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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
AGENDA

1:30 p.m., Wednesday, September 28, 2005
Solano Transportation Authority
One Harbor Center, Suite 130
Suisun City, CA

ITEM
CALL TO ORDER

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

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

REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC, AND STA STAFF
(1:35 -1:40 p.m.)
A. STIA Board Update

CONSENT CALENDAR
Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one

motion.
(1:40-1:45 p.m.)

A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of August 31, 2005 — Pg. 1
Recommendation:
Approve minutes of August 31, 2005.

B. STA Board Meeting Highlights — September 14, 2005 -
Pg. 9
Informational

C. STAFY 2005-06 Meeting Calendar - Pg. 15
Informational

D. Funding Opportunities Summary - Pg. 17
Informational

STAFF PERSON

Daryl Halls, Chair

Daryl Halls

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

Johanna Masiclat

Sam Shelton



E. Solano Paratransit Vehicle Lease Agreement - Pg. 26 Elizabeth Richards
Recommendation:
Recommend that the STA Board authorize the Executive
Director to execute the attached Solano Paratransit
Vehicle Lease Agreement.

F. Solano Paratransit Assessment Study — Pg. 37 Elizabeth Richards
Recommendation:
Recommend the following to the STA Board:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to release a
Request for Proposals for the Solano Paratransit
Assessment Study.
2. Authorize the Executive Director to execute a
contract with a consultant for the Solano
Paratransit Assessment Study not-to-exceed

$35,000.

G. State Partnership Planning Grant and Local Match for Robert Guerrero
SR 113 Major Investment and Corridor Study and
Status Report and Grant Request for Other Pending
Corridor Studies — Pg. 39
Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt a
resolution approving an application for Caltrans’ State
Transportation Planning Grant Program for $250,000 for
the SR 113 Corridor Study with a local match of in-kind or
funding contribution.

H. Final 2005 Solano Congestion Management Program Sam Shelton
(CMP) - Pg. 45
Recommendation:
Recommend that the STA Board approve the Final 2005
Congestion Management Program and forward to MTC.

VI. ACTION ITEMS

A. Programming of the 2006 State Transportation Jennifer Tongson
Improvement Program (STIP)
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Review and provide comments to MTC's draft 2006
RTIP Policies and Procedures.
2. Set Special TAC Meeting to program 2006 STIP
following CTC approval of 2006 STIP Fund
Estimate.
(1:45-1:55 p.m.) — Pg. 47




B. Jepson Parkway Status, Schedule and Contract
Amendment with Jones and Stokes, Inc. to Complete
EIR/S
Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize
the Executive Director to approve:

1. The updated schedule for the completion of the
Jepson Parkway EIR/S

2. Amended STA Budget for the completion of the
Jepson Parkway EIR/S

3. Funding Agreement with the City of Fairfield to
provide $100,000 for completion of the Jepson
Parkway EIR/S..

4. Contract Amendment with Jones and Stokes, Inc. to
complete the additional scope of work necessary to
complete the Jepson Parkway EIR/S for an amount
not to exceed $240,000

(1:55-2:00 p.m.) — Pg. 107

C. SAFETEA Third Cycle — STP Local Streets and Roads
Call for Projects
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Review and recommend the STA Board approve the
draft distribution of $3.462M in Third Cycle Local
Streets and Roads funds, pending the MTC
Commission’s adoption of the $66M programming
amounts for LS&Rs on November 16, 2005, as
specified in Attachment A; and
2. Initiate a Call for Projects for Third Cycle Local
Streets and Roads projects.
(2:00 - 2:05 p.m.) — Pg. 129

D. MTC’s T-2030 Plan — Review of “Calls to Action”
Proposals
Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board authorizing
the Executive Director to transmit a letter requesting
amendments to MTC's Transportation 2030 Calls to
Action — High Priority Action Items and Work Plan as
specified.
(2:05-2:10 p.m.) — Pg. 149

Dan Christians

Jennifer Tongson

Daryl Halls



E. Countywide TLC Planning Grants for FY 2005-06
Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve

the following projects for FY 2005-06 Countywide

Transportation for Livable Communities Planning Funds

as specified:

1. City of Fairfield-Alan Witt Transportation Linkage

Design Project ($50,000)
2. City of Rio Vista-Waterfront Plan (350,000)

3. City of Vacaville-Vacaville Creekwalk Extension

(325,000)
(2:10-2:15p.m.) - Pg. 171

F. Legislative Update — September 2005 and STA’s Draft

2006 Legislative Priorities and Platform
Recommendation:

Forward the STA’s Draft 2006 Legislative Priorities and

Platform to the STA Board with a recommendation to
distribute for 30-day review and comment.
(2:15-2:20 p.m.) - Pg. 185

G. Solano County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Funds

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to allocate
Solano County Bicycle and Pedestrian Program funding

based on a funding split of 1/3 to pedestrian-related
projects and 2/3 to bicycle-related projects.
(2:20-2:25 p.m.) — Pg. 199

H. Marketing Consultant Services for STA, SolanoLinks,

and SNCI Marketing Plan 2006-2007 (Phase II) —
Recommendation:
Approve the following:

1. The proposed Marketing Plan (Phase II) for STA,

SolanoLinks Transit, and SNCI as specified in
Attachment A; and

2. Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to

authorize the Executive Director to release a
Request for Proposals (RFP) for a two-year
marketing consultant services contract in an
amount not to exceed $170,000.

(2:25-2:30 p.m.) — Pg. 203

Robert Guerrero

Jayne Bauer

Robert Guerrero

Jayne Bauer



VII.

VIIIL

INFORMATION ITEMS

A.

Project Study Report Overview

Informational
(2:30—2:35 p.m.) — Pg. 209

Alternative Modes Fund Strategy

Informational
(2:35—-2:40 p.m.) — Pg. 223

Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearing for FY 2006-07

Informational
(2:40 — 2:45 p.m.) — Pg. 229

Intercity Transit Funding Agreement

Informational
(2:45-2:50 p.m.) — Pg. 231

ADJOURNMENT

Jennifer Tongson

Robert Guerrero

Elizabeth Richards

Elizabeth Richards

The next regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee will be at
1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, October 26, 2005.
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Solano Cransportation Audhotity

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
Minutes of the meeting
August 31, 2005

CALL TO ORDER

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

Present: :
TAC Members Present: Dan Schiada City of Benicia
Janet Koster City of Dixon
Charlie Beck City of Fairfield
Gary Cullen City of Suisun City
Dale Pfeiffer City of Vacaville
Mark Akaba City of Vallejo
Paul Wiese County of Solano
Others Present: Mike Duncan City of Fairfield
Gian Aggarwal City of Vacaville
Ed Huestis City of Vacaville
Birgitta Corsello County of Solano
Dana Cowell Caltrans District 4
Cameron Oakes Caltrans District 4
Jeff Gerbracht MTC
Dale Dennis STA/PDMG
Daryl Halls STA
Dan Christians STA
Elizabeth Richards STA/SNCI
Anna McLaughlin STA/SNCI
Jayne Bauer STA
Robert Guerrero STA
Jennifer Tongson STA
Johanna Masiclat STA



II.

III.

Iv.

APPROVAL OF AGENDA

On a motion by Charlie Beck, and a second by Dan Schiada, the STA TAC approved the
agenda with the exception to move Agenda Item VIL.B, 1-80/1-680 Interchange and North
Connector Project Update to Agenda Item VI.G.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT

None presented.

REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF

Caltrans:

MTC:

STA:

Other:

Cameron Oakes announced the August 31, 2005 public meeting of the
South County SR 29 Corridor Study in American Canyon. He also
advised the STA or the City of Vallejo to attend the next Steering
Committee meeting to be scheduled in September.

None presented.

Robert Guerrero requested letters of support from member agencies for
the SR 113 Corridor Study.

Jayne Bauer announced the Ribbon Cutting Ceremony for SR 37 and
Freeway Widening and Interchange Project on Friday, September 2, 2005
at 10:30 a.m. in Vallejo.

City of Fairfield’s Mike Duncan reported and distributed information
(Article: Federal Register/Vol. 70. No. 131/Monday, July 11, 2005)
regarding Project Authorization and Agreements by the Federal Highway
Administration (FHWA) - “Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)”;
He noted that comments must be received on or before September 9,
2005.

Solano County’s Paul Wiese provided an update to the Caltrans Tree
Removal/Prunning Project. He announced several informational open
houses scheduled in September and October in the cities of Benicia,
Fairfield, and Vallejo.

CONSENT CALENDAR

On a motion by Janet Koster, and a second by Gary Cullen, the STA TAC approved the
Consent Calendar.

Recommendations:
A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of June 29, 2005
Recommendation:

Approve minutes of June 29, 2005.



VI.

L

STA Board Meeting Highlights of July 13, 2005
Informational

STA Meeting Schedule Update

Informational

Funding Opportunities Summary
Informational

Bay Area Commute Profile Study
Informational

SolanoLinks Transit Consortium 2005 Work Plan
Mid-Year Status Update
Recommendation:
Recommend to the STA Board to:
1. Review and approve the mid-year Transit Consortium Work Plan Status
Update.
2. Add additional task to Consortium Work Plan:
Initiate Solano Paratransit Assessment Study.

Route 30 Performance Update
Recommendation:
Receive and file.

Federal Legislative Update — August 2005
Informational

Fall Campaign — Great Race for Clean Air
Informational

ACTION ITEMS

A.

SAFETEA Third Cycle STP/CMAQ Funding Policies

Daryl Halls reviewed the policy issues and priorities being proposed by MTC for the
allocation of Third Cycle funds. He cited that several CMA directors expressed
support at the August 1, 2005 meeting of the Partnership Board meeting for
dedicating the remaining estimated $100 to $150 million in Third Cycle funds to
increasing the funding for three specific purposes: Local Streets and Roads
Shortfall, Transit Capital Shortfall, and CMA Planning Activities.

Dale Pfeiffer recommended the proposed increased funding for CMA Planning and
Transit Capital be reduced and the additional funding be dedicated to Local Streets
and Roads.

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to request MTC dedicate additional
Third Cycle SAFETEA STP/CMAQ funds to Local Streets and Roads, Transit
Capital Replacement, and CMA Planning Activities.
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On a motion by Dale Pfeiffer, and a second by Charlie Beck, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.

Bay Area Partnership Board Membership

Daryl Halls outlined the process and eligibility criteria for adding new members to
the Bay Area Partnership Board. He cited that the City of Benicia’s request for
membership at the August 1, 2005 meeting was tabled to enable Solano County to
discuss the request in more detail at the Transit Consortium. He also noted that
based on MTC’s modified criteria for Partnership Board membership, all of Solano
County’s transit operators could be eligible to request membership on the Partnership
Board.

Recommendation:
Forward a recommendation to the Board pursuant to the following Bay Area
Partnership Board memberships:

1. Support the Bay Area Partnership Board membership request for Benicia
Transit and Fairfield/Suisun Transit Operators as recommended by the
Transit Consortium and the STA TAC.

2. Support adding to the Bay Area Partnership Board a public works director
representing the public works directors for the County of Solano.

On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Gary Cullen, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation to include modifications shown above in
bold italics.

MTC’s Continuation of the PTAP Program

Jennifer Tongson reviewed program options being discussed by MTC’s Local Streets
and Roads (LS&R) committee to continue funding for the Pavement Technical
Assistance Program (PTAP) as a regional program. She stated that STA will
continue to monitor the discussion of the future of the PTAP program and will keep
the TAC updated of any changes.

After discussion, the STA TAC expressed their continued support for the PTAP
Program as a required program to be funded by MTC.

Recommendations:
1. Recommend the STA TAC send a letter to MTC supporting the continuation
of PTAP as a regional program.
2. Recommend to the STA Board to send a letter to MTC supporting the
continuation of PTAP as a regional program.

By consensus, the STA TAC unanimously approved the recommendations.



2006 STIP Programming

Jennifer Tongson reviewed the current summary of 2004 STIP County Shares as
well as the updated draft 2006 Solano County STIP Funding Program, which was
distributed at the meeting. She cited that STA staff is proposing to “replace” the
STIP funds for local road rehabilitation with funds from the upcoming SAFETEA
Cycle 3 STP funds. She added that Solano County is expected to receive
approximately $4.6 million in STP funds for Local Streets & Roads (LS&R) from
SAFETEA Cycle 3. She noted that staff is proposing to replace the $2 million in the
STIP for LS&R projects with $2 million of STP funds.

At the request of the STA TAC, Jennifer provided a matrix that shows a preliminary
estimated distribution of the remaining $2.6 million potential SAFETEA-Cycle 3
funds for local streets and roads by jurisdiction. (The matrix does not include a
minimum amount threshold. The formula used is a 50%-50% hybrid of the Cycle 2
program (population) and the LS&R program (population, lane miles, and pavement
condition.)

Recommendation:
Recommend the following to the STA Board:

1. Approve the fund strategy to replace the $2 million in STIP funds for
specified local streets and road projects with $2 million in SAFETEA Cycle 3
funds for the same specified local streets and roads projects; and

2. Review and comment on the updated STIP funding program (to be provided
under separate cover).

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

State Legislative Update — August 2005

Jayne Bauer outlined four bills concerning vehicle registration fees that would make
funds available for transportation or other related projects. The bills cited were SB
658 (Kuehl)-Bay and Coastal motor vehicle mitigation program, SB 680 (Simitian)-
Congestion Management and Transportation Improvements: Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority, AB 1208 (Yee)-Local vehicle registration fee: San
Francisco, and AB 1623 (Klehs)-Management of Traffic Congestion and
Environmental Mitigation of Transportation in Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Napa,
and Sacramento Counties.

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

1. SB 658 (Kuehl)

2. SB 680 (Simitian)

3. AB 1208 (Yee)

4. AB 1623 (Klehs)

On a motion by Dan Schiada, and a second by Dale Pfeiffer, the STA TAC
unanimously approved the recommendation.
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VIIL.

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

Elizabeth Richards outlined additional requests received for Solano County STAF
funding, including $60,000 by the City of Fairfield for a consultant to study the
location and various others aspects of the Fairfield’s Central Transit Station, $12,000
by STA to amend the Safe Routes to School/Transit study contract; and $10,000 by
STA for an amendment to the existing consultant contract to incorporate modeling
needs for the Auburn to Oakland Commuter Rail Study.

Recommendation:

Recommend to the STA Board to approve an amendment to the FY 2005-06 STAF
project list on Attachment C and the preliminary FY 2006-07 STAF project list on
Attachment D.

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

I-80/1-680 Interchange and North Connector Project Update

Dale Dennis, Project Consultant, provided a status report on the proposed plan for
moving forward with the improvements to the I-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange
Complex. He cited two environmental documents being prepared in order to
advance improvements to the Interchange, one for the Interchange Complex (I-80/1-
680/SR 12 Interchange PA/ED) and one for the North Connector Project.

Recommendation:
Recommend the following to the STA Board:

1. Approve the strategy and preliminary schedules for advancing the
implementation of the I-80 HOV Lane (SR 12 West to Air Base Parkway)
project; and

2. Authorize the Executive Director to implement the strategy for expediting
delivery of the I-80 HOV Lane (SR 12 West to Air Base Parkway) project
and the North Connector project.

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

INFORMATION ITEMS

A.

Project Study Report (PSR) Overview

Dana Cowell, Deputy Director for Caltrans District 4, reviewed the steps to develop a
prioritized PSR funding plan for SHOPP, STIP, and locally funded projects. He cited
that Caltrans will be working closely with STA and the local agencies to discuss
prioritizing and categorizing specific PSR projects. Daryl Halls noted that $125,000
has been dedicated by STA in both its FY 2005-06 and FY 2006-07 budgets for PSR
work.

1-80/1-680 Interchange and North Connector Project Update
This item was moved to Agenda Item VI.G.
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C. Update of Small UZA Payback Plan
Elizabeth Richards informed the TAC that Caltrans has not given any indication that
they will pursue “repayment” from the Bay Area small transit operators. She cited
that STA would continue to work with MTC to monitor the situation.

D.  Status of SR 12 Transit Corridor Study
Dan Christians provided the TAC a revised report entitled “State Route 12 Corridor
Study, Existing Conditions and Service Plan Draft August 2005”. He noted that after
input is received from the third public meeting of August 29 and the next SR 12
Steering Committee (September 16), final revisions will be made to the report to
complete the proposed service plan, phasing, cost estimates and a funding plan.

E.  Status of Pedestrian Priority Projects
Robert Guerrero informed the TAC that PAC members are reviewing the current list
of pedestrian projects and will begin to prioritize the projects over the next few
months. He noted that field visits with project sponsors will be scheduled in early
September 2005 to provide a brief overview of the project area, description of project
need, and a description of vision for the proposed pedestrian facility improvements.

VIII. ADJOURNMENT

The meeting was adjourned at 3:30 p.m. The next regular meeting of the STA TAC is
scheduled for Wednesday, September 28, 2005 at 1:30 p.m.
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Solano Transportation Authority
BOARD HIGHLIGHTS
September 14, 2005
6:00 p.m.

TO: City Council Members and Members of the Board of Supervisors
(Attn: City Clerks and County Clerk of the Board)

FROM: Johanna Masiclat, STA Acting Clerk of the Board

RE: Summary Actions of the September 14, 2005 STA Board Meeting

Following is a summary of the actions taken by the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) at
the Board meeting of September 14, 2005. If you have any questions regarding specific items,
please give me a call at 424-6075.

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT:

Mary Ann Courville (Chair) City of Dixon

Len Augustine (Vice Chair) City of Vacaville
Steve Messina City of Benicia
Harry Price (Member Alternate) City of Fairfield
Jim Spering City of Suisun City
Anthony Intintoli City of Vallejo
John Silva County of Solano
BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT:

Karin MacMillan City of Fairfield
Ed Woodruff City of Rio Vista

ACTION ITEMS - NON FINANCIAL

A. I-80/1-680 Interchange and North Connector Project Update
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. The strategy and preliminary schedules for advancing the implementation of the
I-80 HOV Lane (SR 12 West to Air Base Parkway) project and the North
Connector project; and
2. Authorize the Executive Director to implement the strategy for expediting
delivery of the I-80 HOV Lane (SR 12 West to Air Base Parkway) project and
the North Connector projects.




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

MTC’s SAFETEA Third Cycle STP/CMAQ Funding Policies

Recommendation:

Support requesting MTC dedicate additional Third Cycle TEA 21 STP/CMAQ funds to
Local Streets and Roads, Transit Capital Replacement, and CMA Planning Activities for
Solano County and other North Bay counties.

On a motion by Member Alternate Price, and a second by Vice Chair Augustine, the
staff recommendation was unanimously approved.

ACTION ITEMS - FINANCIAL

A.

2006 STIP Programming

Recommendation:

Approve the fund strategy to replace the $2 million in STIP funds for specified local
streets and roads projects with $2 million in SAFETEA Cycle 3 funds for locally
specified local streets and roads projects.

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

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

Recommendation:

Approve the amended FY 2005-06 STAF project list on Attachment D and the
preliminary FY 2006-07 STAF project list on Attachment E.

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

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS

On a motion by Member Messina, and a second by Member Alternate Price, the staff
recommendations for consent calendar items A through J was approved unanimously.

A.

STA Board Minutes of July 13, 2005
Recommendation:
Approve minutes of July 13, 2005.

Review Draft TAC Minutes of August 31, 2005
Recommendation:
Receive and file.
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STA FY 2005-06 Meeting Schedule Update
Recommendation:
Receive and file.

Bay Area Partnership Board Membership
Recommendation:
Approve the following pursuant to requested membership on the Bay Area Partnership
Board:
1. Support the Bay Area Partnership Board membership requests for Benicia Transit
and Fairfield-Suisun Transit.
2. Support adding to the Bay Area Partnership Board a public works director
representing the cities and County of Solano.

Gas Tax Contributions for STA for FY 2005-06
Recommendation:
Informational.

Funding Agreement Between the Solano Transportation Authority and the Napa
County Transportation Planning Transportation Agency for the Solano Napa
Travel Demand Model

Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to develop and execute a three-year funding agreement
between Solano Transportation Authority and Napa County Transportation Planning
Agency for a $20,000 annual funding commitment ($60,000 total) to maintain the
Solano/Napa Multi-Modal Travel Demand Model.

Appointments to Solano Pedestrian Advisory Committee
Recommendation:
Appoint the following Pedestrian Advisory Committee members for a three-year term:
1. J.B. Davis — Pedestrian Advisory Committee, Benicia Member
(replaces Jim Erickson)
2. Larry Mork — Pedestrian Advisory Committee, Rio Vista Member

Route 30 Performance Update
Recommendation:
Receive and file.

SolanoLinks Transit Consortium 2005 Work Plan
Mid-Year Status Update
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. The mid-year Transit Consortium Work Plan Status Update.
2. Add additional task to Consortium Work Plan: Initiate Solano Paratransit
Assessment Study.
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J.  Continuation of MTC’s Pavement Technical Assistance Program (PTAP)
Recommendation:
Approve that the STA Board send a letter to MTC supporting the continuation of PTAP
as a regional program.

K. City of Benicia Request for Abandoned Vehicle Abatement Training Funds
Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Authorize the City of Benicia Police Department to spend $277.78 of 1997
carryover funds on personnel training, as specified in Attachment B.
2. Authorize to spend the remaining funds on other equipment and costs related to
the AVA Program as specified in Attachment A.

L. Consultant Contract with Smith, Watts and Co. to Development of County
Transportation Expenditure Plan and Related Public Information Material
Recommendation:

Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a consultant services contract with Smith,
Watts & Company to assist in the development of a county transportation expenditure
plan and related public information for an amount not to exceed $20,000.

M. Extension of Contract for State Lobbying Representation Transportation Services
Shaw & Yoder
Recommendation:
Authorize the Executive Director to execute contract Amendment No. 7 to existing
Lobbying Services Agreement between the Solano Transportation Authority and Shaw
& Yoder, Inc. for specified lobbying services through September 30, 2007 for an
amount not to exceed $79,200.

N. State Legislative Update — September 2005
Recommendation:
Adopt a Watch position on the following:
= SB 658 (Kuehl)
=SB 680 (Simitian)
= AB 1208 (Yee)
= AB 1623 (Klehs)

O. Resolution for Allocation of FY 2005-06 TDA/STAF Funds
Recommendation:
Approve the resolution authorizing the filing of a claim with MTC for the allocation of
TDA/STAF funds for FY 2005-06.

UPDATE FROM STAFF

A. Caltrans Report
None presented.
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B. MTC Report
Member Spering reported that MTC has approved the allocation of $1 million in RM 2
funding for the Fairfield Transportation Center parking facility.
C. STA Report
1. Federal Legislation Update
Mike Miller provided a Federal update on the SAFETEA-LU Reauthorization
Bill and FY 2006 Appropriations.
2. Status of STA Funding Priorities
Daryl Halls provided an overview of near-term priorities for funding priority
projects of the STA.
3. The Great Race Fall Campaign
Anna McLaughlin provided and distributed information for the Great Race for
Clean Air Campaign in September 2005.
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS: Information was provided for the following items:
A. Project Study Report Overview
(No Discussion Necessary)
B. Status of SR 12 Transit Corridor Study
C. Vernal Pool Critical Habitat
D. Federal Legislative Update — September 2005
E. Bay Area Commute Profile Study
F.  Fall Campaign — Great Race for Clean Air
G. Funding Opportunities Summary
The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 6:55 p.m. The next regular meeting of the STA

Board is scheduled for October 12, 2005, 6:00 p.m. at the Suisun City Hall Council
Chambers.
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Solano Cranspottation Authotity

DATE: September 19, 2005

TO: STA TAC

FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Acting Clerk of the Board
RE: STA FY 2005-06 Meeting Calendar

Background:
Attached is the updated STA meeting calendar for FY 2005-06 that may be of interest to

the STA TAC.

Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Informational.

Attachment:
A. STA FY 2005-06 Meeting Calendar
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Agenda Item V.D
September 28, 2005

S51Ta

Solano Cransportation Authotrity

DATE: September 21, 2005

TO: STA TAC

FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant
RE: Funding Opportunities Summary

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

Fund Source Application Available From Application Due
San Francisco Bay Trail Grant | Maureen Gaffney, Bay Trail Open until all funds are
Program (510) 464-7909 allocated
California State Parks, David Smith, Cal DPR,
Habitat Conservation Fund (916) 651-8576 Due October 3, 2005
California State Parks, David Smith, Cal DPR,
Recreational Trails Program (916) 651-8576 Due October 3, 2005
Caltrans Transportation
Planning Grant —

Norman Dong, Caltrans

(916) 651-6889 Due October 14, 2005

Environmental Justice /
Context Sensitive Planning

for Communities

Caltrans Transportation
Planning Grant — Stuart Mori, Caltrans,
Community-Based (916) 651-8204

Transportation Planning

Due October 14, 2005

Caltrans Transportation
Planning Grant —
FTA 5313(b) Transit Planning

Garth Hopkins, Caltrans,

(916) 654-8175 Due October 14, 2005

Caltrans Transportation
Planning Grant —
Partnership Planning

Garth Hopkins, Caltrans,

(916) 654-8175 Due October 14, 2005

Elizabeth Train, Bikes
Bikes Belong Grant Program Belong Coalition, Due November 28, 2005
(303) 449-4893
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511a

Solano Cransportation Audhotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

San Francisco Bay Trail Grant Program

The application period is open until all funds are allocated

TO: STA TAC
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the San Francisco Bay Trail Grant Program is intended to assist
jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer
questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project
applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors: Cities, counties, special districts, state government agencies, federal
government agencies, land trusts, non-profit organizations are
eligible to apply.

Program Description: This is a grant program to aid in trail planning and construction

projects that complete gaps in the Bay Trail.

Funding Available: $3,800,000 is available from Proposition 40 to fund projects that
complete the Bay Trail. There is no minimum or maximum grant.
Previous grants range from $14,000 to $500,000.

Eligible Projects: Maximize development of new trail miles by:

e  Planning Studies

e Trail Design Work

e  Feasibility Studies

e  Construction of new Bay Trail Segments and associated

amenities (50% match is competitive for construction)

Previously awarded Solano Projects:

e Benicia State Recreation Area Bay Trail ($100,000)

e Solano Countywide Trails Plan ($46,000)
* Mitigation projects and permit work are not eligible. Projects
funded under this grant must be able to demonstrate that all
proposed work will be completed by no later than June 30, 2007.

Funding Contact: Maureen Gaffney, Bay Trail, (510) 464-7909

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075
sshelton(@sta-snci.com
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Solano qzmtaﬁcra;ﬁdhaedy

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

California State Parks
Habitat Conservation Fund

Applications due October 3, 2004

TO: STA TAC
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the California State Parks’ Habitat Conservation Fund 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:

Examples of Previous
Awards:

Further Details:

Program Contact
Person:

STA Contact Person:

Cities, counties and districts are eligible to apply.

Funded as part of the California Wildlife Protection Act of 1990 to
protect wildlife and educate the public about wildlife.

$2 million is available under the program. A 50% state / 50% local
match is required. This can be made with non-state dollars, in-kind
contributions, or property made available as part of the acquisition
project.

Acquisition and restoration of habitat

e City of Vacaville — Pleasants Valley Encinosa Acquisition
$250,000, FY 04/05

e City of Vacaville — Ulatis Creek $72,000, FY97/98; $86,000 &
$54,000, FY 96/97

e Wildlife/Interpretive/Educations trails
City of Sacramento — William Land Park Rec Trail $122,000
FY 04/05

http://www.parks.ca.gov —»“Grants and Bond Acts”

David Smith, Cal DPR, (916) 651-8576, dsmith@parks.ca.gov

Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075,
sshelton@sta-snci.com
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51T a

Solano € ransportation Audthotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

California State Parks
Recreational Trails Program

Applications due October 3, 2004

TO: STATAC
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the California State Parks’ Recreational Trails Program is intended to assist jurisdictions
plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to answer questions regarding this
funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors:  Cities, counties, districts, state agencies and nonprofit organizations with
management responsibilities over public lands.

Program Description: The Recreational Trails Program provides funds annually for recreational
trails and trails-related projects.

Funding Available: About $2.2 million per year will be available for non-motorized projects and
about $1.0 million for motorized projects based on the federal Fiscal Year
2003 appropriation. Minimum match of 20%.

Eligible Projects: e Maintenance and restoration of existing recreational trails
(motorized projects only);
¢ Development and rehabilitation of trailside and trailhead facilities
and trail linkages for recreational trails;
(Central County Bikeway Gap Closure, Suisun City, $160,000,
FY 04/05)
e Purchase and lease of recreational trail construction and
maintenance equipment (motorized projects only);
e Construction of new recreational trails (see Procedural Guide for
more information;
e Acquisition of easements and fee simple title to property for
recreational trails or recreational trail corridors;
e Operation of educational programs to promote safety and
environmental protection as those objectives relate to the use of
recreational trails (motorized projects only).

Further Details: http://www.parks.ca.gov —p “Grants and Bond Acts”

Program Contact Person: David Smith, Cal DPR, (916) 651-8576, dsmith@parks.ca.gov

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075,
sshelton@sta-snci.com
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant
Environmental Justice: Context-Sensitive Planning for Communities

Applications due October 14, 2005

TO: STA TAC
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant Environmental Justice - Context - Sensitive
Planning for Communities 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:  Applicants: Cities, counties, transit districts and Native American Tribal
Governments.
Sub-applicants: Non-profits, Community Based Organizations, Local
Transportation Commissions, etc.

Program Description: Funds projects that promote public participation in planning to improve
mobility, access, equity, affordable housing, and economic opportunities for
low-income, minority and Native American communities.

Funding Available: $1.5 million from the State Highway Account for FY 05/06. Maximum
grant amount is $250,000. A local match equal to 10% of the grant request
is required, of which half may be in-kind.

Eligible Projects: ¢ Identify and involve under-represented groups in planning and
project development.

e Planning and Safety improvements for pedestrians and bicycles

o (Fruitvale Alive!/City of Oakland - $170,100, FY 03/04)
¢ Developing Guidelines and supporting information for EJ element of
a General Plan
o (South Sacramento Community Plan Update - $237,960,
FY 03/04)
¢ Transportation Projects in underdeveloped rural agricultural areas
o (Le Grand, Circulation Plan - $68,400, FY 03/04)

e Transportation Planning that enhances the business climate,
affordable housing, and economic development in under-served
communities development

o (Monument Corridor Marketing and Outreach Project,
Central Contra Costa Transit Authority - $87,200, FY
05/06)

Further Details: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hqg/tpp/grants.htm

Program Contact Person: Norman Dong, Caltrans, Norman_dong@dot.ca.gov (916) 651-6889

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075, sshelton@sta-snci.com
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Solano L ransportation Authotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant
Community-Based Transportation Planning

Applications due October 14, 2005

TO: STATAC
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant — Community-Based Transportation Planning
is intended to assist jurisdictions plan projects that are eligible for the program. STA staff is available to
answer questions regarding this funding program and provide feedback on potential project applications.

Eligible Project Sponsors:  Cities, counties, transit districts and Public Entities. Sub recipients: Non-
profits, Private Sector entities, Universities, etc.

Program Description: Funds transportation and land use planning that promote public participation
and support livable community concepts.

Funding Available: $1.5 million from the State Highway Account for FY 05/06. Maximum
grant amount is $250,000. A local match equal to 20% of the grant request
is required, of which half may be in-kind.

Eligible Projects: Projects should involve conceptual-level planning and design activities that
encourage community stakeholder collaboration and promote livable
community concepts.

Example FY 05/06 Recipients:

Los Rios Transportation Connections, Sacramento County - $119,450
Santa Rosa Citywide Creek Master Plan, Sonoma County - $110,000

Further Details: http://www .dot.ca.gov/hg/tpp/grants.htm

Program Contact Person: Stuart Mori, Caltrans, stuart_mori@dot.ca.gov (916) 651-8204

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075, sshelton@sta-snci.com
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FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant
FTA 5313(b) Transit Planning

Notice of Intent due to MTC by September 14, 2005
Applications for review by MTC need by September 30, 2005
Complete applications due to Caltrans on October 14, 2005

TO: STA TAC
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant — FTA 5313(b) Transit Planning 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: MPOs/RTPs as applicants. Others may apply as sub-recipients. Contact MTC for
their sub-recipient process details.

Program Description: Statewide Transit Planning Studies: Funds studies that reduce urban transportation
needs and improve transit on a statewide or multi-regional level.
Transit Technical Planning Assistance: Funds public intermodal transportation
planning studies for rural transit service (Population of 50K or less).
Transit Professionals Development: Fund training and development of transit
planning professionals and students.

Funding Available: 11.47% non-Federal funds or in-kind local match required for all grants.
$1.850 million from FTA Section 5313(b) for FY 05/06 (with last cycle examples):

Statewide Transit Planning Studies: $950,000 available with a grant cap of
$350,000. (SRTP, County of Sacramento, $56,000)

Transit Technical Planning Assistance: $750,000 available with a grant cap of
$100,000. (Community Transit Connections Study, Yolo/SACOG/Unitrans
$14,150). (Northern Napa Valley Transportation Assistance Plan, $45,000)

Transit Professionals Development: $150,000 available with a grant cap of $50,000.
(Citywide Transportation Hazard Elimination Plan, Contra Costa, $45,000).

Eligible Projects: Statewide Transit Planning Studies: GIS development, transit oriented development
studies, transit planning and development tools and models.
Transit Technical Planning Assistance: Short-range transit development plans,
ridership surveys, and transit coordination studies.
Transit Professionals Development: Training manuals and internships.

Further Details: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.htm
MTC contacts: Lisa Klein (510) 817-5832, Nancy Okasaki (510) 817-5759

Program Contact Person: Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, Garth_Hopkins@dot.ca.gov (916) 654-8175
STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075, sshelton@sta-snci.com
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Solano Cransportation uthotrity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:

Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant
Partnership Planning

Notice of Intent due to MTC by September 14, 2005
Applications for review by MTC need by September 30, 2005
Complete applications due to Caltrans on October 14, 2005

TO: STA TAC
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant — Partnership Planning 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: MPOs/RTPs as applicants. Others may apply as sub-recipients.
Contact MTC for their sub-recipient process details.

Program Description: Funds statewide planning studies that are jointly performed by
Caltrans and MPOs/RTPAs.

Funding Available: $950,000 in FHWA State Planning and Research funds available in
FY 05/06. Maximum grant amount is $300,000. 20% non-federal
funds or in-kind local match required.

Eligible Projects: e Regional transportation planning studies (Statewide / Multi-
Regional)
o Land Use / Smart Growth Studies
o Corridor studies
(Smarter Growth Along the I-80 Capitol Corridor,
MTC/SACOG - $300,000)
o Intermodal Facilities

Further Details: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.htm

Program Contact Person: ~ Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, Garth _Hopkins@dot.ca.gov
(916) 654-8175

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075,
sshelton@sta-snci.com
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Solano Cransportation Authotity

FUNDING OPPORTUNITY:
Bikes Belong Grant Program

Due by November 28, 2005

TO: STA TAC
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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Agenda Item V.E
September 28, 2005

511 a

Solano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: September 16, 2005

TO: STA TAC

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Solano Paratransit Vehicle Lease Agreement

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

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

Solano Paratransit is funded by Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds from
Dixon, Fairfield, Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, and the County of Solano. Over the
years, the STA has secured a variety of other funds for this service including 5310 grants
for new buses and Regional Paratransit State Transit Assistance Funds. The STA owns
the vehicles used to deliver Solano Paratransit service.

A multi-year agreement was approved by the STA Board in June 2005 and has been fully
executed. An updated multi-year funding agreement has been under development for the
funding distribution beyond FY 2005-06 and will be brought forward by the end of the
calendar year to the Consortium, TAC, and the STA Board.

Discussion:

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

Each year the Solano Paratransit vehicles are inspected by the California Highway Patrol
(CHP). This is done at the time when FST’s DART vehicles are inspected. Because the
title of the nine Solano Paratransit vehicles are held by the STA, the CHP has to prepare
two vehicle inspection reports. The CHP and FST have requested that the fleets been
aligned to simplify the inspection process. If FST leases the vehicles from the STA, then
they can be assigned the same CA number and satisfy the CHP. The entire fleet would be
leased to FST for $1. Conditions have been placed in the agreement (attached) that
specify under what conditions the vehicles can be used and that they must be returned in
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good condition if FST is no longer the provider of the service. This Vehicle Lease
agreement will be in effect for as long as FST operates the service. This agreement is
related, but not an amendment, to the multi-year Solano Paratransit Agreement.

Recommendation:
Recommend that the STA Board authorize the Executive Director to execute the attached

Solano Paratransit Vehicle Lease Agreement.

Attachment:
A. Proposed Solano Paratransit Vehicle Lease Agreement
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ATTACHMENT A

THIS VEHICLE LEASE AGREEMENT dated the 31% day of August. 2005 BETWEEN:

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a joint powers authority,
(hereinafter called "STA")

OF THE FIRST PART
AND:

CITY OF FAIRFIELD, a municipal corporation,
(hereinafter called "City")

OF THE SECOND PART

A. WHEREAS the City is desirous of leasing from STA the vehicles and equipment
described in the list attached hereto as Schedule "A" (hereinafter collectively called the

"equipment").
B. AND WHEREAS STA owns the equipment.

THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH that for good and valuable consideration, the parties
hereto agree and covenant as follows:

1. LEASE STA hereby agrees to lease to the City and the City hereby agrees to lease
from STA the equipment, together with all accessories, additions, repairs and
replacement parts affixed thereto, now or in the future.

2. RENT The City agrees to pay to STA the sum of One Dollar ($1.00) forthwith and
such payment shall be the rental charges payable by the City to STA in respect of the
equipment.

3. TERM The term of this Lease Agreement shall commence on the date hereof and
shall be terminated on that date of the following events first to occur:
a) That date being thirty (30) days after the City has delivered to STA written
notice of its intention to terminate this Lease Agreement; or
b) That date being thirty (30) days after STA has delivered to the City written
notice of its intention to terminate this Lease Agreement; or
c) That date which STA and the City mutually agree shall be an effective date of
termination of this Lease Agreement.

4. ACCEPTANCE The City acknowledges that it has inspected the equipment and
accepts the equipment as being in a good state of repair, except to the extent that the
City notifies STA in writing within ten (10) days of delivery (manufacturer’s latent defects

included).
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5. USE The City shall use the equipment only for the operation of Solano Paratransit and
other services approved by STA. The City shall observe and adhere to all applicable
operating procedures and guidelines, which relate to the use of the equipment.

6. LOCATION The City shall cause the equipment to remain situate in the paratransit
service area, and the City shall not remove the equipment from the said paratransit
service area without the prior written consent of STA.

7. OWNERSHIP Title to and ownership of the equipment shall at all times be and remain
in the name of STA and the City shall have no right of property therein, except the right
to use the equipment in accordance with the terms of this Lease Agreement.

8. REPAIRS The City shall maintain and keep the equipment in good condition and
repair to the satisfaction of STA.

9. INSPECTION STA shall have the right to inspect the equipment, without prior notice,
at all reasonable times during the term of this Lease Agreement.

10. ALTERATION The City shall not alter or add or allow any other party to alter or add
to the equipment in any way without the prior written approval of STA. Any alterations, or
additions to the equipment, which are approved by STA, shall become and remain the
property of STA. The City shall not permit any advertising to be posted on the exterior or
the interior of the equipment, save and except as provided for in the Fairfield/Suisun
Transit Advertising Policy and/or advertising requested and approved by STA.

- 11. MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION The City shall be responsible for ensuring that the
equipment is maintained in compliance with California State Law. The City shall be
responsible for ensuring the equipment is submitted for inspections pursuant to the
provisions of California Vehicle Code, if so required by said provisions.

12. LOSS OR DAMAGE The City assumes and shall bear the entire risk of loss or
damage to the equipment. No loss or damage to the equipment or any part thereof shall
affect or impair any of the obligations of the City hereunder, and this Lease Agreement
shall continue in full force and effect notwithstanding such loss or damage to the
equipment. The City shall insure the equipment according to the laws in force and effect
in the State of California and such provisions shall be incorporated into the terms and
conditions of this Lease Agreement. The City shall punctually pay all insurance
premiums when due in respect of any policies of insurance purchased by it or the
operating contractor and the City shall provide STA with copies of certificates of such
insurance policies. In the event of loss or damage of any kind whatsoever to the
equipment, the City shall forthwith comply with the reporting procedures in respect of
such loss or damage as established by STA. STA at its sole discretion may either
replace the lost or damaged equipment or alternatively direct the City to repair the
damaged equipment, and the City shall comply with such direction.

13. SURRENDER Upon the termination of this Lease Agreement, the City shall forthwith
return the equipment to STA in good condition and repair, ordinary wear and tear
resulting from the proper use of the equipment excepted, and the City shall, at its cost,
return the equipment to STA at a destination designated by STA, and if the City fails to
so deliver the equipment within one (1) week from the termination of this Lease
Agreement, STA shall have the right to enter upon the premises where the equipment
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may be, and take possession of and remove it at the City’s expense, all without legal
process. The City covenants that, upon termination of this lease or upon surrender of the
equipment for any other reason:

a) The equipment shall be in good condition and repair;

b) The records for mechanical repairs shall accompany each vehicle;

¢) Average tire tread depth for all tires shall not be less than 8mm (10/32"), and;

d) The City shall maintain insurance coverage in accordance with the provisions of
Section 12 herein during the period of time that the equipment is being
transferred to STA, notwithstanding that this Lease Agreement may be
terminated.

14. LIENS AND CHARGES The City shall, at all times, keep the equipment free from all
levies, liens and encumbrances whatsoever and shall pay all license fees, registration
fees and assessments, charges and taxes, which may be now or hereafter imposed
directly upon the ownership, leasing, rent, possession or use of the equipment. If the
City fails to pay any such levies, liens, encumbrances, assessments, charges or taxes,
STA may pay the same and in such event the costs thereof, together with interest
calculated monthly at a rate equivalent to the prime rate established by LIBOR on the
first day of each month, plus two (2%) percent per annum, shall forthwith be due and
payable by the City to STA. Non-payment of such costs by the City to STA forthwith
upon demand by STA shall be deemed to be a default under this Lease Agreement.

15. WARRANTIES The City acknowledges that STA makes no warranties, either

express or implied, as to any matter whatsoever, including without limiting the generality

of the foregoing, the condition of the equipment nor its merchantabmty nor its fitness for
- any particular purpose.

16. ASSIGNMENT, SUB-LEASE The City shall not transfer, deliver up possession of, or
sublet the equipment, and the City’s interest in this Lease Agreement shall not be
assignable by the City without prior written consent of STA; but nothing herein contained
shall prevent STA from assigning, pledging, mortgaging, transferring or otherwise
disposing, either in whole or in part, of STA's right hereunder.

17. INDEMNIFICATION The City shall indemnify STA against, and hold STA harmless
from any and all claims, actions, suits, proceedings, costs, expenses, damages and
liabilities including the costs arising out of, connected with or resulting from the
equipment including without limitation the installation, possession, use, operation or
return of the equipment or otherwise on account of any personal injury or death or
damage to property occasioned by the operation of the said equipment during the term
hereby granted.

18. DEFAULT Notwithstanding Section 3, the City covenants and agrees that STA shall
have the right to cancel and terminate this Lease Agreement forthwith by reason of any
one or more of the following events:

a) lIf the City fails to perform any of the terms, conditions, covenants and provisos
contained in this Lease Agreement which on its part are to be observed and
performed.

b) If the City uses any equipment included in this Lease Agreement unreasonably or
abusively resulting in damage to such equipment or an abnormal reduction in the
life of the equipment or any part thereof.
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19. TERMINATION Upon the termination of this Lease Agreement, the City shall
forthwith return to STA all items of equipment as referred to herein and the City shall be
liable to STA for damages and costs which STA may sustain by reason of the City’s
default of this Lease Agreement, including, without limiting the generality of the
foregoing, all legal fees and other expenses incurred by STA in attempting to enforce the
provisions of this Lease Agreement or to recover damages for default under this Lease
Agreement, or to recover any equipment not forthwith returned by the City to STA.

20. WAIVER No covenant or proviso contained in this Lease Agreement to be performed
by the City may be waived by STA, except by prior written consent of STA, and any
forebearance or indulgence by STA in this regard shall not constitute its waiver of such
covenant or proviso to be performed by the City.

21. TIME OF THE ESSENCE Time is to be of the essence of this Lease Agreement and
each and all of its provisions.

22. INTERPRETATION It is hereby agreed by and between the parties hereto that
wherever the singular or masculine is used throughout this Lease Agreement, the same
shall be construed as meaning the plural or the feminine or body corporate or politic
respectively and vice versa, where the context or the parties hereto so require and in the
case where more than one City is a party hereto, the liability of each City shall be joint
and several.

23. GOVERNING, LAW This Lease Agreement shall be interpreted and enforced in
accordance with the laws of the State of California.

24. EXECUTORS, ADMINISTRATORS AND ASSIGNS This Lease Agreement shall
ensure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto, and their respective
heirs, executors, administrators, successors and permitted assigns.

Solano Transportation Authority, City of Fairfield,

a joint powers authority a municipal corporation

By By
Daryl K. Halls Kevin O’Rourke
Executive Director City Manager
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THIS VEHICLE LEASE AGREEMENT dated the 31% day of August. 2005 BETWEEN:

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY, a joint powers authority,
(hereinafter called "STA")

OF THE FIRST PART
AND:

CITY OF FAIRFIELD, a municipal corporation,
(hereinafter called "City")

OF THE SECOND PART

A. WHEREAS the City is desirous of leasing from STA the vehicles and equipment
described in the list attached hereto as Schedule "A" (hereinafter collectively called the

"equipment”).
B. AND WHEREAS STA owns the equipment.

THIS AGREEMENT WITNESSETH that for good and valuable consideration, the parties
hereto agree and covenant as follows:

1. LEASE STA hereby agrees to lease to the City and the City hereby agrees to lease
from STA the equipment, together with all accessories, additions, repairs and
replacement parts affixed thereto, now or in the future.

2. RENT The City agrees to pay to STA the sum of One Dollar ($1.00) forthwith and
such payment shall be the rental charges payable by the City to STA in respect of the
equipment.

3. TERM The term of this Lease Agreement shall commence on the date hereof and
shall be terminated on that date of the following events first to occur:
a) That date being thirty (30) days after the City has delivered to STA written
notice of its intention to terminate this Lease Agreement; or
b) That date being thirty (30) days after STA has delivered to the City written
notice of its intention to terminate this Lease Agreement; or
¢) That date which STA and the City mutually agree shall be an effective date of
termination of this Lease Agreement.

4. ACCEPTANCE The City acknowledges that it has inspected the equipment and
accepts the equipment as being in a good state of repair, except to the extent that the
City notifies STA in writing within ten (10) days of delivery (manufacturer’s latent defects

included).
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5. USE The City shall use the equipment only for the operation of Solano Paratransit and
other services approved by STA. The City shall observe and adhere to all applicable
operating procedures and guidelines, which relate to the use of the equipment.

6. LOCATION The City shall cause the equipment to remain situate in the paratransit
service area, and the City shall not remove the equipment from the said paratransit
service area without the prior written consent of STA.

7. OWNERSHIP Title to and ownership of the equipment shall at all times be and remain
in the name of STA and the City shall have no right of property therein, except the right
to use the equipment in accordance with the terms of this Lease Agreement.

8. REPAIRS The City shall maintain and keep the equipment in good condition and
repair to the satisfaction of STA.

9. INSPECTION STA shall have the right to inspect the equipment, without prior notice,
at all reasonable times during the term of this Lease Agreement.

10. ALTERATION The City shall not alter or add or allow any other party to alter or add
to the equipment in any way without the prior written approval of STA. Any alterations, or
additions to the equipment, which are approved by STA, shall become and remain the
property of STA. The City shall not permit any advertising to be posted on the exterior or
the interior of the equipment, save and except as provided for in the Fairfield/Suisun
Transit Advertising Policy and/or advertising requested and approved by STA.

11. MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION The City shall be responsible for ensuring that the
equipment is maintained in compliance with California State Law. The City shall be
responsible for ensuring the equipment is submitted for inspections pursuant to the
provisions of California Vehicle Code, if so required by said provisions.

12. LOSS OR DAMAGE The City assumes and shall bear the entire risk of loss or
damage to the equipment. No loss or damage to the equipment or any part thereof shall
affect or impair any of the obligations of the City hereunder, and this Lease Agreement
shall continue in full force and effect notwithstanding such loss or damage to the
equipment. The City shall insure the equipment according to the laws in force and effect
in the State of California and such provisions shall be incorporated into the terms and
conditions of this Lease Agreement. The City shall punctually pay all insurance
premiums when due in respect of any policies of insurance purchased by it or the
operating contractor and the City shall provide STA with copies of certificates of such
insurance policies. In the event of loss or damage of any kind whatsoever to the
equipment, the City shall forthwith comply with the reporting procedures in respect of
such loss or damage as established by STA. STA at its sole discretion may either
replace the lost or damaged equipment or alternatively direct the City to repair the
damaged equipment, and the City shall comply with such direction.

13. SURRENDER Upon the termination of this Lease Agreement, the City shall forthwith
return the equipment to STA in good condition and repair, ordinary wear and tear
resulting from the proper use of the equipment excepted, and the City shall, at its cost,
return the equipment to STA at a destination designated by STA, and if the City fails to
so deliver the equipment within one (1) week from the termination of this Lease
Agreement, STA shall have the right to enter upon the premises where the equipment
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may be, and take possession of and remove it at the City’s expense, all without legal
process. The City covenants that, upon termination of this lease or upon surrender of the
equipment for any other reason:

a) The equipment shall be in good condition and repair;

b) The records for mechanical repairs shall accompany each vehicle;

c) Average tire tread depth for all tires shall not be less than 8mm (10/32"), and;

d) The City shall maintain insurance coverage in accordance with the provisions of
Section 12 herein during the period of time that the equipment is being
transferred to STA, notwithstanding that this Lease Agreement may be
terminated.

14. LIENS AND CHARGES The City shall, at all times, keep the equipment free from all
levies, liens and encumbrances whatsoever and shall pay all license fees, registration
fees and assessments, charges and taxes, which may be now or hereafter imposed
directly upon the ownership, leasing, rent, possession or use of the equipment. If the
City fails to pay any such levies, liens, encumbrances, assessments, charges or taxes,
STA may pay the same and in such event the costs thereof, together with interest
calculated monthly at a rate equivalent to the prime rate established by LIBOR on the
first day of each month, plus two (2%) percent per annum, shall forthwith be due and
payable by the City to STA. Non-payment of such costs by the City to STA forthwith
upon demand by STA shall be deemed to be a default under this Lease Agreement.

15. WARRANTIES The City acknowledges that STA makes no warranties, either
express or implied, as to any matter whatsoever, including without limiting the generality
of the foregoing, the condition of the equipment nor its merchantability nor its fitness for
any particular purpose.

16. ASSIGNMENT, SUB-LEASE The City shall not transfer, deliver up possession of, or
sublet the equipment, and the City’s interest in this Lease Agreement shall not be
assignable by the City without prior written consent of STA; but nothing herein contained
shall prevent STA from assigning, pledging, mortgaging, transferring or otherwise
disposing, either in whole or in part, of STA'’s right hereunder.

17. INDEMNIFICATION The City shall indemnify STA against, and hold STA harmless
from any and all claims, actions, suits, proceedings, costs, expenses, damages and
liabilities including the costs arising out of, connected with or resulting from the
equipment including without limitation the installation, possession, use, operation or
return of the equipment or otherwise on account of any personal injury or death or
damage to property occasioned by the operation of the said equipment during the term

hereby granted.

18. DEFAULT Notwithstanding Section 3, the City covenants and agrees that STA shall
have the right to cancel and terminate this Lease Agreement forthwith by reason of any

one or more of the following events:
a) If the City fails to perform any of the terms, conditions, covenants and provisos

contained in this Lease Agreement which on its part are to be observed and

performed.
b) If the City uses any equipment included in this Lease Agreement unreasonably or

abusively resulting in damage to such equipment or an abnormal reduction in the
life of the equipment or any part thereof.
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19. TERMINATION Upon the termination of this Lease Agreement, the City shall
forthwith return to STA all items of equipment as referred to herein and the City shall be
liable to STA for damages and costs which STA may sustain by reason of the City’s
default of this Lease Agreement, including, without limiting the generality of the
foregoing, all legal fees and other expenses incurred by STA in attempting to enforce the
provisions of this Lease Agreement or to recover damages for default under this Lease
Agreement, or to recover any equipment not forthwith returned by the City to STA.

20. WAIVER No covenant or proviso contained in this Lease Agreement to be performed
by the City may be waived by STA, except by prior written consent of STA, and any
forebearance or indulgence by STA in this regard shall not constitute its waiver of such
covenant or proviso to be performed by the City.

21. TIME OF THE ESSENCE Time is to be of the essence of this Lease Agreement and
each and all of its provisions.

22. INTERPRETATION It is hereby agreed by and between the parties hereto that
wherever the singular or masculine is used throughout this Lease Agreement, the same
shall be construed as meaning the plural or the feminine or body corporate or politic
respectively and vice versa, where the context or the parties hereto so require and in the
case where more than one City is a party hereto, the liability of each City shall be joint
and several.

23. GOVERNING, LAW This Lease Agreement shall be interpreted and enforced in
accordance with the laws of the State of California.

24. EXECUTORS, ADMINISTRATORS AND ASSIGNS This Lease Agreement shall
ensure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto, and their respective
heirs, executors, administrators, successors and permitted assigns.

Solano Transportation Authority, City of Fairfield,

a joint powers authority a municipal corporation

By By
Daryl K. Halls Kevin O’Rourke
Executive Director City Manager
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Agenda Item V.F
September 28, 2005

S51Ta

Solano Cransportation A dhotity

DATE: September 19, 2005

TO: STA TAC

FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services
RE: Solano Paratransit Assessment Study

Background:
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) administers and Fairfield-Suisun Transit

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

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

Discussion:

The STA has administered intercity paratransit since the early 1990s. The Americans for
Disabilities Act (ADA) was approved in 1990 and set basic standards on how transit
services would accommodate the disabled. Before 1995, intercity paratransit and Vallejo
intracity paratransit services for the elderly and handicapped were operated, under
contract with the STA, by a non-profit organization — the Solano County Economic
Opportunity Council (SCEOC). When SCEOC was suddenly unable to provide the
service, STA has maintained the Solano Paratransit service through a contract with
Fairfield-Suisun Transit which operates the service on behalf of the STA and partner
agencies.

Solano Paratransit began operating countywide paratransit while local transit operators
developed their own local paratransit services for trips within their cities. At the same
time, Vallejo Runabout began operating both intracity and intercity paratransit services
for the Vallejo and Benicia Transit users. Subsequently, Benicia began to directly
contract for their intercity paratransit service via Vallejo Runabout. At this time, all three
intercity paratransit services contract with the same provider — MV Transportation.
Nevertheless, there are differences in how the service is delivered. ADA requirements
are more strictly applied in some areas than others. This highlights the issue that ADA
and general paratransit service can be delivered in more than one manner to meet the
legal requirements of ADA. Policies on how services are delivered also impact the
increasing cost of paratransit services.
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Ten years ago, the last of a series of ADA Compliance Plans was completed by the STA
in conjunction with the Solano transit operators. There has not been a thorough analysis
of Solano Paratransit service since. With the update of the funding agreement among the
existing six partners currently in process, policy issues of how to deliver services in the
future have arisen. This is an opportune time to analyze existing Solano Paratransit
service, future service options, and priorities.

Fiscal Impact:
Funding ($35,000) for this study was approved by the STA Board as part of the State
Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) project list for FY 2005-06.

Recommendation:
Recommend the following to the STA Board:
1. Authorize the Executive Director to release a Request for Proposals for the Solano
Paratransit Assessment Study.
2. Authorize the Executive Director to execute a contract with a consultant for the
Solano Paratransit Assessment Study not-to-exceed $35,000.
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Agenda Item V.G
September 28, 2005

DATE: September 19, 2005

TO: STA TAC

FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner

RE: State Partnership Planning Grant and Local Match for SR 113 Major

Investment and Corridor Study and Status Report and Grant Request for
Other Pending Corridor Studies

Background:
Caltrans annually provides grant opportunities through the State Transportation Planning

Grant Program for several categories including a Partnership Planning Grant program
where corridor studies are eligible. This year a total of $1 million is available on a state-
wide competitive basis with a maximum grant amount of $300,000 per project. The STA
previously submitted applications for grant funding for the Hwy 12 Rio Vista Bridge and
a SR 113 Corridor Study/Major Investment Study. The City of Vallejo submitted an
application for State Transportation Planning funds under the Community Based
Transportation Planning category to study land use improvements on SR29 through
Vallejo.

In 2004, MTC in partnership with STA and other agencies submitted and received a
Partnership Planning Grant to study planning and land uses along the 1-80/Capitol
Corridor. The STA received an SP&R grant to complete the I-80/1-680/I-780 Corridor
Study. In addition, the STA completed a Major Investment Study for Hwy 12 in 2002.
This left SR 12 Rio Vista Bridge, SR 113, and SR 29 as the remaining corridors in
Solano County that the STA would like to study. These corridor studies are also
recognized as part the STA’s 2005 to 2007 work program.

Status of Grant Requests

SR12 Realignment and Rio Vista Bridge Study- The STA submitted an application with
support from the Metropolitan Transportation Commission and Caltrans District 4 for
Caltrans Headquarters to consider funding in FY 2003-04 and FY 2004-05. However,
the grant program was very competitive due to numerous grant requests and relatively
low available funding ($820,000 statewide both fiscal years). As a result, the STA did
not receive an award for those years.

The positive news is that the City of Rio Vista did receive a federal earmark for $560,000
as part of the 2005 federal transportation reauthorization bill (SAFETEA) to study the
bridge and to install signs city wide. Staff from Rio Vista, STA, and Caltrans met on
September 7th to discuss initial steps to kick the project off sometime in the fall of 2005.

SR 113 Corridor Study- The STA submitted a grant request for SR 113 at the same time
as SR 12 Rio Vista Bridge proposal. Caltrans did not award funding for SR 113 proposal
primarily due to factors mentioned above for the bridge proposal.
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SR 29 Corridor Study- The City of Vallejo submitted an application to study the SR 29
corridor last year. Caltrans did not award funding for this project, however, the City of
American Canyon and the Napa County Transportation Planning Agency (NCTPA) have
been conducting a study on SR29 just north of the Vallejo city limit for their segment of
the corridor. The project is in its final stages of development with planned improvements
to limit SR 29 to four lanes with frontage roads on each side. The City of Vallejo was an
active participant in this project since its inception.

1-80/Capitol Corridor Study

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) in partnership with Sacramento
Area Council of Governments (SACOG), Solano Transportation Authority (STA),
Sacramento and Placer Counties were successful in securing a $300,000 from the 2005-
06 Caltrans Partnership Planning Grant entitled “Smarter Growth along the I-80/Capitol
Corridor” (I-80/Capitol Corridor Study). This grant will be funded by Caltrans starting
on October 1, 2005. '

As part of this grant, STA will be developing Phase 2 (transit component) of the new
Solano Napa Travel Demand Model. This new modeling component will assist the STA
and its partner agencies conduct various “what if”” land use scenarios to evaluate types
and amounts of in-fill and transit oriented developments that could be most supportive of
express bus, rail, and carpool/ vanpool modes. STA staff would also like to use this
study to further develop and refine Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC)
projects along the corridor.

Discussion:

Caltrans is currently accepting applications for this year’s State Transportation Planning
Grant cycle. Since Rio Vista received a federal earmark for the bridge study, staff will
not need to submit another request for the bridge project; however, staff would like to
prepare a grant request for SR 113. The SR 113 grant request will be revised from the
previous request to include a broader scope of work that would identify safety
improvements, realignment options, and funding options (including the future feasibility
of a toll lane facility). A draft outline of goals and objectives for the grant proposal is
attached. This will provide a basis for STA staff for the grant application.

The SR 113 proposal will request $250,000 to complete the project with a required local
match of 20% or $62,500. STA staff is currently working with the County of Solano and
the City of Dixon to assist in providing a funding contribution or providing in-kind
services for the local match. A local match with funding contributions identified would
make the SR 113 grant application more competitive.

Also, STA staff will work with the City of Vallejo to plan improvements on SR29 and
will encourage another application to be submitted for a future year grant program
submitted.

Recommendation:

Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt a resolution approving an
application for Caltrans’ State Transportation Planning Grant Program for $250,000 for
the SR 113 Corridor Study with a local match of in-kind or funding contribution.

Attachment:
A. SR 113 Corridor Study Draft Goals and Objectives
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ATTACHMENT A

Hwy 113 Corridor Study
Grant Proposal- Draft Goals and Objectives

Project Segment- SR 113 from SR12 to I-80
Grant Request Amount: $250,000

Project goal #1- Planning- alignment and evaluation
Determine what improvements are going to be needed to accommodate current and future
traffic growth on Hwy 113.

Objectives
1. Conduct traffic counts at key locations (SR 12, I-80, downtown Dixon and
Midway Road)

2. Survey existing traffic information (i.e. types of traffic- trucks vs autos;
and determine origination/destination of traffic corridors based on the
Solano Napa Travel Demand Model data, traffic counts, and other
available data)

3. Inventory currently planned projects land use and transportation projects
along SR113 in proposed segment and in Yolo County (SHOPP
projects/Expansion projects Interchange improvements)

4. List currently funded projects and when projects are scheduled for

completion including ongoing maintenance schedules (if any?)

Gather accident information and determine high incident locations

Develop short term safety improvements

Develop cost for safety improvements

Identify at least two alternative alignments in addition to the existing SR

113 alignment

9. Project traffic volumes out to at least 2030 for existing SR 113 for each of
the two alternatives

10. Select a preferred short term operational improvements as well as long
term cost and alignment options for SR 113

11. Determine potential environmental impacts of the alternative alignments

% N o

Project goal #2- Funding Options
Determine various potential funding mechanisms including the feasibility of constructing
atoll lane on SR 113

Objectives:

1. Forecast revenue generated by toll lane

2. Conduct public opinion surveys of toll lane vs. traditional funding source
options (i.e. ITIP, SHOPP, transportation sales tax, impact fees) at SR
113

3. Research pros and cons of creating a toll lane (provide examples of
projects with similar issues related to SR 113)

4. Determine what will need to happen in order to build a toll lane in terms
of process (i.e. legislation, funding mechanisms, bonding, etc.)

5. Estimate the cost revenues of constructing a toll lane
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6.

Determine if benefits of having a toll lane with future improvements
potentially funded with toll revenue is greater than not having a toll road
and still needing to construct improvements identified in Goal #1

Project Goal #3- Partnership

Create a SR 113 public/multi-government agency partnership to provide comments,
recommendations, and consensus for improvements along project segment.

Objectives:

1.

Identify key contacts to participate on the SR 113 Improvement
Partnership Committee from Caltrans District 4 and 3, Hwy 12
Association, City of Dixon Public Works and Planning Departments, Yolo
County Transportation Department, City of Dixon, City of Vacaville,
Solano County Resource Management, and Solano Transportation
Authority, public members appointed by potentially affected cities (Dixon,
Vacaville) and county unincorporated area.

Identify partnership participants roles and how they are potentially
affected by improvements to SR 113.

Schedule project development meetings with the partnership to provide
input at key project milestones.

Provide regular updates to Partnership between project development
meetings via e-mails or memo's

Project Goal #4- Public Outreach

Provide ample opportunities for public input in the development of the SR 113
Improvements process.

Objectives:

1.

2.

Schedule and advertise a project workshop to provide an opportunity for
public comments in the cities of Dixon and Vacaville.

Develop database of names and addresses of interested public members
for future public input meeting advertisements/mailouts from project kick
off meeting.

Schedule and advertise a project status update meeting at a central location
for interested public to provide feedback on project development
Schedule and advertise a meeting for public review of the draft planning
document before document is finalized.

Ensure all advertisements of public input meetings include at least press
releases to all major and local newspaper publications, distribution of
press release to affected cities and regional planning agencies, post press
releases on STA website and provide the link to affected cities and
planning agencies with project contact information for questions and
comments.

Schedule a public hearing prior to any document approval for the SR 113
Corridor Study by the Solano Transportation Authority Board of
Directors.
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Project Goal #5- Budget
Ensure the project budget is adequate and prevent any potential project cost overrun

Objectives:
1. Obtain consultant services not to exceed identified budget amount
2. Develop a reasonable allocation of budget to specific tasks as negotiated
with consultant
3. Have consultant provide expenditure reports and budget status updates on
a regular basis.

Project Goal #6- Implementation

Implement the study in a timely manner. Incorporate recommendations that can be
included in regional and city planning programs (e.g. MTC's Regional Transportation
Plan, Caltrans SHOPP list and corridor concepts update, STA's CTP Arterial, Highways
and Freeways Element update, and STA's Congestion Management Program, Yolo
County or Sacramento Area Council of Governments Transportation Plan, and future
general plan updates of affected cities).

Objectives:
1. Identify applicable planning cycles for the various transportation planning
agencies

2. Develop reasonable schedule with project milestones, partnership
meetings, opportunities for public comment, and project completion date.

Project Goal #7- Deliverables
Create a planning deliverables that will be beneficial to the SR 113 Partnership

Objectives:

1. Develop a SR 113 Corridor Study equivalent to a Major Investment Study
identifying operational improvements and associated costs for Caltrans,
SACOG, MTC, STA and affected cities and unicorporated Solano County
to plan accordingly and consider for future funding allocations and county
and regional project prioritization.

2. Develop a toll road benefit analysis for SR 113 as a reference for future
toll road consideration or case study for the Bay Area and Sacramento
regions.

3. Provide a section of contact agencies by associated with improvements to
SR 113 by identifying members of the Partnership and their roles and
responsibilities.

4. Provide traffic forecasts and other related based on the Solano Napa
Travel Demand Traffic Model and traffic models of potentially affected
agencies.

5. Develop an implementation strategy that identifies the long range
alignment of SR 113, a short and long term improvement strategy and next

steps.
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Agenda Item V.H
September 28, 2005

511 a

Solano Cransportation >Udhotity

DATE: September 21, 2005

TO: STA TAC :

FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant

RE: Final 2005 Congestion Management Program (CMP)

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

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

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

The STA Board approved the STA’s current CMP on February 11, 2004. On March 23,
2005, STA Staff requested LOS calculations and comments from the TAC on the Draft 2005
CMP by June 1, 2005. The Draft 2005 CMP was circulated to the TAC and SolanoLinks
Consortium on May 25, 2005 and June 29, 2005. The STA Board approved the Draft 2005
CMP for MTC’s T-2030 consistency review on July 13, 2005.

Discussion:
No further comments have been received on the Draft 2005 CMP since the STA Board
approved the draft for MTC’s consistency review.

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

September 28 TAC & Consortium recommends approval of
Final 2005 CMP
October 12 STA Board approves 2005 CMP
November 18 Final CMP due to MTC
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Fiscal Impact:
None.

Recommendation:
Recommend that the STA Board approve the Final 2005 Congestion Management Program

and forward to MTC.

Attachment:
A. Final 2005 Solano Congestion Management Program
(to be provided under separate cover)
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Agenda Item VI.A
September 28, 2005

51Ta

Solano Cransportation Authotity

DATE: September 21, 2005

TO: STA TAC

FROM: Jennifer Tongson, Assistant Project Manager

RE: Programming of the 2006 State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP)

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

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

During the 2002 RTIP cycle, a total of $33.5 million in programming capacity was
available for Solano County. Those funds were primarily distributed into 5 projects: 1)
the 1-80/680 Interchange ($10 M), 2) the Jepson Parkway ($10 M), 3) the Vallejo
Intermodal Station ($5 M), 4) the Intermodal Rail Station Projects (for
Fairfield/Vacaville, Dixon, and Benicia; $5 M), and 5) Local Road Rehabilitation
Projects (§2 M). (The remaining $1.5 M went to STIP planning, programming, and
monitoring funds (STIP-PPM), and STIP reserve.)

Two years later, the 2004 STIP was at a virtual standstill due to the state budget crisis and
the diversion of transportation funds to the General Fund. The 2004 STIP fund estimate
provided a “Zero-STIP” where no additional STIP funds were made available to counties
beyond what was currently programmed in the 2002 STIP. The 2004 STIP became a
reprogramming exercise, pushing the 2002 STIP projects to later years to cover the five-
year 2004 STIP period (FY 2004-05 to 2008-09).

Prior to this year, no significant allocations have occurred in the STIP since June 2003.
However, with the restoration of Proposition 42 funding to transportation in FY 2005-06,
the California Transportation Commission (CTC) has resumed allocations in the STIP
program beginning in July 2005. The CTC has proposed an allocation plan that would
fully allocate FY 2005-06 programming in the following areas: public transportation
account eligible projects, transportation enhancement projects, planning, programming
and monitoring activities, and local bridge rehabilitation projects. In addition, the
allocation plan would also make $500 million available through September 2005, on a
first come-first serve basis, for capacity increasing and operational improvements on
highways and local roads.
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As part of the 2002 STIP, approximately $2 million in Solano County RTIP funds were
programmed by STA to 8 Local Streets & Roads projects (LS&R), one per local agency.
The funding for those LS&R projects were pushed back to FY 2006-07 during the 2004
STIP reprogramming exercise. According to the CTC’s current allocation plan, local
streets and roads rehabilitation projects fall low on the priority list, and the likelihood of
receiving a STIP allocation for local road rehabilitation projects in the near future is very
slim. In order to move the projects forward, STA staff proposed a strategy to “swap” the
STIP funds with funds from the upcoming SAFETEA Cycle 3 STP funds for local road
rehabilitation. Solano County is expected to receive approximately $3.5 million in STP
funds for LS&R from SAFETEA Cycle 3. Staff is proposing to replace the $2 million in
LS&R projects with $2 million of STP funds. Projects programmed with Federal STP
funds will require a local match of 11.47%. The project sponsors will be able to program
the freed-up STIP funds to other STIP projects in their jurisdiction. However, for cities
that do not have other projects in the STIP (Dixon, Rio Vista, and Suisun City), one
option proposed is to contribute the funds to the Jepson Parkway project, which benefits
the county by providing locals with an alternative to driving I-80, or the option to
reprogram to another STIP eligible project in the county. The STA Board approved the
LS&R fund swap strategy at their September 14 meeting.

Discussion:

The CTC is preparing for the 2006 STIP cycle, covering the period from FY 2006-07 to
FY 2010-11. The CTC is scheduled to review and approve the 2006 STIP Fund Estimate
(FE) and Policies and Procedures at the September 29™ CTC meeting. MTC is
anticipating new programming capacity with the 2006 STIP for the outer years (FY 2009-
- 10 and 2010-11), however, regional and countywide estimates will not be released until
after the FE is approved due to the instability of STIP projections. Approximately 75% of
new STIP funds will be from the Public Transportation Account (PTA) for public
transportation related projects. To reflect that, CTC is currently discussing the policy of
dedicating 75% of the estimated new capacity exclusively toward PTA eligible projects
(i.e. transit projects).

The proposed 2006 RTIP Policies and Procedures are similar to the 2004 STIP with the
exception of changes made by CTC. An MTC memo regarding the 2006 RTIP
development and the 2006 RTIP Policies and Procedures are attached for your review.
MTC is requesting comments on the regional policies and procedures by September 30™.
The most prominent changes regarding local project delivery include:

¢ In accordance with new federal and state rules, a project must be encumbered by
the award of a construction contract within six-months of CTC allocation.

e Implementing agencies must invoice against allocated funds at least once in a six-
month period following allocation of funds, until project close out. Funds not
invoiced at least once in a 6-month period are subject to de-obligation from the
project. Funds not invoiced at least once in a 12-month period are permanently
lost to the region.

In preparation for the 2006 STIP Fund Estimate, STA staff has been meeting with

members of the TAC and Consortium to evaluate the projects programmed in the current
STIP to determine where the new STIP funding should be programmed. STA staff is
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proposing that any new STIP funding coming to Solano County be distributed and
programmed to three of STA’s priority projects that are already listed in the STIP. The
three priority projects currently programmed in the STIP are the I-80/1-680 Interchange,
the Jepson Parkway, and the Vallejo Station. After the 2006 Fund Estimate is approved
on September 29®, MTC will release the Bay Area’s countywide distribution. A special
TAC meeting will be called in early October to discuss and program the new STIP funds
prior to consideration by the STA Board.

Recommendation:
Approve the following:
1. Review and provide comments to MTC’s draft 2006 RTIP Policies and
Procedures.
2. Set Special TAC Meeting to program 2006 STIP following CTC approval of 2006
STIP Fund Estimate.

Attachments:
A. Updated Solano County STIP Funding Program.
B. MTC Memo, 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Project Selection Criteria
C. Draft 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures, and Project Selection Criteria
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ATTACHMENT B

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenter
AN~ TRANSPORTATION 01 EighthSuce
Oakland, CA 94607-4700

COMMISSION Tel: 510.464.7700

TDD/TTY: 510.464.7769

Fax: 510.464.7848

Memorandum

TO: Partnership Technical Advisory Committee DATE: September 19, 2005

FR: Kenneth Folan

RE: 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Project Selection Criteria

Background

The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) provides funding for a significant
number of transportation projects around the State. As the Regional Transportation Planning
Agency (RTPA) for the Bay Area, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is
responsible for developing regional project priorities for the STIP for the nine counties of the Bay
Area.

The Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) is the region’s proposal to the State
for STIP funding, due to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) by January 30, 2006.
The 2006 STIP will include programming for the five fiscal years from 2006-07 through 2010-
11.

The 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Selection Criteria were presented for discussion to the
Finance Working Group at its June 2005 meeting. After input from PTAC, the 2006 RTIP
Policies and Procedures will be forwarded to MTC for review at the October 12 Programming
and Allocations Committee and approval at the October 26 Commission meeting.

At its September 29 meeting, the CTC is scheduled to approve the 2006 STIP Fund Estimate,
release the annual county share targets, and approve the CTC 2006 STIP Guidelines. These
actions will be incorporated into MTC’s 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Selection Criteria.

2006 RTIP Development
The following principles will frame the development of MTC’s 2006 RTIP, the region’s

contribution to the 2006 STIP.

e  MTC will work with CTC staff, CMA’s, transit operators, Caltrans, and project sponsors to
prepare the 2006 STIP.

¢ Investments made in the RTIP must carry out the objectives of the Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP), and be consistent with its improvements and programs.

e MTC may choose to consult with counties to consider programming a portion of their RTIP
shares for projects that will meet a regional objective. Among these considerations would be
operational projects intended to improve the performance of the metropolitan transportation
system as a whole, projects proposed for the Interregional Transportation Improvement
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Program (ITIP), and projects that meet commitments in Transportation 2030, such as the
Streets and Roads/Transit Capital shortfall funding committment. Given the recent financial
hardships for state transportation funding, any regional priorities would have to be considered
in light of 1) size and magnitude of regional need, 2) availability and timing of state funding,
and 3) availability and timing of other funding sources to fund projects of regionwide benefit.

e  MTC will continue to work with CMAs, transit operators, Caltrans and project sponsors to
aggressively seek project delivery solutions in the face of severely limited STIP allocations.
Through the use of AB 3090 authority, GARVEE financing, and federal, regional, and local
funds, MTC will work with its transportation partners to deliver projects in the region.

¢ Each county’s project list must be constrained within the county share limits unless
arrangements have been made with other counties to aggregate the county share targets.
MTC continues to support aggregation of county share targets to deliver ready-to-go projects
in the region.

2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Selection Criteria

Attached are MTC’s Draft 2006 RTIP Policies, Procedures and Selection Criteria and Draft 2006
RTIP Amendments/Extensions Rules and Procedures. The documents are similar to the 2004
RTIP documents except where guidance from the CTC changes. Changes include:

e In accordance with new federal and state rules, a project must be encumbered by the award of
a construction contract within six-months of CTC allocation. Additionally, implementing
agencies must invoice against allocated funds at least once in a six-month period following
allocation of the funds, until project closeout. Funds not invoiced at least once in a six-month
period are subject to de-obligation from the project. Federal funds not invoiced at least once
in a twelve-month period are permanently lost to the region, with no adjustment to the county
share balance. Federal funds for transit projects must meet applicable Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) invoicing requirements.

¢ In collaboration with federal, state, and local partners, MTC is developing the regional
Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) architecture. State and federal agencies will soon
require projects funded with federal highway trust funds to meet applicable Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) architecture requirements. Beginning with the 2006 RTIP,
MTC is requiring all applicable projects to conform with the regional ITS architecture.
Information on the regional ITS architecture can be found at:
http://www.mtc.ca.gov/planning/ITS/index.htm.

¢ Based on discussions between CMAs and MTC, programming of the regional Planning,
Programming and Monitoring (PPM) funds during the 2006 STIP period will be determined
when the outcome is known of a possible legislative change to the amount of PPM available
to the region. Once the outcome is known, MTC will forward a resolution to the
Commission to formalize the PPM split between CMAs and MTC. Until a legislative change
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occurs, MTC will use $500,000 of annual PPM; in the event that the annual PPM is less than
$1 million, MTC will use up to 50% of available PPM.

* Atits September 2005 meeting, the CTC will adopt changes to the STIP guidelines that
incorporate performance measures into the RTIP and ITIP review process. According to the
guidelines, a regional, system-level performance report must be submitted along with the
RTIP submission. MTC staft is developing this report, focusing on applying the measures at
the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) level. In addition, project-level performance measure
data will be reviewed for new projects greater than $50 million or 50% of a county’s
available share. MTC intends to submit 8-10 projects for review as well, though it is possible
there will not be this many new projects. In that case, we expect to submit a shorter list,
which might include some existing STIP projects. The project-level performance measures
will be submitted to MTC by the CMAs.

* Itis the Commission’s policy that all major new freeway pro<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>