to be $1.57 billion. This amount will nearly double the
projected transportation funds available for Solano County’s projects and
programs over the next 30 years from existing transportation funding sources. In
addition, it will help close the estimated funding shortfalls for transportation
currently estimated to be about $3.8 billion. This local transportation funding
source will attract significant increases in regional, state and federal matching
funds for the priority projects identified in the Plan.

. How the Plan was Developed

The “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” was developed with
extensive public input. Building on the framework and needs assessments
identified by the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) in its Comprehensive
Transportation Plan 2030, a total of 11 community meetings were held
throughout Solano County during 2005 and 2006 (at least one or two meetings in
each city). A 62-member Citizens Advisory Committee (CAC) representing
diverse interest groups, solicited public input at four meetings during June and
July of 2005 and January of 2006. Based on this extensive public participation,
comments and recommendations were provided to the Solano Transportation
Improvement Authority (STIA) Board and staff prior to and during the Plan’s
development. Representatives from business, seniors, the disabled, education,
the environment, trade unions, transit, engineering, and public safety served on
the CAC. Additional input was sought from civic groups and the cities and
County of Solano to ensure the diverse transportation needs of Solano County
would be served by this Plan.
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C. What Specifically is in the Plan

The “Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County” funds the major priority
projects identified by the public throughout Solano County and its seven cities.
The plan provides critical local matching funds for the 1-80/1-680/State Route
(SR) 12 Interchange and the 1-80/1-680/1-780, SR 12 and SR 113 Corridors. It
provides funds directly to Solano County’s seven cities and the County to
maintain our local streets and roads and fund critical local safety and
transportation improvements. The Plan funds an expansion of special
transportation services for seniors and persons with disabilities. It provides
capital and operating funds for commuter transit by funding commuter rail to the
Bay Area and Sacramento, Expanded Express Bus Service on the 1-80/1-680/I-
780/SR 12 Corridors and the Expanded Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service.

Funding allocation percentages (%) and estimated funding for each of the Plan’s
specific program categories and projects are listed in Appendix A.
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“Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for Solano County”

The Solano Transportation Improvement Authority’s Expenditure Plan will guide the
expenditure of an estimated $1.57 billion in county transportation funds generated
through a half-cent sales tax over the next 30 years, if approved by Solano County
voters on June 6, 2006. The Plan is divided into six major program categories —
Highway Corridor Improvements and Safety Projects, Maintenance and Repair of
Local Streets and Roads, Senior and Disabled Transit, Commuter Transit, Safety
Projects and Safe Routes to Schools, and.Local Return-to-Source Projects.

A.

Highway Corridor Improvements and Safety Projects: 40%
($625 million)

The Highway Corridor Improvements and Safety Projects Program is
comprised of four specific areas of highway projects: 1.) the 1-80/I-680/SR 12
Interchange, 2.) the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridor Improvements and Safety, 3.)
the SR 12 Corridor Improvements and Safety (Jameson Canyon and SR 12
East (1-80 to Rio Vista)), and 4.) SR 113 Corridor Improvements and Safety
(1-80 to SR 12).

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

This project will provide congestion relief, operational enhancements, and
safety improvements for the 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange as defined by the |-
80/1-680/1-780 Maijor Investment and Corridor Study approved by the STA.
The project will rebuild the interchange to improve connections between 1-80,
1-680 and SR 12.

. 1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridor Improvements and Safety

This project will provide congestion relief, operational enhancements, and
safety improvements for the 1-80 Corridor from the Al Zampa Memorial
(Carquinez) Bridge in Vallejo to the Yolo County line east of Dixon, on 1-680
from the Benicia-Martinez Bridge in Benicia to the [-80/I-680/SR 12
Interchange in Fairfield and |-780 from the Benicia-Martinez Bridge to I-80 in
Vallejo. Eligible projects for this funding have been defined by a prioritized
list of mid- and long-term improvements included in the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Major
Investment and Corridor Study approved by the STA. Improvements include,
but are not limited to operational and safety improvements, ramp
improvements, travel and auxiliary lanes, new and expanded park and ride
lots, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes, and direct entrances and
improved access connections to major freeways.
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3. SR 12 Corridor Improvements and Safety (Jameson Canyon and SR 12
East (1-80 to Rio Vista))
This project will provide congestion relief, operational enhancements and
safety improvements on the SR 12 Corridor from the Napa County Line to the
Helen Madere (Rio Vista) Bridge. Eligible projects include, but are not limited
to widening, operational and safety improvements on SR 12 West (Jameson
Canyon) and operational, safety and congestion relief projects on SR 12 East
from Fairfield and Suisun City to Rio Vista as identified in the SR 12 Major
Investment Study approved by the STA.

4. SR 113 Corridor Improvements and Safety (1-80 to SR 12)

Based on recommendations of a SR 113 Major Investment and Corridor
Study, this project will provide operational enhancements and safety
improvements on the SR 113 Corridor from 1-80 to SR 12. Eligible projects
include, but are not limited to shoulder widening, improved turning radii,
intersection improvements and other operational and safety improvements to
be determined based on a major investment and corridor study to be
conducted by the STA.

B. Maintenance and Repair of Local Streets and Roads: 20%
($315 million)

The Local Streets and Roads Program provides funds to the cities of Benicia,
Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, Vallejo and the County of
Solano to maintain and rehabilitate local streets and roads.

Each city and the County of Solano will receive an annual allocation of funds
for maintenance and repair of local streets and roads based on a formula of
66.7% population and 33.3% centerline miles (2:1). The cities of Benicia,
Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and Vallejo, and the County
of Solano will receive estimated local streets and road funds as indicated in
Attachment B.

C. Senior and Disabled Transit: 7%
($115 million)

This Program will improve transit services for seniors and disabled persons,
including fare discounts for seniors and disabled, additional or expanded
intercity, intercounty and local paratransit services, new vehicles, subsidized
taxi services and expanded evening and weekend transit services to medical
facilities, shopping and senior centers. These funds will be allocated based
on the “Solano County Senior and Disabled Transit Study” developed and
adopted by the STA in cooperation with the Solano County Paratransit
Coordinating Council and Solano County’s Transit Operators.
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D. Commuter Transit: 12%
($190 million)

The Traffic Relief and Safety Plan provides funding for commuter transit to expand
and improve commuter transit options serving Benicia, Fairfield, Suisun City,
Vacaville and Vallejo, and to ensure new transit options are provided for the cities of
Dixon and Rio Vista.

The Plan provides services for three specific commuter services: 1.) New Commuter
Rail, from Solano County to the Bay Area and Sacramento, 2) Expanded Express
Bus Service on the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridors and new service on the SR 12
Corridor, and 3) Expanded Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service.

1. New Commuter Rail Service (Solano County to Bay Area and

Sacramento with connections to Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield/Vacaville, and
Suisun City)
This project will provide three additional peak hour commuter trains
connecting the current station in Suisun City and new stations in the cities of
Benicia, Dixon and Fairfield/Vacaville to the Bay Area and the San Francisco
Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) system and to Davis and Sacramento. This
Project is based on the Contra Costa/Solano Rail Feasibility Study and the
Oakland-Auburn Regional Rail Study. Capital funds will be allocated for the
necessary trains and track improvements, and operating funds will be
provided to operate this commuter service. The funds are also eligible to
provide the local matching funds to secure additional state and federal funds
to construct rail stations in Fairfield/Vacaville, Dixon and Benicia, provide
safety improvements for transit centers and purchase right-of-way for future
passenger rail service between Solano and Napa counties.

2. Expanded Express Bus Service on I-80/I-680/1-780 and SR 12 Corridors
(with connections to all Solano County Cities)

This project will provide expanded commuter transit service on the 1-80, 1-680,
and I-780 Corridors and new service on the SR 12 Corridor. These funds will
provide annual operating funds for expanded transit services on major
commute corridors consistent with the Transit Element of the Solano
Comprehensive Transportation Plan 2030, the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Transit
Corridor Study and the SR 12 Transit Corridor Study adopted by the STA.
Capital funds shall be used for the purchase of additional buses to relieve
traffic congestion in Solano County and provide for local matching funds to
complete intermodal stations, maintenance facilities and provide safety
improvements for transit facilities along the 1-80/1-680/1-780/SR 12 Corridors
in Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and Vallejo as
determined by the STA. Transit and ridesharing incentives are also eligible
activities under this category.
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Expanded Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service
This project will expand the Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service that relieves

congestion and provides an expanded commuter transit option on the 1-80
Corridor between Solano County and the Bay Area. This program provides
for the purchase and operation of one additional ferry to relieve traffic
congestion in Solano County and allows the option to extend service to
Benicia. Funds may also be allocated for operating costs for the ferry
maintenance facility and to match state and federal funding to complete the
Vallejo Ferry Intermodal Station project. Eligible projects must be consistent
with the Short Range Transit Plan adopted by the City of Vallejo and the
Transit Element of the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan 2030
adopted by the STA.

E. Safety Projects and Safe Routes to Schools: 10%
($155 million)

Local safety projects will be funded from this Program. Eligible projects include:

e Improving safe routes to schools

e Signage, traffic lights, road and intersection safety improvements

e Railroad grade separations

e Emergency repairs, protection and mitigation for transportation facilities
caused by natural or man-made disasters such as flooding, earthquakes and
acts of terrorism

e Improving key bottlenecks for emergency vehicles driving during peak
commute hours

¢ Improving safe routes to transit adjacent to major transit stations

Local safety projects will be based on safety projects in the Solano County Traffic
Safety Study approved by the STA and based on the new Safe Routes to Schools
Program currently being developed by the STA in partnership with Solano County
schools and local communities.

F. Local Return-to-Source Projects: 10 %
($155 million)

The cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, Vallejo and
the County of Solano will receive, through a fair share population formula, significant
new funds for local transportation projects to provide safety improvements, fix local
interchanges, expand transit services and provide downtown and local
improvements. Eligible projects include:

e Additional local road rehabilitation
Improving local interchanges
Additional local safety projects
Pedestrian improvements for downtowns
Expanded local transit service
Local transit centers
Other local priority transportation projects and facilities
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The Local Return-to-Source projects will be determined by each local community,
through a public process, based on each city’s local transportation priorities and
needs. Projects funded under this category will be encouraged to follow the goals,
objectives and policies contained in the STA’s Transportation for Livable
Communities (TLC) Plan and Program. These funds can also be used as a local
match for the Countywide TLC, Bicycle and Pedestrian Programs as funded by STA.
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STIA Governing Board and Organizational Structure

The Solano County Board of Supervisors voted to form the Solano Transportation
Improvement Authority (STIA) on February 3, 2004 under sections 180000 et seq. of
the California Public Utilities Code. The STIA was created to develop the
expenditure plan for this proposed half cent sales tax for transportation and to
administer the sales tax program if approved by 66.7% of Solano County’s voters.

The STIA Board is composed of eight (8) members, one each from the Solano
County Board of Supervisors and the City Councils of the seven cities within Solano
County. Each appointing member also appoints an alternate to represent the
member jurisdiction when the member is absent.

The STIA has designated an Executive Director, Clerk of the Board and Legal
Counsel. It has also formed a four member Local Funding Subcommittee with the
specified purpose of examining and recommending short- and long-term revenue
options to fund a range of priority transportation projects in Solano County, and
designated a Technical Advisory Committee consisting of the Public Works Directors
for each of the seven cities in Solano County and the County of Solano to provide
technical and engineering review of projects contained in the Expenditure Plan.
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IV. Taxpayers’ Safeguards

A.

Independent Taxpayers’ Watchdog Committee

On May 12, 2004, the STIA Board approved the formation of an Independent
Taxpayer's Watchdog Committee to provide external evaluation of the
expenditures of the sales tax for the various transportation projects to be
undertaken with those public funds. The Committee will consist of 11
members to audit and monitor all voter-approved taxpayer funds and
mandates. One member will be appointed by the cities of Benicia, Dixon,
Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and Vallejo, and by the Board of
Supervisors. Committee members are encouraged to appoint individuals
from the disciplines of finance, business, accounting, engineering, planning,
other transportation related fields, or residents. Each member must be a
resident residing in the jurisdiction of the appointing agency. Then, in order to
provide an odd number of committee members and sufficient independent
oversight, the STIA Board will appoint three other members, from the
disciplines of finance, business, accounting, engineering, transportation
planning, other transportation related fields, or residents who have
demonstrated an active interest in transportation.

The Committee terms will be for four years, the terms are to be staggered,
and members could serve up to two terms. Each member of the committee
cannot be a member of the STIA Board or an elected official and must be a
resident of Solano County.

The functions of the Committee will include:

Annual Audit and Specific Project Review: To review and comment to the
STIA Board on the annual audit, review revenues and expenditures, and
review the delivery and costs of projects funded under the Expenditure Plan.
Recommendations on Funding Mechanisms: To make recommendations on
funding methodologies and the revenue mix for projects under the
Expenditure Plan.

Plan Amendment Review: To review and, when deemed necessary by the
Committee, to comment to the STIA Board on proposed amendments to the
Expenditure Plan.

Voter Approval of Major Plan Amendments: To review and comment on any
maijor changes proposed to the plan and to be submitted for approval by the
voters.
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Administrative Functions and Expenses

The cost of the annual administration, financial and legal functions of the
STIA are limited by state statutes to one percent (1%) of the annual revenues
provided by the ordinance. These limited revenues will be used for the total
estimated expenditures for administrative, financial and legal services
necessary to administer the Plan.

Annual Budget/Financial Projections

The STIA will prepare an annual budget identifying the total expenditures for
administration of the program. Sales tax proceeds may only be used to pay
for projects and programs in the Expenditure Plan. The duration of the tax will
be 30 years from the initial year of collection, which will begin October 1,
2006, if approved by Solano County voters. The measure will
terminate/expire on September 30, 2036.

Allocations for all programs and projects shall be made annually by
percentage shares in accordance with the Expenditure Plan. To the extent
that funds are advanced for programs or projects prior to the year in which
annual percentage allocation is made, any financing cost such as interest
shall be borne by the program category for which funds are advanced.

Annual Audit

The STIA will conduct an annual fiscal and performance audit of all activities
funded with local transportation sales tax monies to assure compliance with
the voter-approved Ordinance and Expenditure Plan. The audit will cover all
recipients of transportation sales tax funds including evaluating compliance
with maintenance of effort requirements. The audit will also identify
expenditures made for each project from the prior audit and will include the
accumulated expenses and revenues for ongoing, multi-year projects.

Voter Approval of Amendments to the Plan

The Expenditure Plan may be updated to ensure that projects and programs
meet changing local transportation needs as well as technological and
demographic changes. To ensure projects approved by Solano County voters
are constructed, formal amendments to the Expenditure Plan shall be made
only in accordance with the procedures and requirements as specified in the
implementing Ordinance. This shall include a full review and update of the
plan every ten years and a requirement that any major amendment to the
Expenditure Plan, defined as a 5% amendment to any specific program
category, shall require a review of the Independent Taxpayers’ Watchdog
Committee and approval by Solano County voters.
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Appendix A

“Traffic Relief and Safety Plan for
Solano County”

STIA’s Expenditure Plan Allocation
by Percentage/Project Funding
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Appendix B

Traffic Relief and Safety Plan
Fact Sheets
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Highway Corridor Improvements and
Safety Projects: 40% ($625 million)

Project: 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange
Location: 1-80 between |-680 and SR 12
Description: This project will rebuild the 1-80/680/12 Interchange to relieve

congestion by adding travel lanes, adding High Occupancy Vehicle
(HOV) lanes, improving connections between 1-80 and 1-680 and 1-80
and SR 12 West and East, separating truck traffic from other traffic
with braided ramps, and providing alternate routes for local traffic
(collector-distributor roads and the North Connector). This project will
provide the required local matching funds necessary for completion of
the interchange project in combination with other regional, state and
federal funds.

Total Cost: $885 - $1,200 million

Unfunded Need: $739 - $1,054 million
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Project:

Location:

Description:

Total Cost:

Unfunded Need:
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1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridor Improvements and Safety
1-80, 1-680 and 1-780 Corridors in Solano County

Projects to relieve congestion, improve traffic flow and safety through
Solano County were identified in the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Major Investment
and Corridor Study. Eligible projects for this funding have been defined
by a prioritized list of mid- and long-term improvements included in the
1-80/1-680/1-780 Major Investment and Corridor Study approved by the
STA. Project improvements include, but are not limited to, operational
and safety improvements, ramp improvements, new and expanded
park and ride lots, travel and auxiliary lanes, High Occupancy Vehicle
(HOV) lanes, and direct entrances and improved access connections
to major freeways. This project will provide the local matching funds
necessary to complete the projects necessary to relieve major
bottlenecks on 1-80 and 1-680, construct HOV lanes on I-80 from the
Carquinez Bridge to 1-505 in Vacaville and construct park and ride lots
and intermodal stations along the 1-80/680/780 corridors.

$1,076 million

$1,076 million
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Project:

Location:

Description:

Total Cost:

Unfunded Need:

SR 12 Corridor Improvements and Safety

SR 12 (West) Jameson Canyon: I-80 to Solano/Napa County Line
SR 12 (East): Helen Madere (Rio Vista) Bridge to I-80

Projects on SR 12 will provide congestion relief, operational
enhancements and safety improvements on two segments of the SR
12 Corridor from the Napa County Line to 1-80, and 1-80 to the Helen
Madere (Rio Vista) Bridge. Eligible projects may include but are not
limited to widening from 2 to 4 lanes, operational and safety
improvements on SR 12 Jameson Canyon (I-80 to Solano/Napa
County Line) and the operational, safety and congestion projects on
SR 12 East as identified in the SR 12 Major Investment Study
approved by the Solano Transportation Authority. Environmental and
detailed implementation plans will be completed for each project.
This project will provide the local matching funds necessary to
construct operational, safety and congestion relief improvements for
SR 12 Jameson Canyon and safety, operational and congestion relief
improvements for SR 12 East.

$295 million

$213 million
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Description:

Total Cost:

Unfunded Need:
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SR 113 Corridor Improvements and Safety

SR 113 from 1-80 to SR 12

Based on the recommendations of a SR 113 Major Investment and
Corridor Study to be conducted by the STA, this project will provide
operational enhancements and safety improvements on the SR 113
Corridor from 1-80 to SR 12. Eligible projects include shoulder
widening, improved turning radii, intersection improvements, and
other operational and safety improvements to be determined by the
Major Investment and Corridor Study.

$25 - $75 million

$25 - $75 million
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Maintenance and Repair of Local
Streets and Roads Program: 20%
($315 million)

Location: Cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and
Vallejo and County of Solano

Description: Each city and the County of Solano will receive an annual allocation for
the maintenance and repair of local streets and roads based on a
formula of 66.7% population and 33.3% centerline miles (2:1). The
seven cities and County of Solano will annually receive an allocation of
these funds with the total amount for each agency, over 30 years,
estimated below.

Total Cost: - $962.5 million
Unfunded Need: $604.7 million

Estimated Allocation by City/County:

Benicia $ 19.4 million
Dixon $ 11.9 million
Fairfield $ 69.8 million
Rio Vista $ 5.1million
Suisun City $ 17.7 million
Vacaville $ 64.2 million
Vallejo $ 78.1 million
Solano County $ 47.8 million
TOTAL $315.0 million (rounded)
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Senior and Disabled Transit: 7%
($115 million)

Location:

Description:

Total Cost:

Unfunded Need:

Countywide and within each city'

Based on the “Solano County Senior and Disabled Transit Study”
adopted by the STA, this Program addresses the mobility needs of
the large and growing senior and disabled population in Solano
County projected over the next 30 years. The Program includes
various short, medium, and long-term implementation strategies to
improve transit service for senior and disabled persons, including
fare discounts on transit, additional or expanded intercity, inter-
county and local paratransit services, new vehicles, subsidized taxi
services and expanded evening and weekend services to medical
facilities, shopping and senior centers.

$115 - $129.2 million

$115 - $129.2 million
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Solano Transportation Improvement Authority Traffic Relief and Safety Plan

February 1, 2006

Commuter Transit: 12%
($190 million)

Project:

Location:

Description:

Total Cost:
Unfunded Need:

New Commuter Rail Service
(Solano County to Bay Area and Sacramento with
connections to Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield/Vacaville,

Susiun City)

Sacramento - Davis - Dixon - Fairfield/Vacaville - Suisun City — Benicia
-Richmond BART - Oakland

This Project will provide three additional peak hour commuter trains
(integrated with the four existing peak hour Capitol Corridor intercity
trains) connecting to the San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit
(BART) system in Contra Costa and Oakland, and to Sacramento from
new rail stations in Benicia, Dixon and Fairfield/Vacaville and the
existing station in Suisun City. The service is based on the Contra
Costa/Solano Rail Feasibility Study and the Oakland-Sacramento-
Auburn Regional Rail Study. Funds will be allocated for the necessary
trains, track improvements, and operating funds to operate this
commuter service. The funds are also eligible to provide the local
matching funds to secure additional state and federal funds to
construct rail stations in Fairfield/Vacaville, Benicia and Dixon and to
purchase right-of-way for future long-range passenger rail service
between Solano and Napa counties.

$258 million
$210 million
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Solano Transportation Improvement Authority Traffic Relief and Safety Plan

February 1, 2006

Project:

Location:

Description:

Total Cost:
Unfunded Need:

Expanded Express Bus Service on
1-80/1-680/1-780 and SR 12 Corridors
(with connections to all Solano County Cities)

Countywide

This program will provide expanded commuter transit service on the I-
80, 1-680, I-780 and SR 12 corridors. The funds will provide annual
operating revenues for transit services on major commute corridors
and be consistent with the Transit Element of the Comprehensive
Transportation Plan 2030, 1-80/1-680/1-780 Transit Corridor Study and
the SR 12 Transit Corridor Study adopted by the STA. The capital
funds will be used for the purchase and operation of additional vehicles
to relieve traffic congestion in Solano County and provide for local
matching funds to complete intermodal stations and maintenance
facilities along the 1-80/1-680/1-780/SR 12 Corridors in Benicia, Dixon,
Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and Vallejo, as determined
by the STA. Transit and carpool/vanpool, incentives and information to
encourage more use of transit and ridesharing would also be eligible
activities.

$270 million
$165 million
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Solano Transportation improvement Authority Traffic Relief and Safety Plan

Project:

Location:

Total Cost:

Unfunded Need:

February 1, 2006

Expanded Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service

Vallejo (with optional Benicia stop)

This program will expand the Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service that
provides daily service from Vallejo to San Francisco. Funds will be
allocated for the capital and operational costs for one additional Ferry
and the ferry maintenance facility. Eligible projects must be consistent
with the Short Range Transit Plan adopted by the City of Vallejo and
the Transit Element of the Comprehensive Transportation Plan
adopted by the STA. A Baylink ferry stop in Benicia and the cost of
extended service would also be eligible.

$131 million
$50 million
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Solano Transportation Improvement Authority Traffic Relief and Safety Plan

February 1, 2006

Safety Projects and Safe Routes to
Schools: 10% ($155 million)

Location:

Description:

Total Cost:

Unfunded Need:

Cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and
Vallejo and County of Solano

Critical local safety projects will be funded from this program. Eligible
projects may include, but are not limited, to improved safety for walking
and bike routes to schools and transit, improved crosswalks, traffic
lights, roadway and intersection improvements, railroad crossings,
improved transit security and fixing key bottlenecks for emergency
vehicles during peak commute times. Specific safety projects are
identified in the Solano County Traffic Safety Study approved by the
STA. Emergency repairs of transportation infrastructure and facilities
damaged by a natural or man-made disaster are also eligible under
this category.

$155 — $250 million

$155 — $250 million
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Solano Transportation Improvement Authority Traffic Relief and Safety Plan

February 1, 2006

Local Return-to-Source Projects: 10%
($155 million)

Location: Cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville and
Vallejo and County of Solano

Description: Each city and the County of Solano will receive, through a population
fair share formula, funds for critical local transportation projects such
as but are not limited to:

Additional local road rehabilitation

Improving local interchanges

Additional local safety projects

Pedestrian improvements for downtowns

Expanded local transit service

Local transit centers

Other local priority transportation projects and facilities

e O o ¢ o o o

Total Cost: $155 — $250 million
Unfunded Need: $155 — $250 million

Allocation by City/County:

Benicia $ 8.4 million
Dixon $ 7.4 million
Fairfield $ 40.2 million
Rio Vista $ 5.2million
Suisun City $ 10.4 million
Vacaville $ 34.3 million
Vallejo $ 47.0 million
Solano County $ 4.1 million
TOTAL $155.0 million (rounded)
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Agenda Item VIII.B
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 10, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

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 TAC, STA provided the Draft STA Overall Work Plan for FY
2006-07 and FY 2007-08. Subsequently, comments were received from two members of
the TAC. These comments have been incorporated into the Draft STA Overall Work
Plan for FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08 which is provided in Attachment A.

Pending adoption of this Overall Work Plan by the TAC and Consortium on March 29,
2006, it will be forwarded to the STA Board on April 12, 2006 for adoption.

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.
This 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:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. STA’s Draft Overall Work Program (Priority Projects) for FY 2006-07 and
FY 2007-08

87



88



<
2
&
=
on
Q
<
i
=
<

D0p"] HOISIoX (- IST] SI58101d RITTOTIJ\STUBty oIy D100 100 G5 11000 oNoDg P L

8007 1UOHONISUG) A0

‘Spury JdOHS Jo Afiqefiee
oy} uo Surpuadap £QZ Ul LeIS 03 pajnpaYyds
SI uononnsuo) ‘udisop ul AJuaLING 1 pue

ddOHS $007 oy ut st 300foxd oy, :smyelg

syoefo1g
JAVLS AVH'1

INTNLIAVJAA

SId/Jd19 107 N1°88

100Ud "LSH

80-L00T A L0900 A1 90-S00T Ad

aI2UN0S

900T/01Z900TFEL/CO002/c1/¢ ‘parepdp Iser]

80-L00T Ad / L0-900T X4 /90-S00T Ad
HO4 S1OIrodd ALTYOTYd

ALINOHLAV NOILVLYOdSNVI.L ONV'IOS

IONID
aviai

(suenie))
JNd — someipug JoI1N AVOONV
swafoig Wy'LS X X X ddOHS suenjed ‘'t
agd
uon0ag 159 o
@EDNr'1e$ co
(ZINY Aq papumy
STUDIYM ¢ JUSW3as L00T Jowwung ud1soq qOF
3UIPpA[3UT) uonoeg L0-900T 1uip
[enua) (preyae] JUSWND0(] [RIudWuoNAUg (DT
3o AND) N$*£€6'ST §
‘padojeaap Suraq
uonoesg SI A1unop pue ‘prarpare] Jo An) /m doop)
158 (ATUN0)/V 1S) “JuswaInooid seusisa Ym Surpesoosd
NG NE'IC S VIS "£0-900T 3uip paojdwod
(350D [ende))) 9q 0) JUSWINOO(] [LIUSWIONAUY STIRIS
Swepy jouef W9'T898$ (JeyusuruonAUS)
s109f01g VINJIF NL'TS X X X 4IDL V1S 10303UU0]) Y)I0N ‘T
d1$ 01 INTOLS 8007 usWNoO( [eiuswronAug
Burpuny (@o3) sreq vonsjdwo) pajewrnsg
Ul [[ejioys juaimp
'900¢ Sundg ur unesy
a1qnq sredionuy "Aemiapun
JILS NY'91$ SIB S3IPNIS [RJUSUILOIIAUY (STIE)S
owa( pa Np'L1§ syusuodwo)) jesr3o moxealg ‘D
(30D 1endeD) DIDL NTIS uisoq s9[E0S Mo, BlapI0) ‘g
Swepy ouef g7°1 03 688°0% TN INO0T S SIANIF 23ueyorau] 'y




=00 | HOISIDX O()- 151 SIIBI04 ATTAOTI\STUDYIDITY STHOAIID\00 GaN\0002\ 10590 B LT

~dSsd

103 Surpuny Surpuad 49s1j Ajond
a1 uo Ysd 199foid sy paoerd

sey V1S 'Poputyun Ajusimo st pue

90

(150D 1enden) rende) Gz# 109foid uis 1 -8uog st j0efoxd
WIS pue JSd papunjun) SIL - §0-1 01 Aemxpred oseg Iy '
~4Sd 10} pes VIS ‘Suissosorsa(y
ows(q Aemdpred souany/ AOH 08-1 D
pag Aq pspun] YSd "Ajuno)) B1s0)) eNUOD Ul
08-1 uo 103foad ZIATY woiy ponsind
3q 01 3urpuny ‘900z A13ee suene)
£q parejdwos oq 03 paroadxe
£uno)) e1s0)) enuo)) Sd © sey joefod siyy — 67
ul 305034 Jusoelpe \S 01 98pug zeumbie) 08-1 gM '€
Woz$ ULI0y TINY [ehua1od 8007 ‘udIss@ qOd
L00T
JuswInoo(J [eyuswuoniaug goOq
'Sputy ZING
Yum paurnres3ord st wononnsuo))
109014 93ueyoIou] 71 YS/089
(10D 1endeD) -1/08-1 o jored se papnjout
[AA: | stoue] AOH SWL — Keamsjied
Swepy jaue( (180D 1endeD) (1evuewruonAU) aseg ny 03 IO podmretdsS 'V
s109fo1g N8L$ X 4301 Y1S 14

906T0FTIOOT/EEZO00C/C 1/ *Parepd ) Jse]
80-L00T XA/ L0-900T A4/ 90-S00T Ad
YOd SLOArTOUd ALTIOIdd
ALIYOHLNYV NOILLYVLIOdSNVYIL ONVI0S



JAVLIS avial
INTINLAVIIA

LSOD LOUArodd "LSA

80-L00T Ad

L0-900T AT 90-S00T AAd

960E0EZIBOT/ETII00C/c1/C parepd() IseT]
80-L00T XA / L0-900T A4/ 90-5007 A4
Y04 SLOAr0Yd ALrdordd

IANOS

ALINOHINV NOLLYLIOdSNVHL ONYI0S

avil

L00T :add
"9007 prw uidaq
01 pajoadxa UOIONNSUOD ‘NG9S 2PIS YINOS
'§002
suenjed SPIS YInog NG 9§ Arenigaj perejdwoo opis YUON :smyels
swepy jouef
sy0eforg 9PIs YUON NOT$ X X ddOHS sueqen J99l0g 3pl[S doJ, pay 08-1 ‘L
‘ue]d dojeasp 03 £33 unsing/plonare] jo
A1) pue/A1uno) unjiom pesj VIS smels —
)]
swepy jsuef JJeuueq [eIopa ] Auno)
s1oafo1g X X Aunop V1S 9
pieyIre]
Jo Ao
oustes
0 Ajuno)
PITIES (ottneorA)-prortot
by Site] S3ASIOT UOISUS)XH PeOY SIAe M\ T
Suruspip peoy uspues” 0
Kemdaed aseg
d[[aBoeA Ay 01 Joqe ] ised/ Py skem DG
(9007 Jounung
parejdwoo aq 03— Kemispupy)
- oSueyoIo)U] UMO] 2INSIOT gD
‘uefd Suipunyg
AR URSIAG Sunepdn pue ss1ous8y 951n0s9Y
/M UOTIEI[ISUOOueHusHRsYo
di1s y3nomy) Suro3 ‘yuswnosog
182071 VAR naug yeiq ay) Supojdwos
plemo) Iom [[Im VIS Sers
Suepy jeuef ows( pad 3ujo3-uo YI4/SI9 'V
s103f01g W br1$ X X X dILS




“DO0P T UOISToN G(=¢ ST SIsI01g ATTA01I STUaaonTy SHIOIo[90 Go.7 0007500 SFITL

p 23ng
suenje) qim malAdy Sulpusd ‘dod
“199fo1d
STRUIIeRetaHes PO s1y3 Sunejdwioo ur KouaSe pesj oy se
d111 plemio} saow 0y Ajuno)) edeN pue suenje)
FEIAR ussmieq drysisuned Jewioy Supenun
(suenieD) SIVLS ‘uswnood SIH/MId oy uo
someIpur JOIN (reauswruonAug) Pes] Juamd o) sey suenye) :doo) :smeig
Swepy jsuef DL
s1o0foig WTI1$ X X suen[e) TWoAUe,) UOSaWe[ ] AMH T1
L00Z DT |
(suenje)) joozed o L00Z pua uado 0} 93pUg MaN SIS o
swiepy jouef TNd
5199(01g q7'1$ X X X 1A suene) 193]01g 93Py ZoUnJeN-EoTuag ‘01
(sa1myesy
onsyisse pue Surdesspuel) saInjes,] [ensip
pue ‘vonmysq AQH ‘Sunoiey dwey
SWEPY Jaus( S.1I 01 payiun] Jou si nq ‘sapnjoul Iy L,
spo0fo1g V/N X V/N V1S S)AST[0J JUSUIBBUE ]\ JOPIII0 ) dO[AS(Q '6
Buipury
Burpuad ‘pes] aq 01 YIS smels
papunyun) §0S-I 01 3seq JIy aueT AOH 08-1 'd
3uipury
3upuad ‘pes] oq 0) YIS smels
Amdd oseg 1Ty 03
papuryupy ‘PAIG SIABIL sdueTT xny g9 08-1 D
V1S/AunoD/An
padojeasp aq 01 doo)) ‘pesT VIS
9007 A1es 41 ‘Pedl VIS ‘smels
sjleuurey paj — L1uno) DO Iswinj/saue] AOH 08-1 ‘g9
9007 A1183 41 ‘Ped] VIS smeig
swepy jouef Spunj ysd v.IS PEOY YoInyj 1B 71 JS 'V
syoaforg

HAVLS AVI'T

INTNLIAVIIA

LSOD 1LOArodd "LS4

80-L00T Ad

L0-900T Ad

90-S00T Ad

IDd9N0S
(NN

900TOETOGOT/ET/TO00T/E1/¢ pajepd() Ise]

80-L00T Xd/L0-900T Ad / 90-S00T Ad
J0J SLOArodd ALOndd

ALROHLNV NOILVLYOdSNVIL ONVTIOS

ADNIDV
avial




suenje)
swepy jouef
syoaforg

ddOHS

suenje)

ddOHS ¥&IQ) WAVD
— D0 UMO] NS 01 71 91y 'd

(£002/9007) Anpy

QeySY — peOY A3][EA UIID) 0}
uoAue)) uBdLISUIY — Of3]]BA JBON D

(£002/9002)

Ampy qeysy — uoAue)) uedLIoUIy
011221§ 99ssaUUa ] — ofo[jeA U] ‘g

(8002/L007) erueg

uelpaJy opelddn — uokue)
UedLISWY 0] PloljaIe] JeaN v

Swepy jouef
s199fo1g

ddOHS

suene)

§303l0ad JJOHS 081 | €1
A"Al

sy09fo1d Joutw feuonippe ensing ‘0
Q

(L00TI900T) - SuRTSHquHD

.

(8002/2007)
Ampy qeyey ~ py 2Lun) o)
HO uouaAu(g — %:U unsmg .—moz .nTm
(8002/L007)
?vm n&:om — HO uousaua(g
0} .vm 'IpUuUEBdS %:U :sm«:m ._moZ .mmumw
(8002/L002)
o3pug qeyay - 23pug
0JUSWRIORS — BISIA OIY U] (D
(0102/6007) Suruapip PIYS —
P PUEIS] AL10qI] 03 PY OPRAdZY |

I

JAVIS AviaT
HNLAVIAd

LSOD 1LDAr0dUd "LSH

80-L00T Ad

L0-900T A1 90-S00T AA

960T0ETI00C/EI7CO00C/C1/C sparepdn Iser]
80-L00T XA/ L0-900T XA / 90-500T X4
YOd S1LOIArOoUd ALTIIOId

ALIMOHLAY NOLLV.LYOJdSNYI.L ONVI0S

IOUNOS
daNNA

SLOArodd ALIMORId




D07 | HOTSToN §(j~7 18T

STOBI0A] A0\ STHO OB STH0Io8] 00 G T.0002\ Y90 IV LI

SWepY joue[

10B1U05 adedspue]

'9007 JoWWINg 9SIUAAPE
pnoys adeospue] L¢ 1Y 1009 § SWEIS

Burdeospue] pue 911s uoneSNIA

sioaford widoq 9007 jIed dIIs 153101 [¢ AemUSIH
900T :add
4sd Py
YomnyD/z1 IS Y pauiquioo oq o) Aprg
*Apm§ onsind Apjuiof 03 elSTA OIY pue V1§
Sreuniey poq paulelqo BISIA ory ismels
SWEpY joue( BSIA ORg 3O 11D
s109fo1d 000°09€$ X X YJeuueq [e10po]
19007 ToWUmS
APV ) Judwdde[day] qe[s pue
supelIns Dy —3UI'T ‘0 0jo X
07 93UEORIU] 08-1/S0S1 -~ S05-1 4
19007
~m:mb_m0 ULIdS U0nINIISUO)) Ulsdyg
GON_AMZ queo(J SPIYS UIPIAA - doUuBYIINUY
Swepy joue] 089-1/08-1 01 1 €loruog — 089-1 'V
51531014 W88 X X X ddOHS 5793701y JAOHS 0891 U S05-T

JAVILS AVA'T

INHNLAVIIA

LSOD LDALOUd "L

L0-900T AA 90-S00T Ad

9602/0HZS06TEETO00C/E1/¢ ‘parepd() Ise]
80-L00T XA/ L0-900T Ad / 90-S00T Ad
Y04 SLOArodd ALIoONId
AILNNMOHLNV NOILLVLYOdSNVIL ONV'IOS

pue Py 9[IIAN00Y IV — PloBIE] U]

panmuqns-al
 11sig pawweidod
AJJUSLIND 10U ‘9ABI M G0S-1/08-1 “d
(L002/9007) sreusis pue
dwey £JIpoIN — 1991S SEXO L M

(0102/600T

OUd ALRIONRId




29 O0P [ HOISIONG()=7 STT SIIBI0.1J A0\ STUDWYODITY STHOAIIST 90 Go1\9002 10090 IF 1]
[ 23vg
"Aianoe STOSUQSHesHed ‘DT
‘sy0afoxd %
959y} J0J waysAs unjoen jo yuswdojorsp
Bumsind v 1§ ‘Ainanoe Suoduo smyelg
USRS dems d11S/dLS
WeSuosduottofimof dv1-dILS spuny jo uonesoy[y/s3o9foid
s100fo14 VN X X 3ul08uQ Ndd-dILS V1S 182077 JO AJRAIPR(] 103IUOIAl ‘861
900C ‘dod
(Koug
O71L) pieoq V1S 10 UONEPUSTIIOORI
3udojaasp 10J A1Unoy) pue sonI) YIM
S10m 01 Y 1S ‘o10[dwoo s1 Jeiq smels
suensLy) ueq
surepy jouef
s100fosg 000°01$ X Ndd-dILS V1S ‘t81
900T ‘dod
“1ie ] KRN Jo® ‘9007 ABJN 23e] [nun uidaq
10U [[IM UOHONIISUOD) §00T I9QULAON
(suene)) 918] Ul pauado 10eNUOD 10J Spig SmwIS
SOMeBIpUY JOIN
swepy jouef 9007 Jowuwng €11 gS 19NNISU003Y — UOXI(] UMOIUMO(] U]
s109f01g N-Hw-5'7$ Ul UoNONISUOD suenje)

HAVLS AVHAT
Avdad

aINANOS
90-500T A ANNA

LSO LOArodud "LSH

80-L00T Ad L0-900C Ad

90T HTIO0T/EE/CO00¢/c1/C parepd() Isery
80-L00T A4/ L0-900T XA/ 90-S00T A4
Y04 S1LOArodd ALRIOTId
ALIMOHLAY NOLLV.LIOdSNVHL ONVIOS

A

INIADV
avi'l




80-L00T Ad 103 1031e]
‘papunyup) -109foxd moN :smyelg
suenswy) ueq O
Bunuelq X papunyun V1S ST 6T ¥S 9.N~
dems OVIND
/dLS L0-900T A smeig
SUENSLIY) ue(] pue jueln) Juruueld syeig
Suruueg 000°0S18 X X Bupjeog — papunyun V1S SIIAL £TT dS ‘1T
swrRpy-jouef
s300forg 600°00€$ %X *1580 Vi 0%
panIuIgns SoAIesal Surpuny smelg
(sannaduwos) 3uneradQ pue jende)
3upeodo 10§ 1eaf rod DI YHON sngf ssa1dx [euoi3ey e
uolIw ¢'¢§ pue ol 91 § vdro sjuswoao1dur] Jopruo)) [oyide) e
Uopeys uoru ¢7$ VIS SINIIoR,] [EPOULINU] OUROS o
TWESuos3uc t-IopHuas uornu 001§ ) V1S uoneig ofo[lep e
swepy jouef uorfiw 0Z§ V1S
s0af01g uoIw 87 3ut03uQ (AL ofejeA
HAV.LS AVI'T q034N0Ss AIDNIODV

INFNLAVIHA LSOD LOArOUd 80-L00T Ad

L0-900T Ad 90-S00T Ad aNNA avial SLOALOUd ALIIONRId

9000 TO00T/EL/cO00¢/c1/C ‘parepd() Ise] FRIRPTYS UORIIZOAN03 D, OUEPOS

80-L00T A4/ L0-900T Ad /90-S00T XA
YO S1OArodd ALONId
ALNMOHLAV NOLLVLYOdSNVYL ONV'IO0S



O0p"[ HOTSIBX 9()= IST] SI00101d ATHOIA\STHSWYIDIF STHOI0] .1\ 00 GO\ 0002\ 07Pd IFLIL,

900T 11ed T oseyd
$00T Joquade(q  °seyd :dod

r~
90-S00T Ad | ©
U1 20USTIWOD [[IM (1suen) g 9seyd ‘g0z Ut
pate1dwod (d133en) SIS0RI0) | 9SEYJ SMES
Sumodup [9pou Jo asuruAUIRBIN ‘g
000°59$ qUi4 %At (ysue1]) g oseyq — (ysuen)
suensSLY) ue(y uo g eseyq VdIDN [opow mau jo juswrdojoas 'V
Buruueld 000001$ X 10y pasesjal 4.1y Buruueld-4 1S VIS SID/IPPOJA dlJel], 3pIMAuno) ‘ST
(80-L00T AJ)
Aptug 994 10edwiy NS1ASY ‘g
dND L00T 'V
SuBnsLyD ue JD)
Suruuelq X X . Buruyueld 41S VIS We1501J JUIURTBUB]A] UONSITUO) R474
900z Ired :ddd
‘Kemiopun ajepdn) 7 aseyqd :smerg
uonesniA uonselold poofd ‘qg
s8uissor) peojiey D
S[00Yog 0} saIN0y 9JeS g
JISuB1] O} SINOY SJeS Y
uosuo, Jojruuap 00005 - T 95eyd Te[d
syoefo1q 000°s$ - 1 8seyd Xe] sen
JAVLS AVI'1 ADNIDV
HLOUd "LST 80-L00T AJ L0-900T AL 90-S00T AA avial

LINHNLIAVIAA

900T/0HTIOFC/ETO000/E1/¢ ‘parepd ) Ise]
80-L00T XA/ L0-900T X4 /90-500T A4
YO SLOArodd ALrdonid
ALIOHLAYV NOILV.LIOdSNVIL ONVIOS




¥ ITHOIRT 90 GO 1900\ oToBd

Bwodup :qD3

Aprrs Niey JoSusssed ouejog edeN
a1mnJ 10] e\ -JO-1YSry 2atesa1d D
Apmg 11ey 103uassed ouejos
edeN a1uny 10y Kep-Jo-1ysry

9195314 *Apnis uoneuswojdun
29 Suipury dojaasg
eoweyg ‘g
‘uonEls
9B J0J PIPasu oq [[Im SIJeuWNSd
1500 pauyal pue sjuswesoidun
oen ‘sisk[eue A[iqisesy
pa[reIsp Jayun,j ‘suonels
959U JO oS 10] SIJEWINSD
1502 Aseuruirpard Surdofossp st
Aprig 112y [euoISey ojusweIsey
-PueR{eO "dILS $00T JO sieak
137e] OJUl paAOW 2q 0} pajoadxs
SPUTY J11Y ‘uoneIS [epOULIaIu]
uoxi(g J0j Aemispun suejJ
‘syuswaaoxduwr uojerd TN ‘UonelS [EpPOULIU] BIOTUSY O]
pue 59008 Mok} paimbai 10j spunj Kemropun podoy uSisa(g jo siseg
sojeWINSS Aleurunaig) 1y ues]D JNOVSA PUE SIIPMIS [EJUSUIUONAUY STYBIG
SUensLy) ueq Wozs OvYID 4 uoxiq 'y
Buuuerd NOT$ X X X INR: | suone)s Jiey Janwiwo) ‘LT

98

'$0-91-11 U0 gd[dD Aq paaoidde

uonelg ujel] S[JIABORA /PIOIIR] snielS
‘Surpuny [eiops} 103 AyuIoug

‘2T Ut papnjoul INSZ$ ‘Aemlapun sudisop

[eoo0T vdroD sjuswoAo1dwl oRL) PUB UOKEIS SMIEIS

1L V1S SHUSUISAOIAUI] JIEI ], CIIUIY-UNSIMS

SuensIya ueq dILS-3dav S[IABOEA PRYIE ] pue uone)§ sjjjaede A /ppyliey
Zuruueld uonels AA/4d WS€$ [45t: /Plo1te ]

JAVIS AVAT
INTNLAVIAd

ADUNOS AIDNTOV
L0-900T A1 90-S00T Ad ANA avi'l

LSOD LOHILOUd "LSH 80-L00T A

9000HTI00T/ET/C000C/c1/¢ ‘parepdp) Iser] TP ? 32 owopoS

80-L00T Ad / L0-900T XA/ 90-S00T XA
JO4 S1LOIArodd ALNOId

ALTYOHLAY NOLLYLHYOdSNYIL ONV'IOS



99

o1a119N1) UoqoYy
Suruuerg
JAVIS AVA'T
INTINLAVIIAd

000°6Z1$

(s180D [endeD)
IN89$

LSOD LOUrodd "LSA

80-L00T Ad

folaliet

L0-900T AA 90-S007 A1

900%0HTI00CELCI00L/E1/L (pdrepd( Ise]
80-L00T Ad/ L0-900T Ad/90-S00T X4

Y04 S1OAr0™d ALRIORId

ALINMOHLAY NOLLVLYOdSNVIL ONVTIOS

gutuueld-d 1S

aL
OVIND
D11 [euoiSoy
qANANOS
aNnNA

V1S

AINIDV

avil

SuroSuQ :gog

juawdofeAa(y Jopun A8a1eng
Surpun.j SopoJA SARRUINNY
sjuern Juprueld 5L

paejdwo)) — uejd DL Auno)
A391ens

Burpury (3deouo) uBrsa Z1 Y'S
pue Aemdjred uosdaf ‘10300UU0D)
YUON ') SIprug JOpLLOD OIL
pa1a1dwod - ssurpppingd DL MON
ueld

soonoeld 1s9g D11 -sa13918NG 95
pueT jusweydury/suzop Joyung

TIeI150.1g ()'1.1) SoNTUNUIIO0,) 9|qEAT] 10)
WOIEII0asUBI] S,V LS JO JUSWAOPAI(

SLOALOUd ALTIORId

gty




P T HOBAo1 9(=¢ 18T] ST90101J RITI0TI\STuaTaoniTy STuoiIsa] 00 oA 0008040 d SVITL

900T/0FZI00T/EFTO00C/c 1/ ‘parepd(] Isef

80-L00Z XA/ L0-900T XA / 90-500T XA
YO SLOAr0¥d ALOIdd

ALNOHLAV NOLLVLYOdSNVYL ONVI0S

Swosup D3
Jisues] JusUILOURYUY
01 s3I0y 9JesS 7 Y UBLISOPaJ 19911G UIRJA-UOTU() 'V
weIdolg Jied Jesury pioire
pad/aMig Jeuoidey ‘parejdwon | ©
Sl ue[q UBLNSOpad SPIMAIUNOCY) 'smye)g n1U._
€L¥V-YAdl Aunop
oIaulnn Beqoy (150D jende)) spel], Aeg ouejos
Bupuueg INS$-€$ X VeV LN V1S ‘0€
SuroSuQ :apg
$00T sunf w1 payajdwoo is1y Kyroud 1esk-g
QU pue UB]{ 9[0A01g SPIMAIUNOD) SWEIS
SIN0Y NI UOXI(T — J[[TABSBA
(AnD unsing uy 71 S uo uonElg
Jenury-'pAlg euLIgjy)) amsojo
de3 Aemaonig Ajuno) [enus) '(
08L-1
AHRd S1m1S 9Inoy oNid eomueg D
(eseyd
weidoig xau) Aemanig Aemsped uosdop g
‘Pad/aaig Teuciday playne ]
OVIND elopusg 03 300IqUIPPTH -0f3[[eA T
dI1S RUUSLELAN aseyd-AiIqises,] Aemayig Ougjog Y
uoyeys wes (s1500 Jede)) 1L /prayae]
Suruueq NLE-INSS £ UV-vdl playIey ‘6T
HAVIS AVIT d0UN0S ADNIADV
INTFNLIAVIAd LSOD LDAroUd "LSH 80-L007 Ad L0-900T Ad 90-500T Ad aNOA avial




BuroSuQ smeg

juswnsuy aJeq if g

SupesieN D —
arepd() jueweady Surpung ‘g o
SpIRYOTY Y1oqezig BULIONUOIA] doURULIOLId 'Y —
SleysepnjAisuel], X X EVARY V.S JUSUIRISEURIAL (£ 93N0Y ‘€€
FIAR: Buio3uQ smeyg
[45%:
pag Ayioe,] sourUUIBI D
ddoL Aoy moN ‘g
WS'0$ jeoq paj vones ofefiep 'y
SpIeyory ypeqeziiy WN801$ owa( pad
SIBYSIPRYAISURLL NS9$ X X X dILY ofoeA K43
900¢ 8undg 10108nU00 MON (DT
‘s[elvew mou dojeasp
03 JUBI[NSUOD FUNIIBW MOU 10] J.TY Smels
sdeip sng ‘g
Suneyley Nsuel] q
sjueAg ‘D
urySneJoN ewmry sjelRlRIN ‘g
Joneg sukef sjosuodg AWSPIM 'Y
Sleysopry Vo4l

pisuel] /Suruueld
AAVLS AVI'1

INTNIAVIAdA

LSOD 1LDArodUd "LsH

80-L00T Ad

L0-900T A1 90-S00T A

960T/OH/TIO0T/EE/TI00T/E1/C parepdy) Iser]
80-L00T XA/ L0-900T X4/ 90-S007 XA
Y04 SLOArodd ALond
ALRIOHLAYV NOILLVLIOdSNVIL ONV'IOS

IVLS
AOUNOS

ADNIDV
aviai




1

auw 2yl HOISIDL 90~ ISTT S10a10.4J AJIA0TIF\STU

SURPIDITY STHOIB] T\ 90 G2 9008 10 DV L1

9007 Anf 91eniuj ‘pseooid o3
pazuoyine pieog ‘eoeld u Sulpung :smyejg

SpIeyory yieqeziy 000°09% JIN
Sleysapryaisuer] 000°5L$ X X ELARY VIS PT§ UONEPIOSUO]) JISURLY ‘Le
900¢ sunf N
®[PAD VAL £0-9002 Ad ‘A0 S
DLN UONBUIPIOO)) SPISN JISUBI] Jouruf) g
Bunayrey nsuel] Ay q
juowaSeuel pung IV1S D
uoneutp100) punj yaL ‘g
Jusws0Idy Surpung 'Y
SpIBYOTY Yloqezlg 900C AInf :@0d
aIRYSOprYAISUR ] X X X VO4L/dV.LS AR 9¢
SPIEYOTY Yeqezyy
SuensLy) ueQ 9007 Arerugag :aod
SIeyssprypisuel], 000°S1$ VdLON
/Bued 000°sZ$ X IVLS VIS ApnyS I0pIII0) JSUEIL, 71 US ‘st
woweSeurly DDd ‘D
uoneNsIUIWpPY
JURID 95BYOING SOIRA
(seanyoo1q
‘sderp ) suenered oue[og Jo
ssouaIeMe 9seaIou] pue Suneyiely g
000588 9 $31010d AoustolIy 901A18S '
000CeS A ayepdn) wewoardy Swipung D
uySne ol eury 000°s€$ Dpue J-'d SULIONUOIA SoUBULIOLISd g
SpIByoTy peqezlly 000SEs vV Aprig JuSWSSIsSY 'Y

aleysepryAIsuel |
JAV.LS AVI'T
LINHANLIVIHA

LSO LOALOUd "LSH

000°0%1$

80-L00T AA

L0-900T Ad 90-S00T A1

900T/0T/TI00T/EECO000/S1/C parepd() Iser]
80-L00T A/ L0-900T X4/ 90-5007 A4
JO4 SLOIArodd ALRIONd

ALIMOHLAV NOILVLYOdSNVIL ONVIOS

qUNOS
UNNA

ADNIAODV
avia'l




SHBF00D | HOISIDX §()-¢ T8T STI0[0A ATHOTITSToWYoDITy JTH0403[ 190 G2AN0002o70d DFIVL

sudredwe) '3
Emumoufoom:m\(ho%o_uﬁmd

weigold (HYd) swoy
opry Aousfrowq jo uonsjdwo)y D

ANOVSA weidold seAnuSdY] [N ‘g
uIySne ol eury OVIDA wesdold [ONS Sunosey v
SpIeyoTy Yyioqeziy Vo4l
STeysapryAIsuel], 000°005$ X X X DLW V1S v
™
‘Suipury axyny 1oj syosfoxd aredary g 10..
UONeNSIUIUIPY
JeBu[i epurjo X ANVL 103(01 [oodueA LAIT BISIA O 'V
SPIBYOTY yieqeziyg L1411
Sieysspryaisuel], 000°001$ X X X val Auno)/v1s oy
s109(o1d I0)TUON "
(90, AeIN) uopo9yes 300fo1y D
(90. yoreW) swalorg 103 118D g
SpIeqory yioqezijy UONEUIpIoo)) Sjenu] 'y
SIeysapryaisuel, 000°S1$ X X IVLS DIW/VILS JUSURSBURTA] WELS01d JUIPRII] ‘6¢
‘Kemiapun
uonejuswejdw pue paure}qo
jueid 1417 :smes /pajerdwo)
uoxiq D
L0900 Ad -Apms ofofiep g
90-$00T Ad
Apmig pleyareg/elepio) v
Spleyory yreqezig 000°0¢$ EAARY (dI9D) surmusig
Sieysapryisuel], 000°0€$ 0gD/01N DLN/VLS
HAVLS AVA'T ADNADV
JINIINLAVAAd LSOO 1LOArodd "1.SH4 80-L00T A4 L0-900T A 90-S00T AA AaANNA avial

900T/0EES00CEE7CI002/E1/C ‘parepd( Ise]
80-L007 XA/ L0-900T X4 /90-500T XA
JO4d S1DArodd ALOnId

ALNMOHLAV NOILVLYQJdSNVIL ONVTOS




SUBFTOO0p | HORTONG)- 577 S10101 AN 0T T SIHa i ouTY STHORI 90 G000 o0 DV LI

<
o
Lan}
opelm,J uesng WeIs01g
ooueuLy/s1oafo1g X X X AR V1S TUSURTEqY SPNIPA pue pouopueqy | Ty

‘swer3oad Suro8uo sre
siomo ‘wessold HYH 10§ 900T Ul dDF

HY4 wswsydun
Ppue ‘soanuaou] ‘Suneyiely [smuig

SO0IAISSOJR], ‘D
sjueAg g

d423dN0S ADNIOV
80-L00T AA L0-900T A4 90-S00T XA aANNA avil SLOMOUd ALIJOIdd

JIVLS AVA'T
INANWLAVJIAd

900T/0F/E900C/c17c9007/51/¢ ‘parepdy) jser] ) FRRNPTYS LOTRROAND2 D, OGS
80-L00Z Xd / L0-900T XA / 90-S00T X4
Y04 SLOAr0Yd ALIIOTId

ALTYOHLAV NOILVLYOdSNVIL ONV'IOS



Agenda Item VIII.C
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 13, 2006

FROM: Jennifer Tongson, Assistant Project Manager

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

RE: 2007 Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) Development

Background:
The federally required Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is a comprehensive listing

of all Bay Area transportation projects that receive federal funds or that are subject to a
federally required action. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) prepares and
adopts the TIP every two years, which will cover a four-year period, must be financially
constrained by year (meaning that the amount of dollars programmed must not exceed the
amount of dollars estimated to be available), and must be consistent with the Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). Transit, highway, local roadway, bicycle and pedestrian projects
are all included in the TIP.

The impact of the TIP on regional air quality must also be evaluated as part of the
development of the new TIP. MTC is responsible for making an air quality conformity
determination for the TIP in accordance with federal Clean Air Act requirements and
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) conformity regulations.

Discussion:

To prepare for the upcoming expiration of the 2005 TIP (set to expire on September 30,
2006), MTC is initiating the development of the 2007 TIP. Developing the 2007 TIP requires
that project sponsors review all their projects in the current TIP and inform STA of:

Projects that are completed and should be archived;

Projects that need to be continued into the new TIP;

Any changes to existing projects (scope, funding, contact person, etc); and

Updating project costs. Federal regulations require that the project listings reflect the
latest estimates of the total project costs including all local funds, for all phases of the
project.

W N e

Transit operators are responsible for working directly with MTC to update their projects into
the TIP. For other public works projects, project sponsors will need to coordinate with the
STA, who is the designated agency responsible for updating projects in the TIP using the
WebFMS online TIP system.

The WebFMS system can be found at http://webfms.mtc.ca.gov/webfims/home. Local
agencies can query, view, and print a list of their projects, although they do not have access
to make changes to their projects.
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MTC’s amendment period for the 2007 TIP update is from Monday, March 27 to Monday,
April 10. Edits and updates to projects in the TIP will not be accepted by MTC after Monday,
April 10, 2006. STA staff is requesting that project sponsors take the following actions prior
to the start of the MTC’s amendment period:

1. Go to the “Project Search” section of the WebFMS system, perform a query search
for your agency, and print out your projects.

2. Use the print-outs to manually edit and make changes to each project, and also note
whether the project has been completed and can therefore be archived. Use the
attached memo from MTC to assist you in your review.

3. A copy of your edits must be submitted to the STA by Friday, March 24" (by hard
copy, fax, or .pdf) for inclusion in the 2007 TIP. STA staff will submit the edits into
the WebFMS system during MTC’s amendment period.

After April 10", the TIP will be reviewed by MTC and will run through an air quality
conformity analysis. The Final TIP is scheduled for approval by FHWA and FTA on
Monday, October 2, 2006.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A.MTC Memo, 2007 TIP Development.
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ATTACHMENT A

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
M - TRANSPORTATION 01 Eighth Strect
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: Finance Working Group DATE: February 1, 2006
FR: Raymond Odunlami, Programming and Allocations Section

RE: 2007 TIP Development

The 2005 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) is set to expire on September 30, 2006.
Therefore, it is time to develop a new TIP. This letter provides instructions for development of
the 2007 TIP, which covers the 4-year period, federal fiscal year (FFY) 2006-07 through FFY
2009-10 as allowed under the new Safe, Accountable, Flexible, and Efficient Transportation
Equity Act (SAFTETEA). Note that this is a change from all previous TIPs, which have covered
a three (3) year period.

The 2007 TIP will be developed using MTC’s Web Fund Management System (WebFMS)
which most of you are now accustomed to. However, if your staff has not used the system or
needs additional training in its use, please contact us as soon as possible and we will arrange a
training session.

Developing the 2007 TIP entails reviewing of all your current TIP projects, and informing us of:

1. Which projects are completed and should be archived;

2. Which projects need to be continued into the new TIP;

3 Which transit funds programmed in the prior year and not yet included in a FTA grant,
need to be carried over into the first year of the TIP (this applies to transit projects only);

4. Any changes to existing projects (scope, funding, contact person, etc); and

5 Updating project costs. Federal regulations require that the project listings reflect the
latest estimates of the total project costs including all local funds, costs of all phases.

The link to the WebFMS application is:
http://webfms.mtc.ca.gov/webfms/home
CMAss are advised to coordinate the timely project review by counties and cities within their
jurisdiction. As a reminder, cities and counties do not have submittal rights in the WebFMS

~ application, as such CMAs are required to submit projects on behalf of the Cities and Counties.
Transit operators can access the system directly.
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Memo to FWG
February 1, 2006
Page 2 of 4

To reduce the need of future TIP Amendments, CMAs, transit operators and project sponsors
need to ensure that all entries are complete and correct before submitting. Do not “submit” a
project until you are sure that the review of that project is completed. You can “save and exit”
the project and return to complete and submit it at a later date.

Projects will be available for review starting Monday, March 27, 2006 and we would appreciate
it if you could complete the process as soon as possible, BUT NO LATER THAN APRIL 10,
2006. If you have any questions, or encounter any problems during this process, please call
Raymond Odunlami at (510) 817-5799 or e-mail him at Rodunlami@mitc.ca.gov.

The Draft 2007 TIP and the draft air quality conformity analysis will be released for public
review on May 17, 2006, with a public hearing scheduled for June 14, 2006. In order to
accommodate this schedule, no edits will be accepted after Monday, April 10, 2006.

The listing for each project that will be available for your review will show how the project
currently appears in our 2005 TIP including any pending amendment versions. All fields in the
application are editable. Please make revisions only where necessary.

Once you are ready to begin the review and editing of your projects (After Monday, March 27,
2006 and before April 10, 2006):

1. Go the WebFMS site;
2. Sign in and click on the “Universal Application” tab;

3. Choose “Resume In-process Application” - this will allow you to see the latest version of
all your projects in an editable format; and
4 Begin your project review.

Please focus your review on the following elements:
1. Are your projects properly listed in the TIP?

Review project name and project description to ensure that the name, limits and scope are
accurate.

2. Are the dollar amounts, fund sources and programming years correct?

In most cases, particularly for federal and state funding, the fund sources and amounts
should not be changed, since they reflect official MTC programming actions.

Please revise local fund sources and amounts to reflect total project costs or updated total
project costs.

For FTA funds, if the funds are currently programmed prior to FY2006-07 and it has not
been included in a grant, use the carryover field to indicate to us that the funds need to be
carried over into the new TIP. This applies to FTA funds only.
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Memo to FWG

February 1, 2006
Page 3 of 4

3.

Are all funded phases reflected in the project listing?

As part of the regulations that require that project listings show the total project costs,
federal guidance requires that all funded phases be reflected accurately in the project
listing. If a project listing does not show any amount programmed for a phase, (e.g. Env,
PE, PS&E, ROW or Con) a formal TIP amendment and perhaps a new conformity
analysis would be required to amend such a phase into the TIP if necessary in the future.
Therefore, you must show all funded phases (even if funded with local resources) in your
project listings if they are not listed already.

Should the project be included in the 2005 TIP or can the project be archived?

Are any projects completed, fully obligated (FHWA projects) or in an approved or
pending FTA grant? Are any projects listed more than once?

If all federal or state funding for the project has been awarded, obligated or the project
has been completed, or if all project funding is prior to FY07 and if no further federal
action is anticipated for the project, the project can be archived.

If the project is not yet completed and you would like it to be included in the 2007 TIP
for informational purposes, place a check in the “No, project is not complete” box, and
use the “submit” button. Do not use the “archive” button.

Should the Carryover Field be checked?

For FTA funds programmed prior to FY07 that have been obligated or included in an
approved FTA grant, the carryover field does not need to be used.

Please enter Carryover to 2007 if:
a) The funds are in a pending FTA grant; or
b) If the funds have been transferred to FTA from FHWA but have not been
included in a FTA grant; or
c¢) If the funds are a prior year FTA earmark not yet obligated or included in a grant.

Do not use the Carryover Field for non-FTA funds.

The project listings show the latest version of the project including pending amendments.
Please check your projects to ensure that pending amendments are shown correctly.

In addition to federally funded projects, the TIP must also include regionally significant
locally funded projects. Review your agency’s capital improvement program for FY
2006-07 through FY 2009-10 to determine if your locally funded projects must be
included in the TIP. A locally funded project is considered regionally significant if it
impacts air quality in the Bay Area or if it will require any form of FTA, FHWA or other
federal agency action. For example, addition of an interchange to the interstate system,
that is capacity increasing or a project that requires federal permits would need to be
shown in the TIP. (Additional information regarding regionally significant locally funded
projects is provided in Attachment A.)
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Memo to FWG
February 1, 2006
Page 4 of 4

To propose a new regionally significant project, go to the “Universal Application” tab of
the WebFMS and propose a new project for each of your new regionally significant
projects, so that we can include them in the TIP.

8. After your review, update the contact information section located at the end of each
project listing and submit the project to MTC for review and inclusion into the 2007 TIP
by March 24, 2006.

If you have any funding specific question(s) please contact the following MTC staff persons;

STP/CMAQ Craig Goldblatt (510) 817-5837
Section 5307/5309/AB664 Funds Glen Tepke (510) 817-5781
STIP/TE Kenneth Folan (510) 817-5804
General TIP and WebFMS questions ~ Raymond Odunlami (510) 817-5799
RM2 Melanie Choy (510) 817-5865

We appreciate your help updating the TIP. Time spent now getting the TIP entries correct will
save time in the future by minimizing additional changes in the future and will prevent having to
do additional air quality conformity analyses.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this request.

Attachment A — Definition of Regionally Significant locally Funded Project
Attachment B — TIP Development Schedule

110



Attachment A

DOES THE PROJECT NEED TO BE INCLUDED IN THE TIP?

DOES THE
PROJECT
PROJECT TYPE NEED TO BE
INCLUDED IN
THE TIP?
Al. Federally funded? and/or federal YES
actions or permits required (excluding
projects exempt from the Clean Air Act)
B|- State funded YES
¢ No federal action required.
C|+ 100% locally funded. YES
¢ No federal action required.
¢ Regionally signiﬁcant3
D|+ 100% locally funded. NO
¢  No federal action required.
¢ Not regionally significant

Footnotes:

1Proiect Level Conformity: While several classes of projects are defined to make it easier to
understand MTC project review procedures, we urge project sponsors to contact MTC staff as
early as possible in the project development process to discuss the project review procedures,
which will be applied to a proposed project. Planning, budgetary, or other issues might warrant a
higher standard of review.

2Federally Funded: Any transportation project receiving federal funds, or that requires federal
permits must be included in the TIP. Because of the co-mingling of federal and state funds in the
State Highway Account, it is assumed that all projects using State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) funds are “federalized” and must go through project review and air quality
conformity.

3Regionallx significant: Regionally significant projects must be included in the TIP to ensure
adequacy of the conformity analysis. Regionally significant projects are those that are capacity
increasing, including principal arterial highways or fixed guideway transit facilities that offer an
alternative to regional highway travel. Other projects may be deemed regionally significant if
necessary to ensure adequate conformity analysis.

4Pro’|ect Review: All projects included in the TIP must be consistent with MTC’s Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). For a non-capacity increasing project this review would typically be
complete upon the Commission’s adoption of the TIP. For a capacity increasing project (e.g. lane
additions or park & ride lots of at least 250 spaces) the project must be reviewed by the
Programming and Allocations Review Committee and the Commission; and they make RTP
consistency findings by means of a resolution.
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ATTACHMENT B

2007 TIP
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP)
Schedule of Key Dates
February 1, 2006

Mon., Jan. 23, 2006

Call for New Non-Exempt Projects Not Already In The TIP

Fri. February 10, 2006

Last day to Submit Request for Formal TIP Amendment

Mon., Feb. 13, 2006

Deadline to Submit List of New Non-Exempt Projects Not Already In The TIP

Fri., March 24, 2006

TIP Lock Down — No More TIP Amendments And Begin Of 2007 TIP Development

Mon., March 27, 2006

Beginning of Project Review by Project Sponsors

Mon., April 10, 2006

End of Project Review by Sponsors and Beginning of Internal Review by MTC Program
Managers

Wed., April 26, 2006

Review of 2007 TIP project list and conformity approach by AQCTF

Wed., May 10, 2006

Review of Admin. Draft Conformity Analysis by AQCTF

Mon., May 17, 2006

Release of Draft TIP and Draft Conformity Analysis for Public Comment period

Wed., June 14, 2006

Public Hearing on Draft TIP and Draft Conformity Analysis

Friday, July 5, 2006

Close of Public Comment Period

Wed., July 12, 2006

PAC Review of Draft 2007 TIP and Draft Conformity Analysis and referral to Commission
For Approval

Wed., July 26, 2006

Final 2007 TIP and Final Air Quality Conformity Analysis approved by the Commission

Tues. Aug. 26, 2006

2007 TIP Submitted to Caltrans

Mon., October 2, 2006

Final 2007 TIP and Final Conformity Analysis - Approved by FHWA and FTA

J\COMMITTE\Partnership\Partnership Finance\Joint Working Groups Admin\Agenda Items\2006\02_February\ 1.3¢ 2007 TIP Development Attach B.doc
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Agenda Item VIIL.D
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 10, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services

RE: Transportation Development Act (TDA) and State Transit Assistance Funds

(STAF) 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.

Solano County receives over $13 million in TDA funds and approximately $420,000 of
STAF funds per fiscal year. STAF funds have been used for a wide range of activities,
including providing matching funds for the purchase of buses, funding several transit studies,
funding transit marketing activities, covering new bus purchase shortfalls on start up new
intercity services when the need arises, and supporting STA transportation planning efforts.
STAF funds must be spent in the fiscal year they are allocated.

In June 2005, the STA Board approved the countywide TDA matrix for FY 2005-06. In
October 2005, the STA Board approved an amended FY 2005-06 list of STAF projects. A
new TDA matrix and STAF project list will need to be developed for FY2006-07 by fiscal
year end.

Discussion:

The new TDA and STAF FY 2006-07 and FY 2005-06 carryover revenue projections have
been drafted by MTC are expected to be adopted February 22™. Preliminary estimates are
encouraging and suggest funding from these sources may increase in FY 2006-07. The status
of these fund estimates and unallocated FY 2005-06 funds will be presented to TAC and
Consortium at the February meetings.

Recommendation:
Informational.

113



114



Agenda Item VIILE
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 10, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Unmet Transit Needs Comments for FY 2006-07

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

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

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

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

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

The Unmet Transit Needs public hearing for the FY 2006-07 TDA funding cycle was
held on Wednesday, December 7, 2005. The public offered comments at the hearing as
well as submitted comments directly to MTC. MTC has drafted a summary of the issues
that were raised by the public that is expected to be ready for review by the TAC and
Consortium at their February meeting. By working with the affected Solano transit
operators, the STA will coordinate a response. To complete the process prior to July 1, a
draft of the coordinated responses should be prepared in time for review and approval by
the TAC and Consortium at their April meeting.

Recommendation:
Informational.
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Agenda Item VIILF
February 22, 2006

DATE:  February 13,2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM:  Anna McLaughlin, Program Manager/Analyst
RE: Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) FY 2005-06 Mid Year Report

Backg' round:
Solano Transportation Authority (STA)’s Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI)

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

The STA Board approved the FY 2005-06 Work Program for the Solano Napa Commuter
Information (SNCI) Program in July 2005 (Attachment A). The Work Program included ten
major elements:

1. Customer Service

2. Employer Program

3. Vanpool Program

4. Incentives

5. Emergency Ride Home

6. Fall Campaign

7. California Bike to Work Campaign

8. General Marketing

9. Rio Vista LIFT SolanoWORKS Vanpool Project
10. CalWORKS Support

With the completion of the first half of the fiscal year, SNCI progress on the Work Program
is presented in Attachment B.

Discussion:
The SNCI program has had an active and productive first six months of FY 2005-06.
Following are highlights of accomplishments from selected program elements.

Customer Service and General Marketing (#1 and #8)

SNClI staff assisted over 1,500 individuals who called in requesting rideshare, transit, and
other information. A total of 32 events were staffed throughout Solano and Napa Counties,
serving 1,335 individuals. Over 500 carpool/vanpool matchlists were processed. Over
26,000 pieces of public transit schedules were distributed along with 6,706 SNCI Commuter
Guides, 6,169 BikeLinks maps, and 4,981 SolanoLinks brochures
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via phone and internet requests, events, and 111 display racks throughout Solano and
Napa Counties. Additionally, a Vallejo Transit intercity bus was wrapped with a colorful
design promoting the SNCI program. Staff also responded to transit disruptions with the
potential BART strike and the termination of the Napa Valley Commute Club by
providing customized rideshare and transit information to effected commuters.

Employer Program and Fall Campaign (#2 and #6)

The Great Race for Clean Air served as the Fall Campaign in September 2005 and
included a mailing of promotional materials to over 400 Solano and Napa employers.
The campaign also included print advertisements and radio ads on KUIC and
KVYN/KVON radio stations. Presentations, detailing the benefits of alternative
commute programs, have been made to six employers, four employer events have been
staffed, and density maps have been created for two employers.

Vanpool Program and Incentives (#3 and #4)

The SNCI vanpool program is making progress with the formation of 4 new vanpools and
140 vanpool assists to drivers and coordinators. To date, $2,775 has been spent on
commuter incentives with 21 individuals participating.

Emergency Ride Home Program (#5)

Policies and procedures for the Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program were finalized
and approved. Staff has finalized promotional materials and the program will be
available to Solano County employers beginning in March 2006.

California Bike to Work Campaign (#7)
These activities are scheduled for implementation during the second half of the fiscal
year.

Welfare to Work Programs (#9 and #10)

The Low Income Flexible Transportation (LIFT) funding agreement between MTC and
the City of Rio Vista for a CalWORKS vanpool project is in effect. The final agreement
among the STA, City of Rio Vista, and the County of Solano, who will be partners in
implementing this project, has been executed.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachments:
A. SNCI Work Program FY 2005-06
B. FY 2005-06 Mid Year Report
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ATTACHMENT A

Solano Napa Commuter Information
Work Program
FY 2005-06

10.

. Customer Service: Provide the general public with high quality, personalized rideshare,

transit, and other non-drive alone trip planning through tele-services and through other
means. Continue to incorporate regional customer service tools such as 511, 511.org and
others.

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Rio Vista LIFT Solano WORKS Vanpool Project: Implement vanpool program designed
for SolanoWORKS clients who live in Rio Vista. Administer two vanpools to travel from

Rio Vista to Fairfield and manage multi-agency project.

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

Solano Napa Commuter Information
FY 2005-06 Mid-Year Report

1. Customer Service
SNCT staff assisted over 1,500 individuals who called in requesting rideshare, transit,
and other information. Over 500 carpool/vanpool matchlists were processed; 333 were
for newly interested commuters and 175 were updates.

Tens of thousands of materials were distributed in response to phone calls, through
numerous displays, at events, and through other means. Over 26,000 pieces of public
transit schedules were distributed along with 6,706 SNCI Commuter Guides, 6,169
BikeLinks maps, and 4,981 SolanoLinks brochures.

2. Employer Program '
Employers throughout Solano and Napa Counties and a select few outside the counties

have received a range of employer services. In August, SNCI created and mailed to
Solano and Napa employers received Great Race for Clean Air campaign packets to
promote alternative transportation and clean air to their employees. Employers also
received a mailing in December, highlighting SNCI’s services and accomplishments
over the past year.

SNCI program staff actively participated in the Napa BAAQMD Clean Air Coalition
and took a lead roll in creating a Car Free Tourism website — the coalition’s primary
project for the year. Presentations and individual consultations, detailing the benefits of
alternative commute programs, have been made to six employers. SNCI has staffed
four employer events, and prepared two density maps highlighting employee

commutes. Additionally, SNCI has prepared a customized carpool incentive proposal
for St. Helena Hospital. SNCI remains an active member of the Chambers of
Commerce in Solano and Napa Counties by participating in committees and as well as
outreaching to other members and the public.

3. Vanpool Program
A total of 4 new vanpools were formed. One of these vanpools travels from the

Sacramento area to Travis Air Force Base. The others travel from Solano County to
Sacramento, Napa County, and San Mateo County.

Vanpool support is very important to maintain the existing strong vanpool fleet. On-
going support has been sustained with the completion of 140 vanpool assists. Vanpool
assists include processing Motor Vehicle Reports per Department of Motor Vehicle
requirements, issuing Sworn Statement Cards, processing driver medical
reimbursements, distributing van signs and/or bridge scrip, researching information for
vanpools, etc.  Also, in an effort to better serve existing vanpools, customizations were
made to the vanpool database making regular contact with vanpool coordinators and
drivers more systematic.
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4. Incentives
SNCI continues to offer three ongoing commuter incentives: Vanpool Back-up Driver
Incentive, Vanpool Formation Incentive, and a Bicycle Incentive. During the past six
months, $2,775 has been distributed to these programs with 21 individual commuters
participating. The two vanpool incentives are ongoing and continue to support new and
existing vanpools. Staff expects to see more use of the ongoing bicycle incentive with
the Spring Bike to Work Campaign.

S. Emergency Ride Home
During the first half of FY05/06, staff completed the development of the Emergency
‘Ride Home (ERH) Program for Solano County employers. The STA Board approved

the program in July 2005. A Request for Proposals was issued for taxi and rental car
services and vendors were selected. Marketing materials were finalized and printed.
SNCI will begin marketing this new program to employers early in 2006. Marketing
will include a mailing to employers, outreach through chambers of commerce, press
releases, and radio ads on KUIC.

6. Fall Campaign
SNCI worked with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District and other

Transportation Demand Management organizations in the Bay Area to support the
Great Race for Clean Air as the Fall Campaign. The campaign lasted throughout the
month of September and encouraged individuals to try four different alternative modes
(bus, ferry, rail, rideshare, bike and walk) in four weeks. Local outreach in Solano and
Napa Counties included a mailing of promotional materials to employers and follow-up
calls, advertisements in monthly direct-mail circulars, and radio advertisements in both
counties. Approximately 100 employers participated in the campaign by displaying
posters, sending emails to employees, and/or distributing customized paycheck inserts
and flyers. Additional promotion for the campaign included an on-air interview on
Napa’s KVON-AM radio station.

7. California Bike to Work Week
Planning for the 2006 Bike to Work Campaign began in November 2005 with the
meeting of the regional Bike to Work Technical Advisory Committee. The Bay Area
Bicycle Coalition is coordinating the Regional Campaign for the Bay Area. SNCI will
be coordinating the Solano and Napa County campaigns. SNCI staff will be attending
Solano and Napa Bicycle Advisory Committee meetings in January and early February
to solicit local input and feedback to coordinate the campaign locally. Bike to Work
Day will be held on Thursday, May 18, 2006.

8. General Marketing
Staff maintained 111 display racks throughout Solano and Napa Counties with SNCI

literature and regional transit information — an increase of 9 from the previous year. A
total of 32 events were staffed throughout Napa and Solano Counties: 4 employer
events and 28 community events with 1,335 people served at these events and 4,511
pieces of rideshare and transit materials distributed. Additionally, a Vallejo Transit
intercity bus was wrapped with a colorful design promoting the SNCI program.
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10.

In July, staff worked with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission and other
regional transportation agencies to coordinate resources and plan for a potential BART
strike. Staff also helped coordinate employer participation and input in the SR 12
Transit Study along the proposed route from Rio Vista to Napa.

The termination of the Napa Valley Commute Club from Napa to San Francisco
disrupted dozens of individual commuters. Staff worked to inform the effected
individuals of alternative commute options including carpool, vanpool, and transit.

The SNCI Commuter Guide was updated and reprinted as well as the SolanoLinks
Transit Brochure and Wall Map.

Rio Vista LIFT Solano WORKS Vanpool Project

The Low Income Flexible Transportation (LIFT) funding agreement between MTC and
the City of Rio Vista for a CalWORKS vanpool project is in effect. The final
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) among the STA, City of Rio Vista, and the
County of Solano who will be partners in implementing this project has been executed.
A vanpool vendor has been selected and staff is working with Solano County staff to
recruit vanpool drivers and passengers. =

CalWORKS (Welfare to Work) Support

SNCI has provided support to Solano and Napa’s Welfare to Work activities as needed.
Primary activity in Solano has been the execution of the MOU leading to
implementation of the Rio Vista CalWORKS vanpool. In Napa, SNCI has lent support
to their annual survey.
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Agenda Item VIIL.G
February 22, 2006

DATE: February 14, 2006

TO: SolanoLinks Intercity Transit Consortium
FROM: Anna McLaughlin, Program Manager/Analyst
RE: SNCI Monthly Issues

Background:
Each month, the STA’s Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) program staff provides

an update to the Consortium on several key issues: Napa and Solano transit schedule status,
Partnership Regional Transit Marketing Committee, Solano Welfare to Work, and
promotions. Other items are included as they become relevant.

Discussion:

1. Transit Schedules: The monthly transit schedule matrix was distributed to all Solano and
Napa operators the week of February 13th via email. Based on the response received, an
updated transit matrix will be provided at the meeting.

2. Partnership’s Regional Transit Marketing Committee (RTMC): The next RTMC
meeting will be on March 14™.

3. Welfare to Work (Solano): Staff continues to work with the County to recruit vanpool
passengers and drivers in Rio Vista. A meeting is set up for February 24™ with SNCI,
County staff, and Rio Vista staff to discuss outreach.

4. Promotions: Planning continues for the 2006 Bike to Work Day. Staff has attended the
STA and NCTPA Bicycle Advisory Committee meetings and received feedback that will be
used to coordinate the campaign in Solano and Napa Counties.

S. Events: SNCI has been staffing information booths at events where transit information is
distributed along with a range of commute options information. Recent events include the
first day of classes at Solano Community College and an employer transportation event at
Dey Labs in Napa

Recommendation:
Informational.
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