
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, California 94585 

Area Code 707 
424-6075 @ Fax 424-6074 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC) 

Members: AGENDA 

Benicia 1:30 p.m., Wednesday, September 27,2006 
Dixon Solano Transportation Authority 
Fairfield 
Rio Vista One Harbor Center, Suite 130 

Solano County Suisun City, CA 94585 
Suisun City 
Vacaville ITEM 
Vallejo 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

11. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

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

IV. REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC, AND STA STAFF 
(1 :35 -1 :40 p.m.) 

V. 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 30,2006 
Recommendation: 
Approve minutes of August 30, 2006. 
Pg. 1 

STAFF PERSON 

Daryl Halls, Chair 

Johanna Masiclat 

B. STA Board Meeting Highlights - September 13,2006 Johanna Masiclat 
Informational 
Pg. 9 

C. Updated STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Johanna Masiclat 
Schedule for 2006 
Informational 
Pg. 15 

TAC MEMBERS 

Dan Schiada Rovce Cunninaham Gene Corbi~ht  Brent Salmi John Duane Dale Pfeiffer Gary Leach Paul Wiese 
{Interim) (Interim) 

City of City of City of City of City of City of City of County of 
Benicia Dixon Fairfield Rio Vista Suisun City VacaviUe Vallejo Solano 



D. Funding Opportunities Summary 
Informational 
Pg. 19 

E. Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Annual Report Fiscal 
Year (FY) 2005-06 

Sam Shelton 

Susan Furtado 
. . 

Informational 
Pg. 27 

VI. ACTION ITEMS 

A. State Partnership Planning Grant Funds and Local Match for Robert Guerrero 
I-8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to: 

I .  Adopt a resolution authorizing the Executive Director to 
submit an application for Caltrans ' State Transportation 
Planning Grant Program for $250,000 for the I-80/1-680/1- 
780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan. 

2. The allocation of $62,500 State Transit Assistance Funds 
(STAF) for the required 20% local match. 

(1 :45 - 1 :50 p.m.) - Pg. 29 

B. Distribution of $75,000 Fiscal Year (FY) 2005-06 Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) Funds 
Recommendation: 
Recommend to the STA Board to reprogram $75,000 in FY 2005- 
06 STP-Augmentation funds for Local Streets and Roads from the 
City of Rio Vista to (I) the City of Benicia for $25,000 and (2) the 
City of Vacaville for $50,000. 
(1 :50 - 155  p.m.) - Pg. 35 

Countywide Pedestrian Plan Update 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to: 

I. Approve criteria for prioritizing the Countywide 
Pedestrian Plan 's pedestrian projects. 

2. Issue a call for additional or revised pedestrian projects to 
be considered for the Countywide Pedestrian Plan Update. 

(1 :55 - 2:00 p.m.) - Pg. 37 

D. Legislative Update - September 2006 and STA's Draft 2006 
Legislative Priorities and Platform 
Recommendation: 
Forward the STA 's Draft 2007 Legislative Priorities and Platform 
to the STA Board with a recommendation to distribute for 30-day 
review and comment. 
(2:OO - 2:05 p.m.) - Pg. 55 

Janet Adams 

Robert Guerrero 

Jayne Bauer 



VII. INFORMATION ITEMS 

A. Summary of Priority Projects and Funding Presentation Janet Adams 
Informational 
(2:05 - 2: 10 p.m.) - Pg. 75 

B. Transit Presentation for STA Board Workshop for October Elizabeth Richards 
11,2006 
Informational 
(2:lO-2:15 p.m.)-Pg. 105 

C. Project Delivery Update 
Informational 
(2: 15 - 2:20 p.m.) - Pg. 109 

Sam Shelton 

D Update of Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Intercity Transit Funding Elizabeth Richards 
(ITF) Agreement 
Informational 
(2:20 - 2:25 p.m.) - Pg. 111 

E. Status Report on State Route (SR) 113 Corridor Study Robert Guerrero 
Informational 
(2:25 - 2:30 p.m.) - Pg. 113 

F. Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Update 
Informational 
(2:30 - 2:35 p.m.) - Pg. 115 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

Sam Shelton 

The next regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee is scheduled at 
1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, October 25,2006. 
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Agenda Item V.A 
September 27, 2006 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Minutes of the meeting 

August 30,2006 

I. 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: Michael Throne City of Benicia 

Royce Cunningham City of Dixon 
Gene Cortright City of Fairfield 
Dale P fei ffer City of Vacaville 
Gary Leach City of Vallejo 
Paul Wiese County of Solano 

Others Present: 

11. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

Mike Duncan 
Birgitta Corsello 
Daryl Halls 
Dan Chnstians 
Janet Adams 
Elizabeth Richards 
Jayne Bauer 
Sam Shelton 
Johanna Masiclat 
Lee Taubeneck 
Cameron Oakes 
Barry Eberling 

City of Fairfield 
County of Solano 
STA 
STA 
STA 
STAISNCI 
STA 
STA 
STA 
Caltrans District 4 
Caltrans District 4 
Daily Republic 

On a motion by Michael Throne, and a second by Gary Leach, the STA TAC 
unanimously approved the agenda with the exception to modify Agenda Item VI.F, 
Legislative Update - August 2006 to an information item only. 



111. OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
None presented. 

REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF 
IV. 

Caltrans: Cameron Oakes informed the TAC of the deadline for forthcoming 
State and Federal Planning Grants. 

MTC: None presented. 

STA: Jayne Bauer announced STA7s gth Annual Awards on November 8, 
2006 at the Nut Tree Family Park in Vacaville. She informed the 
TAC of the August 3 1,2006 deadline for all the nominations to be 
submitted to the STA. 

Sam Shelton provided and distributed information on the FY 2007-08 
Bicycle Transportation Account (BTA) funding grant due on 
December 1,2006. 

V. CONSENT CALENDAR 

On a motion by Michael Throne, and a second by Paul Wiese, the STA TAC 
unanimously approved Consent Calendar Items A through F. 

Recommendations: 

A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of June 28,2006 
Recommendation: 
Approve minutes of June 28,2006. 

B. STA Board Meeting Highlights - July 12,2006 
Informational 

C. Updated STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 2006 
Informational 

D. Funding Opportunities Summary 
Informational 

E. Consulting Services to Support the City Council Coordinating Council 
Monitor and Provide Input on Association of Bay Area Governments 
(ABAG)/Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Regional 
Projects 
Recommendation: 
Recommend the STA Board authorize the Executive Director to provide 
$20,000 of FY 2006-07 TLC Program funds to provide consultant services to 
support the City County Coordinating Council representatives monitor and 
provide input on ABAGIMTC regional projects. 



F. Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) Work Program and 
Annual Report 
Recommendation: 
Recommend the STA Board approve SNCI's FY 2006-07 Work Program for 
Solano County. 

VI. ACTION ITEMS 

A. Funding Agreement Between the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), 
the County of Solano, and the City of Vallejo for the 1-80 High Occupancy 
Vehicle (HOV) LaneJTurner Overcrossing Project Study Report (PSR) 
Janet Adams reviewed the funding agreement process between STA, the City of 
Vallejo, and the County of Solano for $1,200,000 for the 1-80 HOV 
LaneJTurner Overcrossing PSR. 

By consensus, the proposed action received unanimous consent to send a 
recommendation to the STA Board to allow the Executive Director to enter into 
a funding agreement between the STA, the City of Vallejo, and the County of 
Solano. The STA TAC also recommended the STA Board allocate $80,000 of 
State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) for the local match. 

Recommendation: 
Forward recommendation to the STA Board approving the following: 

1. Authorizing the Executive Director to execute a funding agreement 
between Solano Transportation Authority, the City of Vallejo, and the 
County of Solano for $1,200,000 for the 1-80 HOV LaneITurner 
Overcrossing PSR. 

2. The allocation of $80,000 State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) for 
the STA's 113 share of the required local match. 

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

B. Agreement for the Delivery of the 1-80 North Connector Reliever Route 
between the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), the City of Fairfield, 
and the County of Solano 
Janet Adarns highlighted each agencies role, responsibility, fiscal obligation 
and phasing of the project segments defined in the agreement between the STA, 
the City of Fairfield, and County of Solano. 

Dale Pfeiffer asked about the County's efforts to establish a transportation 
impact fee and there was further discussion by various TAC members regarding 
the content of the proposed draft agreement. It was a consensus that a revised 
version of the agreement will be developed to incorporate the concerns 
expressed. 



Gene Cortright said that any policy statement in the agreement relating to 
support for a regional traffic impact fee would have to be approved by his city 
council. He suggested adding language that would include the STA as a party 
to the agreement and include the phrase "subject to agreement by all affected 
parties ". 

Recommendation: 
Forward recommendation to the STA Board authorizing the Executive Director 
to enter into an agreement between the City of Fairfield and the County of 
Solano for the delivery of the North Connector Project subject to agreement by 
all affected parties. 

On a motion by Gene Cortright, and a second by Paul Wiese, the STA TAC 
unanimously approved the recommendation as amended shown above in bold 
italics. 

C. Preliminary Engineering Priorities for Caltrans Oversight 
Lee Taubeneck, Deputy District Director, Caltrans District 4, and Janet Adams 
reviewed STA7s two-year plan for Caltrans Oversight of Project Study Reports 
(FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08). They indicated that the two-year plan would 
provide a prioritization of the projects based on available funding for the 
construction and regional equity. 

Based on input, the STA TAC put together a proposed two-year plan and 
recommended the plan be adopted by the STA Board and to forward the plan to 
Caltrans for implementation. Modifications to the two-year plan were made at 
the TAC meeting. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt the two-year plan for 
Caltrans oversight as specified in Attachment A. 

On a motion by Royce Cunningham, and a second by Michael Throne, the STA 
TAC unanimously approved the recommendation to include modifications 
made to the two-year plan. 

D. State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Proposed Funding Amendment #2 
for FY 2006-07 
Elizabeth Richards reviewed the amended FY 2006-07 STA project list and 
amended draft FY 2007-08 STAF project list for Northern County and Regional 
Paratransit STAF population-based funds. 

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



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

E. Status of FY 2006-07 Intercity Transit Funding Agreement 
Elizabeth Richards su~rimarized the agreement process with FairfieldISuisun 
Transit (FST) concerning STA's management and oversight of Route 90. She 
requested that the recommendation made by staff to enter into a lease 
agreement with FairfieldISuisun Transit and Vallejo Transit be withdrawn. She 
stated that staff is proposing an identity change from SolanoLinks to 
SolanoExpress in preparation for the marketing campaign in the fall of 2006. 

Recommendation: 
Recommend the STA Board approve the following: 

1. Authorize the Executive Director to enter into an agreement with 
FairfieldISuisun Transit concerning STA's management and oversight 
of Rt. 90. 

3. Authorize staff to establish a new identity for Solano County's intercity 
transit services called "SolanoExpress". 

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

F. Legislative Update - August 2006 
Jayne Bauer requested to withdraw the recommendation to the STA Board to 
adopt a watch position on Senate Bill 19 17. 

She proceeded by reviewing the following state and federal legislation bills: 
SB 171 9 (Perata) Transportation funding bill that provides for the distribution 
of unding from Prop. 42 after FY 2008-09; AB 2538 (Wolk) Planning, 
Programming and Monitoring bill approved by the Assembly on May 3 1,2006; 
AB 2444 (Klehs) Congestion Management and Motor Vehicle Environmental 
Mitigation Fess introduced in February 23,2006; and SB 161 1 (Simitian) 
Congestion Management Fee: Vehicle Registration introduced in February 
2006. 

G. Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Phase 2 Public Input Process and Materials 
Sam Shelton summarized the SR2S Phase 2 public input process and materials 
composed of three (3) community task force meetings, SR2S toolkit of projects 
and programs, and a school walking audit checklist and SR2S project proposal 
form. He stated that once the STA Board has adopted the SR2S Phase 2 Public 
Input Process and Materials, community task forces would have the tools to 
begin their walking audits and committee meetings as early as October 2006. 



Based on input, the STA TAC requested to forward a recommendation to the 
STA Board to adopt the Safe Routes to School Phase 2 Public Input Process 
and Materials provided that the public input process would remain flexible to 
the needs of each community. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt the Safe Routes to 
School Phase 2 Public Input Process and Materialsprovided that thepublic 
input process would remain flexible to the needs of each community. 

On a motion by Michael Throne, and a second by Royce Cunningham, the STA 
TAC unanimously approved the recommendation as amended shown in bold 
italics. 

VII. INFORMATION ITEMS 

A. Overview of Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board Workshop of 
July 12,2006 
Janet Adams highlighted several items discussed during the first STA Board 
Workshop of July 12,2006. She summarized them as; 1 .) Review and Update 
of Project Funding Priorities Following the Failure of Measure H, and 2.) The 
Future of Solano County Highway Corridors: a.) Highway Corridor Operation 
Policy(s), b.) Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Funding Policy for 
Reliever Routes and Regionally Significant Interchanges, c.) Funding and 
Implementation of Highway Improvements 2006-20 1 0. 

B. 2006 State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) Update a 
Ten-Year SHOPP 
Janet Adams reviewed the updated and adopted SHOPP as of July 2006 for 
Solano County and the 2006 SHOPP for Solano County as originally adopted in 
March 2006. 

C. Discussion of Countywide Project Delivery Policy 
This item will be agendized for more discussion at a future TAC meeting based 
on initial feedback. 

No discussion was presented on Items C through H. 

D. Status of Intercity Transit Funding (ITF') for FY 2007-08 

E. Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program Update 

F. Pedestrian Advisory Committee Priority Pedestrian Projects 

G. Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) FY 2007-08 and FY 
2008-09 Funding Recommendations and SBPP Process Review 

H. Local Projects Inactive Obligations Review 



VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 3 5 0  p.m. The next meeting of the STA TAC is 
scheduled at 1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, September 27,2006. 
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Agenda Item Y. B 
September 27, 2006 

Solano Transportation Authority 
Board Meeting/Workshop Highlights 

September 13,2006 
6:00 p.m. 

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

FROM: Johanna Masiclat, STA Clerk of the Board 
RE: Summary Actions of the September 13,2006 STA Board 

MeetingIWorkshop 

Following is a summary of the actions taken by the Solano Transportation Authority at 
the Board meeting of September 13,2006. If you have any questions regarding specific 
items, please give me a call at 424-6008. 

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Anthony Intintoli (Vice Chair) 
Steve Messina 
Harry Price 
Ed Woodruff 
Jim Spering 
Steve Wilkins (Alternate Member) 
John Vasquez (Alternate Member) 

BOARD MEMBERS ABSENT: 

Len Augustine (Chair) 
Mary Ann Courville 
John Silva 

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

City of Vacaville 
City of Dixon 
County of Solano 

ACTION ITEMS: FINANCIAL 

A. State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Proposed Funding Amendment #2 for 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2006-07 
Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1. The amended FY 2006-07 STAF project list; and 
2. The amended draft FY 2007-08 STAF project list for Northern County and 

Regional Paratransit STAF population-based hnds  as show in attachments. 



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

BOARD MEMBER DISCUSSION ITEMS - WORKSHOP 

A. The Future of Solano County Highway Corridors 
1. Funding Overview 
2. Priority Projects with Funding Shortfall 

Janet Adams provided an overview of the funding and priority projects funding shortfall for 
Solano County highway comdors. 

B. Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Funding Policy for Reliever Routes and 
Regionally Significant Interchanges 
Janet Adams provided an overview explaining the need to develop a funding policy for 
reliever routes and regionally significant local interchanges. 

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS: 

On a motion by Alternate Member Vasquez, and a second by Member Spering, consent items A 
through U were unanimously approved. 

A. STA Board Minutes of July 12,2006 
Recommendation: 
Approve minutes of July 12,2006. 

B. Review Draft TAC Minutes of August 30,2006 
Recommendation: 
Receive and file. 

C. STA Board Meeting Schedule for Calendar Year 
2006 and 2007 
Recommendation: 
Informational. 

D. Funding Opportunities Summary 
Informational 

E. STA Board Stipend Revision 
Recommendation: 
Amend existing policy to allow each Board Alternate to receive the stipend at the same 
rate as the STA Board Members for the same eligible STA Board established meetings. 

F. Consulting Services to Support the City Council Coordinating Council's Effort to 
Monitor and Provide Input on Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG)/ 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Regional Projects 
Recommendation: 
Authorize the Executive Director to provide $20,000 of FY 2006-07 Transportation for 
Livable Communities (TLC) Program funds to provide consultant services to support the 
City County Coordinating Council representatives monitor and provide input on 
AB AGJMTC regional projects. 

10 



G. STA's Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) Program Fiscal Year (FY) 2006- 
07 Work Program and FY 2005-06 Annual Report 
Recommendation: 
Approve SNCI's FY 2006-07 Work Program for Solano County. 

H. Funding Agreement Between the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), the 
County of Solano, and the City of Vallejo for the 1-80 High Occupancy Vehicle 
(HOV) LaneITurner Overcrossing Project Study Report (PSR) 
Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1. Authorize the Executive Director to execute a funding agreement between Solano 
Transportation Authority, the City of Vallejo, and the County of Solano for 
$1,200,000 for the 1-80 HOV LaneITurner Overcrossing PSR. 

2. The allocation of $80,000 State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) for the STA's 
1 13 share of the required local match. 

I. Preliminary Engineering Priorities for Caltrans Oversight 
Recommendation: 
Adopt the two-year plan for Caltrans oversight as specified in Attachment A for Solano 
County. 

J. Update of Fiscal Year (FY) 2006-07 Intercity Transit Funding Agreement 1 Route 90 
Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1. Authorize the STA to assume responsibility for management of Route 90. 
2. Authorize staff to establish a new marketing identity for Solano County's intercity 

transit services called "SolanoExpress". 

K. Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Phase 2 Public Input Process and Materials 
Recommendation: 
Adopt the Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Phase 2 Public Input Process and Public 
Meeting Materials provided that the public input process will remain flexible to the needs 
of eachcommunit y. 

L. STA Board's Advisory Committee Letter Writing Policy 
Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1. Reconfirm the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board's advisory 
committee letter writing policy. 

2. Revise the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), SolanoLinks Transit 
Consortium (Consortium), Solano Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC), Solano 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC), and Solano Parartransit Coordinating 
Council (PCC) Bylaws to include the STA Board's advisory committee letter 
writing policy and to include that policy in any new advisory committees 
established in the future. 



M. 2006 State Highway Operations and Protection Program (SHOPP) Update and 2007 
Ten Year SHOPP 
Informational 

N. Update of Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Intercity Transit Funding (ITF) Agreement 
Informational 

0. Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program Update 
Recommendation: 
Informational. 

.? 

P. Pedestrian Advisory Committee Priority Pedestrian 
Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Q. Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 and FY 
2008-09 Funding Recommendations and SBPP Process Review 
Informational 

R. Local Projects Inactive Obligations Review 
Informational 

S. Legislative Update - September 2006 
Recommendation: 
Informational. 

T. Summary of Response to Solano County Grand Jury 
Recommendation: 
Informational. 

U. Jepson Parkway Project Management Contract 
Recommendation: 
Authorize the Executive Director to enter into a consultant contract with Susan Chang for 
project management services for the Jepson Parkway for an amount not to exceed 
$25,000. 

UPDATE FROM STAFF: 

A. Caltrans Report 
Doanh Nguyen, Caltans District 4, provided an overview of the State Highway Operations 
and Protection Program (SHOPP) Projects and Rehabilitation Projects on State Route 
(SR) 12 East in Solano County. 

B. MTC Report 
None reported. 

C. STA Report 
Jayne Bauer announced the release of STA7s 2005 Annual Report. 



ADJOURNMENT 

The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 7:30 p.m. The next meeting of the STA Board is a 
workshop scheduled on Wednesday, October 11,2006,6:00 p.m. at the Suisun City Hall. 



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK 



Agenda Item V. C 
September 2 7, 2006 

DATE: September 18,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Clerk of the Board 
RE: Updated STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 2006 

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

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachment: 
A. STA 2006 Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 2006 
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STA BOARD AND ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE MEETINGS SCHEDULE 

CALENDAR YEAR 2006 

Updated by JM:: 9/18/2006 

December 13 ( 6:00 p.m. I STA Board Meeting ( Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
December 21 1 6:00 p.m. I Solano Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) I STA Conference Room Tentative 
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Agenda Item K D 
September 2 7,2006 

DATE: September 20,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 
RE: Funding Opportunities Summary 

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

California State Parks, Department of Parks and 
Habitat Conservation Fund Recreation (Cal DPR), Due October 2,2006 

Norman Dong, Caltrans 
Due October 13,2006 

Brian Davis, Caltrans, 
Communi ty-B ased 
Transportation Planning 

Cal trans Transportation 
Planning Grant - 
FTA 5305 Transit Planning 

Caltrans Transportation 
Planning Grant - 
Partnership Planning 

Bikes Belong Grant Program 

(9 16) 653-9666 

Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, 
(91 6) 654-8 175 

Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, 
(9 16) 654-8 1 75 

Elizabeth Train, Bikes 
Belong Coalition, 
(303) 449-4893 

Due October 13,2006 

Notice of Intent to MTC 
Sept 13,2006 

App Review to MTC 
Sept 29,2006 

Due to Caltrans 
October 13,2006 

Due October 13,2006 

Due October 30,2006 



TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 

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 Cities, counties and districts are eligible to apply. 
Sponsors: 

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

Funding Available: $2 million is available under the program. A 50% state I 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. 

Eligible Projects: The following categories will be funded during the upcoming grant 
cycle: 

1. DeerMountain Lion Habitat 
2. Rare, Threatened, Endangered, or Fully Protected Species Habitat 
3. Wetland Habitat 
4. Riparian Habitat 

Previous awards in Solano County: 
City of Vacaville - Pleasants Valley Encinosa Acquisition $250,000, FY 
04/05 
City of Vacaville - Ulatis Creek $72,000, FY97198; $86,000 & $54,000, 
FY 96/97 

Further Details: http:Nwww.parks.ca.gov "Grants and Bond Acts" 

Program Contact: David Smith, Cal DPR, (91 6) 65 1-8576, dsmith@parks.ca.gov 

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager, (707) 424-6075 



TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 

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 Cities, counties, districts, state agencies and nonprofit organizations 
Sponsors: 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 $1.54 million per year will be available for non-motorized 
projects and about $660,000 for motorized projects based on the 
federal Fiscal Year 2005 appropriation. Minimum match of 12% 
required. 

Eligible Projects: 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, $1 60,000, 
FY 04/05) 
Purchase and lease of recreational trail construction and 
maintenance equipment (motorized projects only); 
Construction of new recreational trails (see Procedural Guide for 
more information; 
Acquisition of easements and fee simple title to property for 
recreational trails or recreational trail corridors; 
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 "Grants and Bond Acts" 

Program Contact: David Smith, Cal DPR, (9 16) 65 1-8576, dsmith@parks.ca.gov 

STA Contact Person: p 



TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 

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. 
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) 

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://~~~.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.htm 

Program Contact: Norman Dong, Caltrans, Norman-donn@,dot.ca.go_v (9 16) 65 1-6889 

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager, (707) 424-6075 



TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 

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: Long-term sustainable community/economic development growth 
studies or plans 
Safe, innovative, and complete pedestrian/bicycle/transit linkage 
studies or plans 
Community to school linkage studies or plans 
Jobs and affordable housing proximity studies or plans 
Transit OrientedIAdjacent Development or "transit village" studies 
or plans 
Community transit facility/infiastructure studies or plans 
Mixed-land use development studies or plans 
Form-based or smart code development 
Context sensitive streetscapes or town center studies or plans 
Grid street system studies or plans 
Community revitalization studies or plans 
Context sensitive community development planning 
Studies for community-fi-iendly goods movement transportation 
corridors, ports, and airports 

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

Program Contact: Brian Travis, Brian-Travis(ii>,dot.ca.gov, (916) 653-9966 

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton. Assistant Proiect Manager. (707) 424-6075 



TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant, FTA 5305 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: MPOsIRTPs 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: 

Eligible Projects: 

11.47% non-Federal hnds or in-kind local match required for all grants. 
$1.850 million from FTA Section 5305 for FY 07/08 (with last cycle examples): 

Statewide Transit Planning Studies: $1,200,000 available with a grant cap of 
$300,000. (Transit-Related Child Care Study, Child Care Coordinating Council 
of San Mateo County, $84,100) 

Transit Technical Planning Assistance: $900,000 available with a grant cap of 
$100,000. (Western Placer County Options for Transit Service Consolidation, 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency, $1 3,280) 

Transit Professionals Development: $200,000 available with a grant cap of $50,000. 
(Professional Development and Transit Internships, Yolo County Transportation 
District, $46,478). 

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://~~w.dot.ca.gov/h~/tp~!~rant~.htm 
MTC contacts: Lisa Klein (510) 8 17-5832, lklein@mtc.ca.gov 

Program Contact: Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, Garth-Ho~kms@dot.ca.eov (91 6) 654-8 175 

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager, (707) 424-6075 



TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 

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: MPOsRTPs 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 
MPOsRTPAs. 

Funding Available: Approximately $1,000,000 will be available in FY 2007-2008. The 
maximum amount per grant cannot exceed $300,000. The applicant needs to 
provide a 20 percent non-federal local match. 

Eligible Projects: Regional transportation planning studies (Statewide / Multi- 
Regional) 
Land Use 1 Smart Growth Studies 
Conidor studies 

(Smarter Growth Along the 1-80 Capitol Conidor, 
MTCISACOG - $300,000) 

Intermodal Facilities 

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

Program Contact: Garth Hopkins, Caltrans, Garth-Hopkins@dot.ca.po\l(9 16) 654-8 175 
Lisa Klein, MTC, Iklein@mtc.ca.czov (5 10) 81 7-5832 

STA Contact Person: p 



TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 

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 and the County of Solano are eligible. 

Program Description: Bikes Belong is offering grants to address four specific goals: Ridership 
growth, leveraging funding, building political support, and promoting 
cycling. 

Funding Available: 

Eligible Projects: 

Previously Awarded 
Projects: 

Further Details: 

Grants are available up to $10,000. This program is intended to provide 
funding for local matches for larger fund sources. 

Eligible projects include bicycle facility improvements, education, and 
capacity projects. 

North-South Greenway, Marin County, $10,000 
Sacramento Area Bike Trails, Sacramento Area Bicycle 
Advocates, $10,000 
YMCA City Bike Education Program, San Francisco, $5,000 

Elizabeth Train, Grants & Research Director 
Bikes Belong Coalition 
http:llbikesbeloncz.ora 
1920 13th Street, Suite A 
Boulder, Colorado 80302 
(303) 449-4893 

STA Contact Person: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager, (707) 424-6075 



Agenda Item K E 
September 27, 2006 

DATE: September 20,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Susan Furtado, Financial AnalystfAccountant 
RE: Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) Annual Report 

Fiscal Year (FY) 2005-06 

Background: 
Solano Transportation Authority (STA) administers the Abandoned Vehicle Abatement (AVA) 
Program for Solano County. These administration duties include disbursing funds collected by 
the State Controller's Office fiom the Department of Motor Vehicle (DMV) vehicle 
registration fee of $1 per registered vehicle. The distribution formula for this fee is based on 
50% population and 50% vehicles abated. This allocation fiom the State Controllers Office 
can fluctuate annually. 

Discussion: 
In FY 2005-06, STA was allocated $363,718.44 in AVA funds. Subsequently, STA disbursed 
these funds plus interest earned ($2,922.36) throughout the fiscal year based on the state 
fimding formula and AVA Program expenditure reimbursement requests submitted by the 
seven AVA Program member agencies. STA retained $1 1,000 (3%) of the funding received 
for FY 2005-06 for administrative costs. STA staff has submitted the required annual report to 
the State Controller's Office for the AVA Program. 

The following is a matrix summarizing FY 2005-06 numbers of abated vehicles and cost 
reimbursements submitted by the members of the Solano County's AVA Program: 

I Abated Vehicles / 
I I I 

Member Agency Number of I Reimbursed Amount 1 

I Solano Countv Unincomorated area I 808 $74,428.35 
I 

Citv of Benicia 27 

Citv of Fairfield 640 $52.085.54 

Citv of Suisun 3 70 $42.138.53 

C I  
Note: Rio Vista is not currently a member of the county vehicle abatement program 

Citv of Valleio 

Fiscal Impact: 
None 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

655 $103.217.62 
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Agenda Item VI.A 
September 2 7, 2006 

DATE: September 18,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Senior Planner 
RE: State Partnership Planning Grant Funds and Local Match for 1-8011-6801 

1-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan 

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. This 
program is highly competitive with only three or four grant awards per year. 

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA), in coordination with the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (MTC), has been successful in obtaining planning grant 
hnding through this program in the past. The STA's most recent grant award was for 
the SR 1 13 Corridor StudylMajor Investment Study. STA staff prepared a more detailed 
status report on this project as a separate discussion item in this agenda packet (see TAC 
Agenda Item V1I.D). 

In 2004, the STA completed the first comprehensive corridor analysis for the 1-8011- 
68011-780 corridors. The goal of the study was to develop a long range, multi-modal 
transportation plan for these corridors in Solano County. The 1-8011-68011-780 Major 
Investment and Corridor Study focused on capital improvements to address current and 
future travel patterns. These capital improvements included: safety projects, auxiliary 
lane construction, interchange improvements, park and ride facilities, and High 
Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lane recommendations. 

STA staff, in partnership with MTC, proposes to submit a Partnership Planning Grant 
application titled "1-8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan" to follow 
up on the STA7s previous corridor study and MTC's new Freeway Performance 
Initiative. Although MTC's Freeway Performance Initiative has only recently begun and 
is subject to further refinement, the primary goal of this project is to investigate 
operational improvements in specific corridors throughout the Bay Area (corridor 
segments are limited due to funding constraints). If successful, the STA's proposed 
planning grant will provide recommendations consistent with MTC's Freeway 
Performance Initiative. 

Discussion: 
The purpose of the 1-8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan 
grant application is to develop operational improvements and policy 
recommendations for the corridors relating to long range Intelligent 



Transportation Systems (ITS), ramp metering, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
networldlane extensionslramp by-pass lanes and hardscape and landscape 
improvements that visually link areas of Solano County. STA staff recommends 
a total grant request of $250,000 to complete this study. 

One of the primary benefits of the proposed project is that it will identify 
operational and ITS improvements that can be implemented along with projects 
that were identified as part of the original I-8011-68011-780 Major Investment and 
Corridor Study. Recommendations from this study will facilitate express bus and 
carpool throughout the County. This will result in significant cost savings for 
constructing interrelated projects. In terms of timing, if the proposed project is 
awarded funding, the project will initiate in late 2007 allowing MTC time to 
complete the Freeway Performance Initiative. This is beneficial because the 
project will be developed to include improvement recommendations consistent 
with the Freeway Performance Initiative. A draft scope of work with the finding 
request is included as Attachment A. 

Fiscal Impact: 
A local match of twenty percent (20%) or $62,500 is required for this grant 
program. STA staff proposes to provide State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) 
finds as the local match for FY 2007-08. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to: 

1. Adopt a resolution authorizing the Executive Director to submit an application for 
Caltrans' State Transportation Planning Grant Program for $250,000 for the I- 
8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan. 

2. The allocation of $62,500 State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) for the required 
20% local match. 

Attachment: 
A. Draft 1-8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan Scope of Work 



ATTACHMENT A 

I-80D-680D-780 Corridors Highway Operations Implementation Plan 

Project Summary: 
This application is for a Partnership Planning grant from the California Department of 
Transportation's Transportation Planning Grant program. The Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (MTC) will work with the Solano Transportation Authority 
(STA), as the lead agency for this planning effort, to create a partnership with Caltrans 
District 4 and the cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Vacaville and Vallejo. The 
partnership will work to develop operational improvements and policy recommendations 
for the 1-8011-68011-780 corridors relating to long range Intelligent Transportation System 
(ITS), ramp metering, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) networwlane extensionslramp 
by-pass lanes and hardscape and landscape improvements that visually link areas of 
Solano County. The proposed plan is a follow up to the July 2004 1-8011-78011-680 
Major Investment and Corridor Study and will be consistent with MTC's Freeway 
Performance Initiative. 

Key aspects of the proposed study include: 
1. Multi-jurisdictional partnership with Caltrans, MTC, STA, the County of Solano, 

and the cities of Benicia, Dixon, Fairfield, Vacaville and Vallejo. 
2. Operational improvement plan that incorporates the updated of the 2004 1-8011- 

68011-780 Solano Travel Demand Modellland use assumptions. 
3. A corridor operational improvement plan consistent with MTC Freeway 

Performance Initiative. 
4. Operational improvement projects for the corridors to be implemented along with 

the original 1-8011-68011-780 Major Investment and Corridor Study projects to 
allow for extensive cost savings. 

5. Public outreach to those potentially affected by operational improvements to the 
1-8011-68011-780 Corridors. 

6. Planning deliverables are beneficial to Caltrans and other members of the 1-8011- 
68011-780 Corridor Partnership. 

7. Ramp metering plans for local jurisdictions. 
8. Policies for ITS, HOV, Ramp Metering, and HardscapeILandscape improvements 

along the 1-8011-68011-780 Corridors. 
9. Facilitating transit in the County by considering HOV Lane ramp by-pass lanes 

and coordinating the HOV lane system with planned transit and park-and-ride 
facilities. 

10. An aggressive planning implementation schedule 

Estimated Cost by Funding Source 
Partnership Planning $250,000 (80%) 
local match (STAF) $ 62,500 (20%) 

Total: $3 12,500 



Preliminary Project Schedule and Funding Chart 
1 Proiect Title: 1 I-80"-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan 

I II Consultant I I I 

I I( Benicia, Dixon, Fairtield, 1 I 1 

Task 4. Planning 

'see attached scope of work for summarized description of each task 
2 ~ o c a l  Match provided by contributions from STAF hnds  



SCOPE OF WORK SUMMARY 

The 1-8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan will include the 
following summarized tasks as part of the initial scope of work (these tasks are not 
in priority order and will be further defined prior to any contract award): 

Task #1- Budget and schedule 
Confirm the project budget and project schedule is adequate and provide safeguards to prevent 
any potential project cost overruns. Project schedule should include milestones with appropriate 
deliverables to ensure project is developed in accordance with the project schedule. 

Task #2- Partnership 
Create a publiclmulti-government agency partnership to provide comments, recommendations, 
and consensus for improvements along project segment. 

Task #3- Public Outreach 
Develop opportunities for public input in the development of the 1-8011-68011-780 Corridors 
Study Highway Operations Plan process. 

Task #4- Planning- I-8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan 
Develop projects to be included in the I-8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations 
Plan. 

Task #5- Funding Options 
Develop funding options for the 1-8011-68011-780 Corridors Study Highway Operations Plan. 

Task #6-Deliverables 
Provide written documents as project milestones are completed. 

Task #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 and Freeway 
Performance Initiative Plan, Caltrans SHOPP list and corridor concepts update, STA's 
Comprehensive Transportation Plan's Arterial, Highways and Freeways Element update, and 
STA's Congestion Management Program, transportation circulation elements of the city and 
County future General Plan updates). 
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Agenda Item VI. B 
September 2 7, 2006 

DATE: September 14, 2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects 
RE: Distribution of $75,000 Fiscal Year (FY) 2005-06 Surface Transportation 

Program (STP) Funds 

Background: 
On May 1 1,2005, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board approved the 
distribution of $1.3 million in STP-Augmentation funds for Local Streets and Roads. 
These new STP funds came in March 2005 when the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC) identified $1 05.5 million in additional programming capacity for the 
Bay Area. The funds were distributed to the local agencies based on a 50% population- 
based distribution (Cycle 2 formula) and 50% population-lane miles-PC1 distribution 
(local streets and roads formula). Each jurisdiction received a portion of the STP- 
Augmentation funds, with a $75,000 minimum threshold for smaller agencies. The funds 
were programmed in FY 2005-06 with an obligation deadline of April 1, 2006. 

The Regional Project Funding Delivery Policy (Resolution 3606) states that "the funds 
must be obligated by the established deadline or they will be deprogrammed from the 
project and redirected by the Commission to a project that can use the funds in a timely 
manner." 

Discussion: 
The City of Rio Vista was unable to obligate its $75,000 in STP funds in FY 2005-06 by 
the April 1% deadline. In a last minute attempt to save the $75,000 for Solano County, 
MTC provided Solano County with the opportunity to reprogram the funds to another 
local streets and roads project from FY 2006-07 despite the policy to deprogram 
unobligated funds. 

An email was sent to the Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) on August 1 2 ' ~  
requesting that project sponsors interested in additional STP funding for their streets and 
roads projects contact the STA. The eligible projects must already be successfully 
obligated. The $75,000 in STP funds will be added to the project by way of modifying 
the existing E-76. 

Two project sponsors, Benicia and Vacaville, responded to the request to add funds to the 
following projects: 

City of Benicia, West K Street Rehabilitation Project, TIP ID SOLO1 002 1. 
Current funding = $200,000 STP, FY 2006-07, CONST. Obligated on 7/29/06. 
City of Vacaville, Nut Tree Road Rehabilitation Project, TIP ID SOLO10026. 
Current funding = $342,000 STP, FY 2006-07, CONST. Obligated on 7/29/06. 



STA staff is recommending that the $75,000 be distributed between the two cities, with 
$25,000 to the City of Benicia, and $50,000 to the City of Vacaville. STA staff will work 
with the cities of Rio Vista, Benicia and Vacaville, and with MTC to perfom the 
necessary Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) amendments required to 
reprogram the funds. The STA will be responsible for submitting the TIP amendments to 
MTC. While waiting for the TIP amendments to be approved, the cities of Benicia and 
Vacaville will be responsible for submitting amendments to Caltrans Local Assistance to 
modify their E-76s (Financial Plan). The additional funding will be available when the 
TIP amendments are approved by MTC, which will take approximately 30 days from the 
time of submittal. According to MTC, the TIP will be opened for amendments on the 
first part of October 2006. 

Fiscal Impact: 
There is no fiscal impact by this proposed action to the STA. This action will keep the 
$75,000 within Solano County jurisdiction so it is not lost to the region. 

Recommendation: 
Recommend to the STA Board to reprogram $75,000 in FY 2005-06 STP-Augmentation 
funds for Local Streets and Roads from the City of Rio Vista to (1) the City of Benicia 
for $25,000 and (2) the City of Vacaville for $50,000. 



Agenda Item VI- C 
September 27, 2006 

DATE: September 18,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner 
RE: Countywide Pedestrian Plan Update 

Background: 
The Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan was developed through the efforts and guidance 
of the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), Landpeople (consultants for the 
countywide plan), and the Solano Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC). The 
Countywide Pedestrian Plan was approved and recommended by the PAC in September 
2004 followed by STA Board adoption in October 2004. The plan is the first effort to 
identify countywide significant pedestrian projects in the Bay Area. The Solano 
Transportation Authority (STA) was given an award by the Northern California Chapter 
of the American Planning Association for the development and implementation of this 
Pedestrian Plan. 

The Plan identified several pedestrian projects in three specific categories: current 
projects, conceptual projects and priority projects. Each city and the County of Solano 
have identified at least one priority project included in the plan, as indicated in the 
following matrix: 

I Benicia 1 State Park RoadII-780 Overcrossing i 
I Dixon I Multi-modal Transportation Center I 
1 Rio Vista I Waterfront Plan and Improvement Project 1 
I Fairfield / West Texas Street Urban Village Project 1 
I Suisun City 1 Driftwood Drive Pedestrian Project ~ 

Vacaville Vacaville Creek Walk Extension to 
McClellan Street 

Vallejo Vallejo Feny Station Pedestrian and 
Streetscape Enhancements 

Multi-Jurisdictional (Fairfield, 
Suisun, and Solano County) 

Multi-Jurisdiction (Fairfield, 
Suisun, Solano County, and 
Vacaville) 

Union Ave (Fairfield) to Main Street 
(Suisun City) Enhancements Program 

Jepson Parkway 



The pedestrian projects identified in the Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan were 
primarily created and prioritized by the responsible agencies (i.e. all seven cities and the 
County of Solano). Due primarily to a larger portion of funding dedicated to pedestrian 
facilities in Solano County, the PAC has requested to update the Solano Countywide 
Pedestrian Plan's current list of pedestrian projects to include new projects or project 
revisions. The goal is to complete the update by January 2006 in time for the next Solano 
Bicycle Pedestrian Program (SBPP) fund cycle. 

In June 2006, the STA retained Landpeople consultants to assist in creating a criteria and 
an application for pedestrian project submittals. Randy Anderson of Landpeople was the 
original consultant for the Countywide Pedestrian Plan and was instrumental in helping 
STA staff establish the current PAC. 

Discussion: 
Attachment A is the draft criteria and project submittal application which focuses on two 
parts: Basic Project Information and Pedestrian Project Performance Checklist. The PAC 
is scheduled to review the attached criteria and project submittal application at their 
meeting on Thursday, September 21,2006. The PAC is expected to finalize the criteria 
and application at this meeting in order to meet the completion date goal of January 2007. 
STA staff will provide the TAC a revised version of the criteria and application based on 
input from the PAC. The current timeline for completion is also attached (see 
Attachment B). 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to: 

1. Approve criteria for prioritizing the Countywide Pedestrian Plan's pedestrian 
projects. 

2. Issue a call for additional or revised pedestrian projects to be considered for the 
Countywide Pedestrian Plan Update. 

Attachments: 
A. Draft Criteria for Prioritizing Pedestrian Projects 
B. Pedestrian Project Update Schedule 



ATTACHMENT A 

Draft Criteria and Application for 
Pedestrian Projects Submittals 
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Draft Process for Prioritizin~ Pedestrian Projects 
Solano Transportation Authority 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee 

I. Purpose of the Process 

The Countwide Pedestrian Plan's Overall Goal is: 

A complete, safe, and enjoyable system of pedestrian routes and zones in places people need 
and want to go in Solano County, providing a viable alternative to the use of the 
automobile, through connection to transit, and employment, health, commercial, 
recreational and social centers. 

STA and it's Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) will help implement this goal by 
encouraging and funding pedestrian-oriented projects that support the Countywide Pedestrian 
Plan and its planning and design guidelines. The projects in the initial Countywide Pedestrian 
Plan were a cross-section of pedestrian-related plans of STA's member agencies. These projects 
were not planned, designed, or selected based on the specific goals, policies, and guidelines of 
the Plan, which did not exist at the time the projects were formulated or submitted. A process is 
proposed to update, expand, and prioritize the pedestrian project list in the Plan to better reflect 
and support the Plan's goals, policies, and guidelines. 

Relationship to the Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program Fund 

The STA Board adopted guidelines for the Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) Fund 
on December 4,2005. These guidelines are attached as Exhibit A. They provide for a three year 
implementation program to serve as a guide for funding recommendations for bicycle and 
pedestrian projects that would funded with a combination of TDA Article 3 funds, MTC Bicycle 
and Pedestrian Program funds, and CMAC funds from the Eastern Solano County Air Quality 
Region. The proposed process for prioritizing projects for the Countywide Pedestrian Master 
Plan is both longer-term and more specifically focused on pedestrian projects than the SBPP 
Fund, though there is some overlap in criteria, and likely will be for the project priorities. 

Draft Proiect Prioritization Methodology 

STA will ask its member agencies to submit new or updated pedestrian projects to be used to 
update the Countywide Pedestrian Plan project list. The projects would be prioritized based on 

the following process: 

1. Call for proiects. The following Pedestrian Project Information Form would be provided 
to STA member agencies with the call for proiects. It provides a basic form and 
checklist for documentin2 the proiect, would help ensure that the proiects would be 
elipible for funding, and would encourage proiects that would be more likely to score 
well under the adopted criteria by providing a more detailed checklist of pedestrian- 
supportive proiect features that agencies mav want to consider. It would also encouragg 
provision of proiect information that will make it easier for evaluators to score the 
proiects. 



Draft Process for Prioritizing Pedestrian Proiects 
Solano Transportation Authority 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee 

2. Agencies complete forms, provide proiect information. The applicants would complete the 
Pedestrian Project Information Form and attach the relevant proiect ~ l a n s ,  etc. for 
each proiect they wish to have considered for the Countywide Pedestrian Plan priority 
proiects list and potential future funding;. 

3. Preliminary proiect screening. STA staff would preliminarily review the proiects, 
screening out those that did not meet the basic eligibility criteria or provide sufficient 
information. Staff would contact the proiect sponsors to encourage them to provide any 
missing information or for clarifications. 

4. Preliminary scoring. Staff would initially score the ~ ro i ec t s  based on the attached 
proposed Proiect Scoring Process. This would be reviewed by the PAC or a 
subcommittee. 

5. Staff and PAC field trip(s). A field trip or trips to the sites of the most h i ~ h l y  ranked 
proiects would be held important to make the final iudgment. 

6. Final prioritization. The scores would be reviewed and adiusted. but the final decision 
regarding; proiect priorities should not be based solelv on scores - factors such as 
distribution of funds by region and proiect type should also be considered. 



Draft Pedestrian Proiect Information Form 
Solano Transportation Authority 
Pedestrian ~ d v i s o r ~  committee 

A. I. Basic Proiect Information 

A. Applicant Qualifications 

1. The primary applicant must be a Solano County government agency. Joint 
applications are encouraged wherein other groups or organizations (such as a 
registered non-profit agency/corporation) team with a qualified, experienced 
agency; 

2. (Highly desirable) Describe how the applicant has successful track record 
andlor current capability in implementing similar planning or construction 
projects. 

B. Eliaible Projects 
A broad range of pedestrian project types are eligible, as framed by the Pedestrian Project 
Performance Checklist in Part 11. Pedestrian projects that consist solely of right-of-way 
acquisition, maintenance andlor operation will not be eligible. All other costs are eligible 
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1. Provide a brief description of the project 

C. Applicant Project Priorities 
The agency's priority for the project and the thoroughness of the agency's prioritization 
process will be considered when evaluating the projects. 

1. Provide a list or brief summary of the applicant's submitted pedestrian projects 
indicating the relative priority among them, and their overall priority among all 
the agency's projects. 

2. Briefly describe the process that was used to determine these priorities 
(General Plan, CIP, budget, etc). 

D. Project Funding 

I .  Applicant has a secure source of funds (describe). 

2. Attach a detailed project cost estimate, if available. 
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E. Project Readiness 

* .  

Describe and attach any of the following that apply: 

1. A clear conceptual plan is provided based on detailed site and background 
information; 

2. Preliminary engineered plans and cost estimate are completed; 

3. Environmental documents are completed addressing CEQA (and NEPA if 
federal funding or approval is involved); 

4. Construction documents are completed; 

5. All permits (e.g. encroachments, environmental) for project implementation are 
secured. 

6.  There are dedicated resources for the ongoing maintenance of the 
improvements (maintenance assessment district, city department, etc.) - describe. 

F. Community Partici--nation and Support 
Check and specify type(s) of support and participation where applicable: 

1. The project is authorized/supported by the local agencylorganization sponsors 
(attach resolution from the Council or Board of the applicant). 

2. The project has broad support from the community and related agencies, 
organizations, representatives, etc. as reflected by letters of support. 

3. The project is based on active outreach to and participation by the public, 
including populations with special pedestrian access needs, such as seniors, low 
income residents, people with disabilities, children, etc. 

4. The project is based on a collaborative planning process involving the public 
and key groups that would be served by the project, especially those representing 
populations with special pedestrian access needs. 
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[7 5 ,  The project is a partnership between local or regional agencies, organizations, 
andlor groups, especially those representing populations with special pedestrian 
access needs. 

G. Additional Benefits 
Projects that provide other significant benefits in addition to achieving basic and 
performance-driven pedestrian project criteria may be given additional weight. 

Check and briefly describe any that apply: 

1. Bicycle access (provides new access or enhances an existing one); 

2. Recreation (provides a recreational faciIity or enhances an existing one); 

3. Habitat protection (protects and/or enhances or restores sensitive/scenic 
habitat); 

[7 4. Storm water managementlerosion control; 

[7 5. Historic preservation/interpretation; 

6. Other (specify). 



Draft Pedestrian Proiect Information Form 
Solano Transportation Authority 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee 

B. 11. Pedestrian Proiect Performance Checklist 

The performance criteria below are intended to encourage and identify pedestrian 
projects that have specific tangible benefits for pedestrian circulation. The checklist 
below has been summarized from the Countywide Pedestrian Plan, which contains 

planning and design guidelines in Section 5. 

An eliGble pedestrian proiect will meet at least a few of these criteria. Generallv a project 
that meets more of the criteria in the checklist will score higher, but there are no required 
criteria. and no proiect is likely to meet all. or even most criteria. The criteria are not 

If the proiect achieves a criterion below, check that item and briefly explain how it is 
achieved. 

A. Improving Public Safev 

1. The project provides improvements in a location that has a history of 
pedestriadvehicular accidents. 

2. The project meets applicable design standards for this type of facility (e.g. 
ASHTO or Caltrans). 

B. Overcoming Barriers to Pedestrian Circulation 

The project provides pedestrian access across a previously impassible or unsafe barrier 
(Describe the distance from an alternative crossing) 

2. Arterial roads (4 lanes or greater, 35 mph or greater) 

5. Provides handicapped access in an area that is currently inaccessible to people 
with disabilities (all new projects must be fully ADA compliant) 

6. Closes a gap in an adopted local or regional trail system such as the San 
Francisco Bay Trail, Bay Area Ridge Trail, or city trails and pathways plan. 
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C. Providing Connections to Transit 

1. The project connects to local bus stop(s); 

2. Connects to express/regional bus stop(s); 

3. Provides amenities for waiting transit riders (benches, lighting, shelter, 
landscaping, news racks); 

4. Connects to regional multi-modal transit hub (bus, carpool, train, ferry). 

D. Implementina Walkable Communitv Plans 

1. The project is part of and consistent with an adopted General Plan circulation 
element, Specific Plan, Development Master Plan, Pedestrian Master Plan or 
similar document that addresses pedestrian circulation in the City or subarea; 

2. Is part of an existing or planned mixed use district with housing, shopping, 
employment, and basic public facilities within % to % mile of each other; 

3. Serves residential densities between 12 and 24 dwelling units per acre; 

4. Serves residential densities higher than 24 dwelling units per acre; 

5. Provides access to a site or facility with high use or potential use (park, public 
building complex, hospital, senior or youth center, major shopping center or 
downtown commercial district, etc.). 

E. Pedestrian-Friendlv Site Planninx 

1. The maximum building footprint in the area sewed by the project is 
approximately 30,000 s.f., maximum, or 50,000 s.f. for supermarkets; 

2. Buildings are sited along and oriented to the street and adjacent sidewalk, 
rather than parking located between the streetlsidewalk and the buildings; 

3. Buildings are detailed and articulated to provide an attractive pedestrian 
frontage; 
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4. Streets are in an interconnected grid system with a maximum block length of 
approximately 330 to 440 feet; 

5. If longer blocks are planned or exist, pedestrian connections are provided every 
250 to 300 feet; 

6. Driveways are consolidated whenever possible, or located on less busy cross 
streets or alleys; 

7. Traffic lanes are relatively narrow (10' to 11') while sidewalks are relatively 
wide. 

8. Special crosswalk paving/marking materials, colors and/or textures; 

9. Landscaped medians, decorative paving, andlor planter strips are provided; 

F. Pedestrian-Friendlv Traffic Svstem Design 

1. On-street parking is allowed to help buffer pedestrians from traffic; 

2. Parking is restricted near crosswalks to avoid obstructing the line of sight of 
pedestrians and drivers; 

0 3. Landscaping associated with the project is selected and laid out to avoid 
blocking pedestrian routes and visibility at crossings, and to maintain clearance 
and visibility for vehicles. 

4. Speed limits are reduced to no more than 25 mph, and as low as 10 or 15 mph 
in pedestrian-oriented areas. 

0 5. The duration of signal intervals is long enough to allow the average pedestrian 
to complete a street crossing in one cycle; 

6. Pedestrianhicyclist activated signals are provided; 

0 7. "Count down" signals are provided, giving the time before the signal will turn 
red; 

8. Crossings of wider streets incorporate median or refuge islands, and bulb-outs 
of the curb and sidewalk to reduce the crossing distance; 
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9. Pedestrian activated crossing warning lights are provided where a permanent 
traffic signal is not warranted; 

10. Right turns on red lights are prohibited in busy pedestrian areas; 

11. Smaller street corner radii are used to reduce the crossing distance for 
pedestrians and constrain automobile speeds; 

12. Signs are placed in medians or street centers warning drivers of upcoming 
crosswalks and to stop for pedestrians. 

G. Pedestrian Amenities 

1. Pathways or sidewalks are at least 6 feet wide, or 8 feet minimum if shared 
with bikes (12feet is preferred); 

2. Special decorative paving is featured; 

3. Site furniture is provided, such as benches, trash receptacles, news racks, and 
planters; 

4. Landscaping is provided, including trees, shrubs, and ground covers or annual 
plants; 

5. Trees and shrubs in a planting strip separate pedestrians from traffic; 

6. Pedestrian-level and/or decorative lighting is provided; 

7. Spaces are provided adjacent to the pedestrian corridor for resting and 
socializing; 

0 8. Landscape structures such as seat walls, pergolas, and trellises add interest to 
the pedestrian environment; 

9. The project has an architectural, landscape, and/or sign graphic theme that 
expresses the local culture and setting; 

10. Signage or installations interpret local environment and/or history; 

a 1 1. Outdoor art is provided, such as sculptures or murals. 
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Proiect Scoring 

Staff would initially score the projects based on the submitted checklist and information 
using the following draft scoring sheet. This would be reviewed by the PAC or a 
subcommittee. 

Some criteria are weighted h i h e r  than others due to ~otential hieher benefit/imoortance. 

The final decision regarding project funding should not be based solely on scores - 
factors such as distribution of funds by region and project type should also be considered, 
at least over a period of funding cycles. 

I. Basic Criteria (maximum potential points = 60). 
Score 

A. Applicant track record managing/implementing similar projects (0 - 10) 

B. Eligible Projects (no score - eligibility based on score for Project Performance 
below) 

C .  Applicant project priorities (0 - 10) 

D Project Funding (0 - 10) 

E. Project readiness. (0 - 10) 

F. Community participation and support. (0 - 10) 

G. Additional benefits - specify type(s) (0 - 1 0) 

C. 
D. 

E. 11. Pedestrian Proiect Performance Criteria (maximum potential points = 50) 
Score 

A. Improving Public Safety (0 - 10) 
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B. Overcoming Barriers to Pedestrian Circulation (0 - 10) 

C. Providing Connections to Transit (0 - 5) 

D. Implementing Walkable Community Plans (0 - 5) 

E. Pedestrian-Friendly Site Planning (0 - 5) 

F. Pedestrian-Friendly Traffic System Design (0 - 10) 

G. Pedestrian Amenities (0 - 5) 

Subtotal 

Total project score (maximum potential I 10) 

I. 
11. Future CostIBenefit Scoring 
111. 
IV. Projects submitted for prioritization for the Countywide Pedestrian Plan are not 

grant applications and will not include proposed grant requests versus project budget. 
Eventually these projects will be considered for funding, at which time a proposed 
grant amount will be established relative to the overall project budget. At this time the 
project could be evaluated for costlbenefit using the simple formula below: 

v. 
VI. Project grant request 

$ 

Grant requestIProject score ($/point = theoretical costhenefit) 

The actual grant application scoring could also consider the proprtion of the grant request 
to the overall project budget. 
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However, the final decision regarding project funding should not be based solely on 
scores or costlbenefit. Factors such as distribution of funds by region and project type 
should also be considered, at least over a period of funding cycles. 



ATTACHMENT B 

Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan Update 
Schedule 

Proiect Milestones: 
September 21 th - PAC meeting 

Present a draft methodology for PAC to discuss and provide input 
(Consultant). 
Present status report on current projects (STA staff). 

September 27th- TAC meeting 
STA staff provides an overview of the update process and makes a request 
for new and/or revised pedestrian projects to be included in the updated plan 
(STA staff). 

October 27th 
Project Sponsors submit new andlor revised project submittals to STA staff. 

October 27th to November 7th 
Apply draft methodology to current and new project submittals (Consultant). 

November 16th- PAC meeting 
Present findings and new projects list (Consultant). 
Recommend list for approval to STA Board (STA staff). 

November 1 6th 
Submit Draft methodology report (Consultant). 

November 2gth -TAC meeting 
Present draft methodology report to TAC and recommend list for approval by 
STA Board based on PAC recommendation (STA Staff). 

December 1''- 
Submit Final methodology report due based on TAC input (Consultant). 

December 1 3th- STA Board 
Approve new and/or revised pedestrian projects list to be included in 
Countywide Pedestrian Plan Update (STA staflf). 

Completion Date: Tentative STA Board approval of update is December 13th, 2006 
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Agenda Item VI. D 
September 2 7, 2006 

DATE: September 18,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Jayne Bauer, Marketing and Legislative Program Manager 
RE: Legislative Update - September 2006 and STA7s Draft 2007 Legislative 

Priorities and Platform 

Background: 
Each year, STA staff monitors state and federal legislation that pertains directly to transportation 
and related issues. On December 14,2005, the STA Board adopted its 2006 Legislative Priorities 
and Platform to provide policy guidance on transportation legislation and the STA7s legislative 
activities. 

Discussion: 
September 30" is the last day for the Governor to either sign or veto bills passed by the Legislature 
during the current session. A current Legislative Matrix is included as Attachment A. 

To help ensure the STA's transportation policies and priorities are consensus-based, the STA's 
Legislative Platform and Priorities is first developed in draft form and distributed. The draft is 
distributed to STA member agencies and members of our federal and state legislative delegations for 
review and comment prior to adoption by the STA Board. Staff proposes that the STA Technical 
Advisory Committee (TAC) and Transit Consortium review the attached Draft 2007 Legislative 
Platform and Priorities for comment at the TAC and Consortium meeting in September. 
Recommended additions have been noted in bold and recommended deletions with a sbdwkm&. 

STA staff will forward the Draft 2007 Legislative Platform and Priorities with TAC and Consortium 
feedback to the Board in October, with a recommendation to distribute the draft document for a 30- 
day review and comment period. The Final Draft 2007 Legislative Platform and Priorities will be 
placed on the December STA Board agenda for consideration of adoption. 

Recommendation: 
Forward the STA7s Draft 2007 Legislative Priorities and Platform to the STA Board with a 
recommendation to distribute for a 30-day review and comment period. 

Attachments: 
A. Legislative Matrix, September 2006 
B. STA7s Draft 2007 Legislative Priorities and Platform 
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Solano Transportation A uthority 
Legislative Matrix 

September 19,2006 

State Leaislation 

Legislative Matrix - Septs~nber 2006.doc 

American Lung Assoc. 

Conservation Voters 
CA Secure Transportation 
Energy Partnership 

Page 1 of 9 Updated 9/ 1912006, 12: 33 PM 

Clean Power Campaign 
Coalition for Clean Air 
Defenders of Wildlife, CA 
Program Off ice 
Natural Resources 
Defense Council 
Planning and Conservation 
League 
Sierra Club of CA 

Oppose: 
CA Dept. of Finance- 

?+ 
4 

B M 

f * 
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AB 1407 (Lieber) 

To enrollment 8/31/06 

in HOV Lanes 

consultation with a project sponsor, to reprogram RM2 project savings to 
another project in the same bridge corridor. Also permits MTC to swap 

AB 1783 (Nunez) 

Jnfrastructure Bond 
Froposa~ 

AB 2128 (Torrico) 

Employer Tax Credit: 
Benefits 

RM2 funds on a 1 : 1 basis for alternate funds for other projects that 
improve travel options in the bridge corridors. Authorizes a local authority 
to suspend lane access privileges during periods of peak congestion 
under certain conditions. 

Provides legislative intent to enact the California Infrastructure, 
Improvement, Smart Growth, Economic Reinvestment, and Emergency 
Preparedness Financing Act of 2006 to provide for the financing of state 
and local government infrastructure through various funding sources, 
including bonds, fees, assessments, and other sources. 

Authorizes an employer until W 2018 to claim a tax credit against 
income taxes up to 60 percent for costs incurred to provide certain, 
defined commuter benefits to its employees. Restricts such tax credit to 
expenditures incurred for private-sector transit, defined as private transit 
motorized vehicles designed to carry 16 or more passengers. Provides 
that only employers who offer public transit subsidies as well as private 
transit subsidies may qualify for the tax credit, but that the credit shall only 
apply for transit benefits for private mass transit. Requires that the owner 
of such motorized vehicle(s) register the vehicle(s) annually with the 
Department of Motor Vehicles (Amended 5/3/06) 

MTC-Support/Sponsor 

Santa Clara County- 
SupportISponsor 

Introduced 1/4/06; 

In Assembly 

ABAG-Support 

LCC-Watch 

From committee without 
further action pursuant to 
Joint Rule 62(a) 06/08/06 

Watch 

03/08/06 
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STA 
,Position 

Support 

0711 2/06 

- 
Support and 
co-sponsor 

03/08/06 

Request 
comments 
from cities & 
counties 

. 0511 1/05 

, stat& of sill 

Enrolled and to the Governor 
0911 8/06 

S u ~ ~ o r t :  
35 agencieslorganizations 

Oo~ose: 
6 agencieslorganizations 

Enrolled and to Governor 
09/08/06 

Support: - 

MTC 
VTA-Santa Clara 
CCTA-Contra Costa 
SCTA-Sonoma 
OCTA-Orange 
NCTPA-Napa 

Amended with new subject 
no longer relevant to STA 
8/24/06 

ABAG-Watch 

BAAQMD-SuppOrt 

State Legislation 
BillIAuthor 

AB 2444 (Klehs) 

Vehicle Registration 
Fee: Congestion 
Management' Water 
and Air Quality 

AB 2538 (Wolk) 

Programming' 
P nning & Monitoring @ ( PM) Funds 

SB 44 (Kehoe) 
General plan: Air 
Quality Element 

Subject 
, . I 

Authorizes the congestion management agencies in the 9 Bay Area 
counties to each impose, by a two-thirds vote of the respective 
government board, an annual fee up to $5 on motor vehicles registered 
within those counties for congestion management. Further authorizes the 
Bay Area Air Quality Management District to impose an additional $5 
annual fee on motor vehicles registered with its jurisdiction for programs 
that mitigate the impacts of motor vehicles on the environment. The 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board for the Bay Area and the 
Bay Area Air Quality Management District would each have responsibility 
for one half of the revenues derived by this portion of the fee. Caps the 
amount that these districts may spend on administrative expenses at 5 
percent. Requires independent audit within 2years after fee becomes 
operative and each year after that date (Amended 811 4/06) 

Provides that each county may request up to 5 percent of its county share 
in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) for the purpose . a of project planning, programming, and monitoring. 
@- 

P ( A m e n d e d  5/26/06) 

Requires each local jurisdiction to adopt an air quality element as part of 
its general plan or amend its general plan to include data and analysis, 
comprehensive goals, policies and implementation strategies to improve 
air quality no later from one year from the date specified for the next 
revision of its housing element. Requires that the jurisdiction send a copy 
of the draft amendment to the appropriate air quality management district 
for review and comment. Specifies that implementation measures include 
only those measures over which the city or county has control and shall be 
balanced with other state and local policies. 
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State Legislation 
BilUAuthor 

SB 1 024 (Perata) 

Public Works & 
Improvements: Bond 
Measure 

SB 11 65 (Dutton) 

Bond 
Of 20069 2008 & 

201 2 
OI 
0 

SB 1266 (Perata) - 
Proposition 1 B 
Highway Safety, Traffic 
Reduction, Air Quality 
and Port Security Bond 
Act of 2006 

Updated 9/19/2006, 12:33 PM 

Status of Bill 

Held in Assembly 1/31/06 

ABAG-Watch 

BAAQMD-Support 

MTC-Support 

Suspended by Senate 
Transp & Housing and Env 
Quality Committees 111 9/06 

LCC-W atch 

Enacted, Chapter 25, 
Statutes of 2006 5/16/06 

Subject 

Enacts the Safe Facilities, Improved Mobility, and Clean Air Bond Act of 
2006 to authorize an unspecified amount in state general obligation bonds 
on the June 2006 election for specified purposes, including the state 
transportation improvement program, passenger rail improvements, levee 
improvements, flood control, restoration of Proposition 42 transportation 
funds, port infrastructure and security projects, environmental 
enhancement projects, transit-oriented development, affordable housing, 
local bridge seismic retrofit, state-local partnership program, transit 
security and grade crossings subject to voter approval. (Amended 
1/26/06) 

Enacts the governor's proposal to issue general obligation bonds for 
various transportation purposes. Pledges a percentage of existing fuel 
excise taxes and truck weight fees to offset the general fund cost for bond 
debt service. Authorizes transportation entities to use a design-build 
process for contracting on transportation projects. (Introduced 111 0106) 

This bill, subject to voter approval at the November 7, 2006, statewide 
general election, would enact the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air 
Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 to authorize $1 9.925 billion of 
state general obligation bonds for specified purposes, including high- 
priority transportation corridor improvements, State Route 99 corridor 
enhancements, trade infrastructure and port security projects, schoolbus 
retrofit and replacement purposes, state transportation improvement 
program augmentation, transit & passenger rail improvements, state-local 
partnership transportation projects, transit security projects, local bridge 
seismic retrofit projects, highway-railroad grade separation and crossing 
improvement projects, state highway safety and rehabilitation projects, 
local street & road improvement, congestion relief, and traffic safety. 

. STA 
Position 

Watch 

0511 1/05, 
03/08/06 

Watch 

03/08/06 

Support/ 
endorse 

0711 2/06 
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STA 
Position 

Support 

0711 2/06 

Status of Bill 

Amended 08-07-06 

Held under submission by 
Assembly Appropriations 
Cornminee 08-1 7-06 

SUDDort: 

Alameda County Congestion 
Management Agency 

City of Oakland 

CityICounty Assoc. of 
Governments of San Mateo 
County 

Counties of Marin and Santa 
Clara 

Santa Clara Valley 
Transportation Authority 

Santa Clara Valley Water 
District 

Held in Com. and under 
submission 05/25/06. 

CSAC-Support 

MTC-Oppose 

Amended with new subject 
no longer relevant to STA 
8/24/06 

State Legislation 
BillIAuthor 

SB 161 1 (Simitian) 
Congestion 
Management Fee: 
Vehicle Registration 

Q\ 
P 

SB 1694 (Aanestad) 

Federal Funds: 
Allocation to Counties 

SB 1719 (Perata) 

Proposition 42: 
Transportation 
Investment Fund 

Subject 

Authorizes a congestion management agency, by a majority vote of the 
governing board, to place a majority vote ballot measure before the voters 
of a county authorizing the imposition of an annual fee up to $25 on each 
motor vehicle registered within a county for transportation projects and 
programs with a relationship or benefit to the persons paying the fee. 
Definitions of "congestion mitigation" and "pollution prevention" were more 
narrowly focused in the amendment of 08/07/06, and the bill has not yet 
made it out of committee. 

Requires that counties receive $30 million or 15 percent of the 
discretionary portion of the Equity Bonus for the federal-aid secondary 
road system. (Amended 411 9/06) 

Provides for the distribution of funding from Proposition 42 after FY 2008- 
09, maintaining the existing 40/40/20 split between the State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), local streets and roads, and 
the Public Transportation Account respectively. Requires cities and 
counties to spend at least what they were spending, on average, over the 
period 1996-1 999. 
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State Legislation 
BillIAuthor 

SB 1812 (Runner) 
Caltrans' participation 
in a federal surface 
transportation project 
delivery pilot program 

SCA 7 (Torlakson) 
Proposition 42 
Protection 

QI 
N 

SCR 123 (Florez) 

Joint Legislative 
'Ornmittee On High- 
Speed Trains 

Updated 9/19/2006, 12: 33 PM 

Status of Bill 

Senate Appropriations 
Com m ittee 5/25/06 

CSAC-Support 

LCC-Support 

Enacted, Chapter 49, 
Statutes of 2006 

Senate Third Reading 
8/22/06 

Subject 

Authorizes the State of California to consent to the 
jurisdiction of the federal courts with regard to the responsibilities 
assumed pursuant to the surface transportation project delivery pilot 
program authorized in the Safe Accountable, Flexible Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act (SAFETEA). This program allows the Secretary 
of the U.S. Department of Transportation to permit up to 5 states, 
including California, to participate in a program whereby the state 
assumes responsibility for assuring compliance with certain federal 
environmental laws, including the National Environmental Policy Act. 
Provides that the law shall expire in 2009 but that the state shall remain 
liable for any decisions made pursuant to the law prior to its repeal. 
(Amended 5/2/06) 

-, 9 r , . . e&wg 
-Modifies the suspension provision in Proposition 42 to 
provide that the transfer of gasoline sales tax revenues to transportation 
may only be suspended twice in a decade, and that such a suspension 
must be repaid within three years with interest. A second suspension may 
not be made until the first one is repaid. (Amended 5/4/06) 

Would establish the Joint Legislative Committee on High-speed Trains 
through 2008 to hold public hearings, receive public comment and review 
the work of the California High-Speed Rail Authority and the plans for a 
high-speed train system in California. 

STA 
Position 

Support 

0511 0106 

Support/ 
endorse 

0711 2/06 

Watch 

0711 2/06 
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2005-06 Regular Session Calendar 
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January 2006 (Second year of 2-year legislative session) 
1 Statutes take effect 
3 Legislature reconvenes 
5 Governor's State of the State Address 

10 Budget must be submitted by Governor 
27 Last day to submit bill requests to Office of Legislative Counsel 

February 
24 Last day to introduce bills 

April 
6 Spring Recess begins at the end of this day's session 

17 Last day for policy committees to hear and report Fiscal 
Committees fiscal bills introduced in their house 

28 Last day for policy committees to hear and report non-fiscal bills 
introduced in their house to Floor 

May 
12 Last day for policy committees to meet and report non-fiscal bills 

introduced in their house to Floor 
19 Last day for policy committees to meet prior to June 5 
26 Last day for Fiscal Committees to hear and report to the Floor 

bills introduced in their house 
26 Last day for Fiscal Committees to meet prior to June 5 
30 Floor session only through June 5 

June 
2 Last day for bills to be passed out of the house of origin 
5 Committee meetings may resume 

15 Budget Bill must be passed by midnight 
29 Last day for a legislative measure to qualify for the general election 

(November 7) ballot 
30 Last day for policy committees to meet and report bills 

Page 7 of 9 

July 
7 Summer Recess begins on adjournment, provided Budget Bill 

has been enacted 

August 
7 Legislature reconvenes 

18 Last day for Fiscal Committees to meet and report Senate bills 
to the Floor 

21 Floor session only through August 31 
25 Last day to amend bills on the Floor. 
31 Final recess begins at end of this day's session 

September 
30 Last day for Governor to sign or veto bills passed by the 

Legislature before September 1 and in his possession on or after 
September 1 

October 
2 Bills enacted on or before this date take effect on June 1, 2007 

November 
30 2005-06 session adjourns at midnight 

December 
4 2007-08 Regular session convenes at midnight 

Updated 9/ 1 9/2006, 1 2: 33 PM 



IMPORTANT DATES OCCURRING DURING FINAL CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE RECESS 

Sep. 30 - Last day for Governor to sign or veto bllls passed by the Legislature before Sept. 1 and in his possession on or 
after Sept. 1 (Art. IV, Sec.lO(b)(2). 

Oct. 2 - Bills enacted on or before this date take effect January 1,2007 (Art. IV, Sec. 8(c)). 

Nov. 7 - General Election. 

Nov. 30 - Adjournment sine die at midnlght (Art. IV, Sec. 3(a)). 

Dec. 4 - 2007-08 Regular Session convenes for Organizational Session at 12 noon (Art. IV, Sec. 3(a)). 

2007 

Jan. 1 - Statutes take effect (Art. IV, Sec. 8(c)). 

Legislative Matrix - September 2006.doc 

(Dates based on usage and custom and SCR No. I )  
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109th United States Congress 
2006 Session Calendar 

Legislative Matrix - September 2006.doc 

January 
16 Senate and House recess for Martin Luther King, Jr. Day 
3 1 Senate and House convene 
31 State of the Union Address 

February 
20 Presidents' Day 
20-24 Presidents' Day Recess 

March 
20-24 House and Senate not in session 

April 
2 House and Senate reconvene 

10-21 Spring District Work Period 

May 
29- 
June 2 Memorial Day RecessIDistrict Work Period 

F 

June 
5 Senate and House reconvene 

Page 9 of 9 

July 
3-7 Independence Day District Work Period 

11 Senate and House reconvene 

August 
7-Sept 4 Summer District work period 

September 
4 Labor Day 
5 Senate and House reconvene 

October 
6 Target Adjournment Date 

November 
7 Election Day 

10 Veterans Day Holiday 
23 Thanksgiving Holiday 

December 
16 Hanukkah 
25 Christmas Holiday 

Updated 9/19/2006, 12: 33 PM 
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ATTACHMENT B 

Solano Transportation Authority 
Draft 2007204% Legislative Priorities and Platform 

LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES 

1. Monitor and support, as appropriate, legislative proposals to increase funding for 

I . . 
transportation infrastructure in Solano County- 1021, -. 

2. Oppose efforts to reduce or divert funding from transportation projects. 

3. Fksue federal and state funding for the following priority projects and transit services: 
a. I-8011-680lSR 12 Interchange* 

I ! W ! ' L =  

North Connector 
Cordelia Truck Scales 

b. Jepson Parkway Project* 
c. Vallejo Intermodal Station* 
d. Vallejo Baylink Ferry Service 
e. Fairfield/Vacaville Intermodal Station* 
f. Capitol Corridor Rail Service and track improvements throughout Solano County 

4. Support initiatives to pursue the 55% voter threshold for county transportation 
infrastructure measures. 

' I  5. Monitor legislative efforts to merge or modify Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC) and Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) governing 
boards and their respective responsibilities. 

6. Support -legislation increasing the percentage of State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) funds from 1% to 5% to be used for 
project development activities associated with Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
(PPM) . 

7. Monitor any new- bridge toll proposals, support the implementation 
of Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) funded projects, and monitor RM 2 clean-up legislation to 
ensure Solano County's priorities and representation are maintained, including use of 
funding for High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes on 1-80 from A1 Zarnpa Bridge to I- . . . . 
78* 

8. Support efforts to prevent the future suspension of Proposition 42, diverting voter 
approved funds dedicated for transportation to the state general fund. 

9. Support federal and state legislation that provides funding for movement of goods along 
corridors (i.e. 1-80, SR 12, Capitol Corridor) and facilities (i.e., Cordelia Truck Scales). 

* Federal Priority Projects 

Draft 2007 Legislative Platform Showing Changes.doc 67  Page 1 of 7 



2006 STA LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES AND PLATFORM 

I. Air Oualitv 

I 1. Monitor the implementation of the 2004 Ozone Attainment Plan by the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 

2. Support legislation, which ensures that any fees imposed to reduce vehicle miles 
traveled, or to control mobile source emissions, are used to support transportation 
programs that provide congestion relief or benefit air quality. 

3. Monitor legislation providing infrastructure for low, ultra-low and zero emission 
vehicles. 

4. Monitor and comment on regulations regarding diesel fuel exhaust particulates 
and alternative fuels. 

5. Support policies that improve the environmental review process to minimize 
conflicts between transportation and air quality requirements. 

6. Monitor energy policies and alternative fuel legislation or regulation that may 
affect fleet vehicle requirements for mandated use of alternative fuels. 

7. Support legislation to provide funding for innovative, intelligentladvanced 
transportation and air quality programs, which relieve congestion, improve air 
quality and enhance economic development. 

8. Support legislation to finance cost effective conversion of public transit fleets to 
alternative fuels. 

9. Support income tax benefits or incentives that encourage use of alternative fuel 
vehicles, van pools and public transit without reducing existing transportation or 
air quality funding levels. 

ZI. Alternative Modes (Bicycles, HOV. Livable Communities. Ridesharinn) 

1. Support legislation promoting bicycling and bicycle facilities as a commute 
option. 

2. Oppose expanded.use of HOV lanes for purposes not related to congestion relief 
and air quality improvement. 

3. Support legislation providing land use incentives in connection with rail and 
multimodal transit stations - transit oriented development. 

( Draft 2007 Legislative Platform Showing Changes-doc 68 Page 



2006 STA LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES AND PLATFORM 

I 4. Support legislation confirming in the California Vehicle Code that qualified 
Commuter Vanpools receive free toll passage across toll bridges 24 hours a day as 
stated in Caltrans Bridge Toll Policy. 

5. Support legislation that increases employers' opportunities to offer commute 
incentives and their value. 

III. Congestion Management 

1. Support administrative or legislative action to ensure consistency among the 
Federal congestion management and the State's Congestion Management 
Program requirements. 

IV. Employee Relations 

1. Monitor legislation and regulations affecting labor relations, employee rights, 
benefits, and working conditions. Preserve a balance between the needs of the 
employees and the resources of public employers that have a legal fiduciary 
responsibility to taxpayers. 

I 2. Monitor any legislation affecting workers compensation that impacts employee 
benefits, control of costs, and, in particular, changes that affect self-insured 
employers. 

V.  Funding 

1. Protect Solano County's statutory portions of the state highway and transit 
funding programs. 

2. Seek a fair share for Solano County of any state discretionary funding made 
available for transportation grants or programs. 

3. Protect State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) from use for purposes 
I other than those covered in SB 45444 of 1997 (Chapter 622) reforming 

transportation planning and programming. 

4. Support state budget and California Transportation Commission allocation to 
fully fund projects for Solano County included in the State Transportation 
Improvement Program and the Comprehensive Transportation Plans of the 
county. 

5. Support transportation initiatives that increase the overall funding levels for 
transportation priorities in Solano County. 

( Draft 2007 ~e~is la t ive  Platform Showing Changes.doc 6 9  Page 



2006 STA LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES AND PLATFORM 

6. Advocate for primacy of general transportation infrastructure funding over new 
high-speed rail project and new regionally sponsored ferry services through the 
Bay Area Water Transit- Authority. 

7. Support measures to restore local government's property tax revenues used for 
general fund purposes, including road rehabilitation and maintenance. 

8. Seek a fair share for Solano County of any federal funding made available for 
transportation programs and projects. 

9. Support legislation to secure adequate budget appropriations for highway, bus, 
rail, air quality and mobility programs in Solano County. 

10. Support ongoing efforts to protect and enhance federal funding and the 
reauthorization of Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act - a Legacy for Users (-AFETEA-LU), and to ensure 
that the federal government provides a fair share return of funding to California. 

1 1. Support state policies that assure timely allocation of transportation revenue, 
including allocations of new funds available to the STIP process as soon as they are 
available. 

12. Support legislation or the development of administrative policies to allow a program 
credit for local funds spent on accelerating STIP projects through right-of-way 
purchases, or environmental and engineering consultant efforts. 

13. Support or seek legislation to assure a dedicated source of funding, other than the 
State Highway Account for local streets and roads maintenance and repairs. 

14. Monitor the distribution of state transportation demand management funding. 

15. Oppose any proposal that could reduce Solano County's opportunity to receive 
transportation funds, including diversion of state transportation revenues for other 
purposes. Fund sources include, but are not limited to, 

State Highway Account (SHA), Public Transit Account 
(PTA), and Transportation Development Act (TDA) and any ballot initiative. 

16. Support legislative proposals that authorize Solano County or the Solano 
Transportation Authority to levy a vehicle registration fee to fund projects that 
reduce, prevent and remediate the adverse environmental impacts of motor vehicles 
and their associated infrastructure. 

( Draft 2007 Legislative Platform Showing Changes.doc ' Page 



2006 STA LEGISLATIW PRIORITIES AND PLATFORM 

VI. Liabilitv 

1. Monitor legislation affecting the liability of public entities, particularly in 
personal injury or other civil wrong legal actions. 

VII. Paratransit 

1. In partnership with other affected agencies and local governments seek additional 
funding for paratransit operations, including service for persons with disabilities 
and senior citizens. 

VIII. Project Delivery 

1. Support legislation to encourage the Federal Highway Administration, Federal 
Transit Administration, and the Environmental Protection Agency to reform 
administrative procedures to expedite federal review and reduce delays in 
payments to local agencies and their contractors for transportation project 
development, right-of-way and construction activities. 

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

3. Support legislation and/or administrative reforms that result in cost andlor 
timesavings to environmental clearance processes for transportation construction 
projects. 

4. Continue to streamline federal application/reporting/monitoring requirements to 
ensure efficiency and usefulness of data collected and eliminate unnecessary 
and/or duplicative requirements. 

1. In partnership with other affected agencies, sponsor making Capitol Corridor 

I Joint Powers Authority an eligible operator for state transit assistance wi4+funds 

2. In partnership with other counties located along Capitol Corridor, seek expanded 
state commitment'for funding passenger rail service, whether state or locally 
administered. 

( Draft 2007 Legislative Platform Showing Changes.doc Page 



2006 STA LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES AND PLATFORM 

3. Support legislation and/or budgetary actions to assure a fair share of State 
revenues of intercity rail (provided by Capitol Comdor) funding for Northern 
California and Solano County. 

4. Seek legislation to assure that dedicated state intercity rail funding is allocated to 
the regions administering each portion of the system and assure that funding is 
distributed on an equitable basis. 

5. Seek funds for the development of intercity, regional and commuter rail service 
connecting Solano County to the Bay Area and Sacramento regions. 

. . 6. Continue to monitor and evaluate the proposed $lGMhm-High Speed Rail Bond 
scheduled for the November 200820% ballot. 

X. Ferry 

1. Protect the existing source of operating support for Vallejo Baylink ferry service, 
most specifically the Bridge Tolls-Northern Bridge Group "lSt and 2nd Dollar" 
revenues which provide a 5 percent and 2 percent set aside for transit operations 
and ferry capital, respectively. 

2. Support the implementation of expanded Vallejo Baylink ferry and countywide 
express bus service funded from the ''3rd Dollar" Bridge Toll (Measure 2) program 
and oppose proposals to divert these funds to other purposes than those stipulated in 
the expenditure plan for RM 2. 

3. Work with MTC to obtain an increase to the federal Ferryboat Discretionary 
(FBD) Funds to provide an annual earmark for the Bay Area, similar to 
Washington State and Alaska, with priority given to existing ferry capital 
projects. 

XI. Safety 

1. Support legislation or administrative procedures to streamline the process for 
local agencies to receive funds for road and levee repair and other flood 
protection. 

XII. Transit 

1. Protect funding levels for transit by opposing state funding source reduction 
without substitution of comparable revenue. 

I Draft 2007 Legislative Platform Showing Changes.doc Page 



2006 STA LEGISLATIVE PRIORITIES AND PLATFORM 

2. Support an income tax credit to employers for subsidizing employee transit 
passes. 

3. Support tax benefits and/or incentives for transportation demand management 
programs and alternative fuel programs to promote the use of public transit. 

4. In partnership with other transit agencies, seek strategies to assure public transit 
receives a fair share of funding for welfare-to-work social services care, and other 
community-based programs. 

5. Support efforts to eliminate or ease Federal requirements and regulations 
regarding the use of federal transit funds for transit operations in large UZAs. 

3, In addition to new bridge tolls, work with MTC to generate new regional transit 
revenues to support the ongoing operating and capital needs of transit services, 
including bus and ferry and rail. 

1 Draft 2007 Legislative Platform Showing Changes.doc Page 
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Agenda Item VILA 
September 2 7, 2006 

DATE: September 20,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects 
RE: Summary of Priority Projects and Funding Presentation 

Background: 
Each year, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) identifies and updates its priority 
projects. These projects provide the foundation for the STA's overall work plan for the 
forthcoming two fiscal years. In May 2006, the STA Board approved the Overall Work 
Program (OWP) for FY 2006-07 and 2007-08. At the Board meeting in June, the STA 
Board approved the revised FY 2006-07 and proposed FY 2007-08 budgets. 

Based on discussions with STA Chair Len Augustine and the STA Board's Executive 
Committee and the recognition that the successful implementation of the STA's Overall 
Work Program's new efforts will require early participation, support by the STA's 
member agencies, the public, and a significant commitment of STA time and resources, 
the STA Board's September 13,2006 meeting was scheduled in a workshop format, 
similar to the July 2006 Board workshop. 

Discussion: 
Items discussed during this second STA Board Workshop were: 

1. Funding Policy for Reliever Routes and Regionally Significant Interchanges 
2. The Future of Solano County Highway Corridors 

a. Funding Overview 
b. Priority Projects with Funding Shortfall 

The STA Staff Powerpoints that accompanied these items are attached to this report: 

1. STA Board Workshop Introduction - September 13,2006 
2. Major Capital Investments - Highway and Transit Projects 
3. Reliever Routes & Regionally Significant Interchanges - Developing a Uniform 

Funding Policy 
4. Setting STA Funding Priorities and Policies - 2006 to 201 0 

The next pages contain summary tables of the anticipated funding available over the next 
5 years from the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and five funding 
options presented to the STA Board within the Powerpoint documents each featuring a 
different priority project focus. 





Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachments: 
A. STA Board Workshop Introduction - September 13,2006 
B. Major Capital Investments - Highway and Transit Projects 
C. Reliever Routes & Regionally Significant Interchanges - Developing a Uniform 

Funding Policy 
D. Setting STA Funding Priorities and Policies - 2006 to 2010 
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Purpose of Workshop 



Future Workshop Topics 

Future Workshop Topics 



ATTACHMENT B 



$28 million will be likely be available by 201 0 fo i  hi ihwiy - 

and transit capital proiects. 

,State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 
- 5-year highway program 

- Solano County receives about $14 million every two years. 

- Up to $44 million if State Infrastructure Bond passes. 

Federal Earmarks 
- Solano County proieck hive received $44.76 millipn since 

1998. 
- 5 to 6-year Transportation Bill Earmarks, Reauthorization once 

more before 20 1 0 (highway projects) 

- Annual Appropriations (non-highway projects, mostly transit) 

- Cannot predict or depend on federally earmark funds 

82 















NonhConnener . 

$32 M needed for West . . - 

Segment of North 
Connector 

With 50/50 policy, STAfs 
commitment is $1 6-M ___ .m , 









Kq: Prelimunary Engineerin~n&ontwntal PWNV, Right&-Way ROW, Consfwch.011 CON. 

1 Key: Preliminary ~ngi&&/~nvironrnenfal PE/ENV, Right-of-way ROW, b m h u d o n  CON I 





. . - .  . .  . 
. . 

Identify regionally significant routes &- 
interchanges eligible for regionally 
generated funds. 
Create uniform funding policy outlining 
requirements for local contributions to 
regionally significant routes & 



Interchanges: 
- lnterchange improvements included in the "1-8011- 

680/1-780 Major lnvestment & Corridor Study" and 
"SRI 2 Major lnvestment Study" 

New SR 11 3 MIS will be included when finished 

- Interchanges that provide improved access to 
intermodal facilities and State Routes 

- Listed in STA's Overall Work Plan 

I-80MI. Texas lnterchange (Fairfield 
Transportation Center) 
State Route 12lPennsylvania lnterchange 
I-80/State Route 37IColumbus Pkwy 
lnterchange 
I-8011-780ICurtola Interchange 
I-680lLake Herman Road lnterchange 



state highway for travel between cities. 
Regional benefit reduces congestion on 
state highways. 
Currently Identified Reliever Routes: 
- North Connector Project 

Walters Road Funding Agreement 
(segment of Jepson Parkway) 

Leisure Town Road 1-80 Interchange 
Agreement 
(segment of Jepson Parkway) 

Current Proiects that need fundina aqreements: 
North Connector Funding Agreement 
(Central & East Segments with STA, Fairfield, and County of Solano) 

caville, and Coun 



50% Regional share, 50% Local Share 
- STA secures the 50% Regional Share 
- Jurisdictions that benefit from the project 

negotiate their contributions for the 50% 
local share. 

impact fees to contribute to the 50% local 
share for new reliever routes. 
County of Solano uses local gas tax primarily 
for road maintenance. 
Projects must plan to have regional and local 
shares available in the same timeframe to 
fund the project. 

t impact fees colle 



voted to support 50% / 50% policy 
Arterials, Highways, & Freeways 
Committee voted to support 50% / 50% 
policy 
Recommendation: Adopt the 50% / 
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Agenda Item VII. B 
September 2 7, 2006 

DATE: September 19,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services 
RE: Transit Presentation for STA Board Workshop for October 1 I, 2006 

Background: 
Each year, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) identifies and updates its priority 
projects. These projects the foundation for the STA's overall work plan for the 
forthcoming two fiscal years. In May 2006, the STA Board approved the Overall Work 
Program (OWP) for FY 2006-07 and 2007-08. At the Board meeting in June, the STA 
Board approved the revised FY 2006-07 and proposed FY 2007-08 budgets. 

Based on discussions with STA Chair Len Augustine and the STA Board's Executive 
Committee and the recognition that the successful implementation of the STA's Overall 
Work Program's new efforts will require early participation, support by the STA's 
member agencies, the public, and a significant commitment of STA time and resources, 
the STA Board's July and September Board meetings have been scheduled in a workshop 
format. The October and December Board meetings are planned to continue this 
workshop format to discuss Transit, Marketing and Public Input Priorities. 

Discussion: 
Several items will be presented for discussion at the STA Board Workshop regarding 
Transit Projects in preparation for the October workshop: 

1. Transit Plans and Studies 
2. Transit Agreements and Management 
3. Transit Funding 
4. Transit Marketing 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachments: 
A. Transit Projects List 
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ATTACHMENT A 

STA Board Workshop 
Transit Projects List 

1. Transit Plans and Studies 

Intercity Transit Funding Agreement 
* Countywide Transit Ridership Survey Studies 
* Countywide Transit Finance Assessment Study 

Transit Consolidation Study 

Community-Based Transportation Plans 
Dixon 
Cordelia 
Vallejo 

Welfare to Work Transportation Planning Issues 
Local Implementation & Update 
Regional Coordination 

Intercity Transit Corridor Study Update 
Senior and Disabled Study Update 

2. Transit Agreements and Management 
Transit Services Funding and Management Oversight: 

Rt. 30 
Rt. 90 
Solano Paratransit 

Paratransit: 
Solano Paratransit Branding Identity 
Service Efficiencies &-Implementation 
Solano Paratransit Vehicle Procurement 

Committee Management: 
Intercity Transit Consortium 
Paratransit Coordinating Council 

Member recruitment 
53 10 Scoring 



Page 2 of 2 
STA Board Workshop 

Transit Projects List 

3. Transit Funding 
Transit Funding - Countywide & MTC Coordination: 

TDA 
STAF 
RM2 

Unmet Transit Needs Process 

Transit Vehicle Capital Plan 

Lifeline Funding Program 

4. Transit Marketing 

SolanoExpress Marketing 

Solano Napa Commuter Information Program 

Other 
Partnerships/Special Projects 

Children's Network 



Agenda Item VII. C 
September 2 7,2006 

DATE: September 18,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Planning Assistant 
RE: Project Delivery Update 

Background: 
As the Congestion Management Agency for Solano County, the Solano Transportation Authority 
(STA) coordinates obligations and allocations of state and federal funds between local project 
sponsors, Caltrans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC). To aid in the 
delivery of locally sponsored projects, the STA continually updates the STA's Technical 
Advisory Committee (TAC) on changes to state and federal project delivery policies and reminds 
the TAC about upcoming project delivery deadlines. 

Discussion: 
There are three project delivery announcements and reminders for the TAC: 

1. Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) Amendment Deadlines 
2. State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP) Project Delivery Update 
3. Federal Inactive Obligations List 

1) Transportation Improvement Plan (TIP) Amendment Deadlines 
The federally required Transportation Improvement Program, or TIP, is a comprehensive 
listing of all Bay Area transportation projects that receive federal funds or that are subject to 
a federally required action, such as a review for impacts on air quality. 

There are three types of TIP amendments: 
Administrative (twice a month) 

o Minor data entry errors 
o Changes to fund source 
o Changes in fiscal year of an existing phase 
o Addition or removal of obligated or grant awarded funding 

Minor (Monthly) 
o Slight changes to the project description 
o Additionlchanges to phases, if construction is phase is already listed 
o Changes to total project funding limited to 20% of the project cost or '$2 

million 
Major (every 3 months) 

o Anything not covered by an administrative or minor amendment. 

Project sponsors can create TIP amendment submittals for STA review on NlTC's WebFMS 
website: http:llwebhs.mtc.ca.aovIwebhskoine. If you have not used WebFMS before to 
create project information, please contact Sam Shelton at 424-6075. 



The MTC deadline for the next minor TIP amendment is October 6,2006. Project sponsors 
will need to create TIP amendment submittals on WebFMS for STA staff review by 
October 2,2006. The MTC deadlines for the next major TIP amendments are November 1, 
2006 and January 2,2007. Please contact Sam Shelton if you plan to make Major TIP 
amendments. 

2) State Transportation Improvement Plan (STIP) Project Delivery Update 
Kenneth Kao discussed "STIP Project Delivery" to the Corridor Finance Working Group 
Meeting on September 18, 2006. The City of Benicia failed to obligate funding in the last 
STIP funding cycle for the environmental phase of the Benicia Intermodal Transportation 
Center. This funding will be reallocated to Solano County projects in the 2008 STIP. 

3) Federal Inactive Obligations List 
On August 16th, Caltrans notified the STA that the June 2006 Inactive Obligations review 
has started; however, there are no new inactive projects within Solano County listed. Six 
Solano County projects were carried over fiom the March 2006 review to the September 
2006 review: City of Benicia's four projects, Suisun City's Striping for Bike Lanes Project, 
and Vallejo's Median Island And Striping on Admiral Callaghan Lane. STA Staff has 
verified that the FHWA required actions for these inactive projects were completed. 

According to MTC resolution 3606, to avoid punitive actions fi-om MTC regarding the 
programming of any additional h d i n g ,  project sponsors must keep their projects off the 
inactive obligations list. To help agencies keep their projects off the list, a "6-month Look 
Ahead" report is provided on Caltran's website here: 
http://www.dot.ca.g;ov/hq/localPro~ams/OuarterlyReviewofl. 

These projects will become inactive by the next inactive obligations review in March 
2007. The following projects are part of the "6-month look Ahead" reports: 

land, Street Extension 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 



Agenda Item VIL D 
September 2 7, 2006 

DATE: September 18,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services 
RE: Update of Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Intercity Transit Funding (ITF) 

Agreement 

Background: 
In Fiscal Year (FY) 2005-06 the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) led an effort to 
develop a consistent methodology for cost-sharing of Solano County intercity transit 
routes. All Solano County intercity transit services are operated by just a few local 
jurisdictions, yet all local jurisdictions contribute Transportation Development Act 
(TDA) funds to at least one intercity route. The Intercity Transit Funding (ITF) Working 
Group was formed by representatives fiom each city and the county to work on this 
multi-jurisdictional project. 

The original purpose of the ITF Working Group was to develop a uniform methodology 
for shared funding of Intercity Transit Services. This was complicated due to the issue of 
overall rising costs and potential service changes. To maintain the ITF Working Group's 
focus, three principles were developed and approved by the STA Board. After many 
months of work to determine intercity route costs, revenues, ridership, service changes, 
cost-sharing options and more, a comprehensive Intercity Transit Agreement was reached 
for one year. In June 2006, the STA Board approved an Intercity Transit Funding 
Agreement for FY 2006-07. 

The Intercity Transit Funding Agreement was secured for only one year. Of the three 
principles approved by the STA Board, the long-term cost-sharing needs to be addressed 
in FY 2006-07. To secure a longer-term agreement, there was concurrence that 
additional data needed to be collected to address several concerns that came up during the 
development of the first Intercity Transit Funding Agreement. 

The two primary sets of data that need to be collected are ridership and financial. 
Ridership data needs to be collected on at least two levels. All routes (local and intercity) 
need to have comprehensive stop-by-stop ridership counts (ordoffs) collected at the same 
time. This data will capture a complete picture of where the ridership is and how it 
compares across routes and systems. Route level passenger performance, actual 
boardings by jurisdiction and relative boardings by jurisdiction can be determined. In 
addition, an on-board survey will need to be conducted to collect passenger residence, 
ultimate destination, access to transit data, and other information. This will offer more 
information that could potentially be used for cost-sharing factors in a long-term intercity 
cost-sharing methodology. The target timeframe to collect this data is late October/early 
November 2006. Collection of the data at this time will provide time for ridership to 



settle after several fare and service changes throughout the county are implemented while 
allowing time to compile the data early enough in the fiscal year so that there is time to 
use it in the development of a new intercity transit route cost-sharing methodology. 

The second study that needs to be completed is a Countywide Transit Finance 
Assessment Study. Throughout the development of the FY 2006-07 Intercity Transit 
Funding Agreement, there were a number of issues raised related to costs of routes: how 
costs are allocated among routes, how costs are allocated between local vs. intercity 
routes. These are: 

1. How costs are allocated among routes; 
2. How costs are allocated between local vs. intercity routes; 
3. How overhead rates are applied; and 
4. What costs should be included? 

This study would provide a third-party review of these and other financial issues to 
increase the level of understanding and confidence of costs among intercity transit 
funding partners. Completing this study early in the fiscal year is critical sothat the 
results are available before determining the cost-sharing methodology for FY 2007-08. 

Discussion: 
Staff is actively working on securing consultants to complete these studies. 

The Request for Proposals (RFP) for the Countywide Transit Ridership Survey was 
released August 1,2006. Proposals were ori nally due August 28&, but through an P addendum this was extended to September 5 . Five proposals were received and 
interviews were held September 12&. The interview panel included STA and three transit 
operators' staff. The recommendation was unanimous. Staff is in the process of 
negotiating with the selected consultant and kicking off this project. An update will be 
provided at the TAC and Consortium meetings. 

The RFP for the Transit Finance Assessment Study was released the week of August 21, 
2006. Proposals are due September 28,2006. Consultant interviews, if needed, are 
scheduled for October 12& with selection expected by early October. 

Both these projects are on schedule. 

Fiscal Impact: 
These studies will be funded with the State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF). These two 
studies were included in the list of projects the STA Board approved in June 2006 and 
amended in September 2006 to be funded with FY 2006-07 Northern Counties STAF. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 



Agenda Item VII E 
September 27, 2006 

sira 
-5ztcmwehhU- 

DATE: September 18,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Associate Planner 
RE: Status Report State Route (SR) 1 13 Corridor Study 

Background: 
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) in partnership with the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (MTC) was one of four statewide agencies awarded a 
Partnership Planning Grant from Caltrans to develop a major investment and corridor 
study for State Route (SR) 113. The study will allow the STA to form a partnership with 
with Caltrans, Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC), Sacramento Area 
Council of Governments (SACOG), County of Solano, County of Yolo, City of Dixon, 
and the City of Davis to study multi-jurisdictional transportation improvement and safety 
needs along the SR 113 corridor in Solano County from 1-80 to SR 12, and the southern 
portion of Yolo County. The project will study five specific segments along the SR 1 13 
corridor: 

1. SR 1 131 SR 12 Intersection 
2. Sharp turns north of SR 1131 SR 12 Intersection 
3. SR 1 13 through Downtown Dixon 
4. SR 1 131 1-80 Intersection 
5. SR 1 13 Mainline Improvements 

MTC and the STA were awarded a $250,000 Partnership Planning Grant to complete the 
project with a required match of 20% ($62,500). STA is contributing 113 of this required 
local match with Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds. 

Discussion: 
STA staff is working with MTC to kick off the study either by late October 2006 or early 
November 2006. MTC is officially the project lead-and needs to include this project in - 
their Overall Work Program (OWP). MTC staff expects this to occur in early October 
and has drafted an inter-agency agreement between MTC and STA. STA's legal counsel 
has reviewed the draft and has already provided comments. Caltrans staff has also 
reviewed the draft agreement and provided comments. At this point we are waiting for 
the O W  to be officially approved by MTC before we can proceed on the project. 

In preparation for the project kick off, STA staff prepared a Draft Request for Proposals 
(RFP) for the project. The Draft RFP is still under review, however, staff has received 
comments from MTC, the County of Solano, the City of Dixon, and Caltrans. STA staff 
will work to incorporate the comments received and distribute the RFP by Friday, 
September 22,2006 with the goal of obtaining a qualified consultant by the end of 
October 2006. 



Lastly, the STA, the City of Dixon, and the County of Solano have agreed to split the 
local match required for the grant. At this time, STA legal counsel is working to develop 
a funding contract to formalize this agreement. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 



Agenda Item VII. F 
September 27, 2006 

DATE: September 18,2006 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM; Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 
RE: Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) Update 

Background: 
The STA's Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program is intended to improve the safety of 
pedestrian and bicycle modes of student travel, by enhancing related infrastructure and programs, 
and to provide safe passage to schools. Eligible projects will include capital improvement 
projects as well as education, enforcement and encouragement activities and programs such as 
developing safety and health awareness materials and education programs. 

The SR2S outreach process is split into three major phases: 
1) City Council & School District Board presentations 
2) Community Task Force meetings 
3) City Council, School District Board, and STA Board adoption of the SR2S Study. 

Phase 1 Status: 
The STA has provided presentations to all city councils and school boards, and the County Board 
of Supervisors. Follow up letters were sent asking for school board and city council 
appointments to their local SR2S Community Task Force to participate in the Phase 2 of the 
SR2S public input process. 

Discussion: 
On September 13,2006, STA Board adopted the SR2S Phase 2 Public Input Process and 
Materials, giving community task forces the tools to begin their walking audits and committee 
meetings. These materials and additional information will be available on the STA's website. 
Information about applying for SR2S committees will also be available. Below is the status of 
SR2S Community Taskforce appointments: 

City of Benicia: Taskforce completed using a combination of existing committees 
City of Dixon: Begun advertising for city council appointments 
City of Fairfield: Wanona Ireland for Travis USD 
City of Vacaville: Larry Mazzuca for Vacaville USD 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachments: 
A. Final SR2S Public Input Process & Materials (to be provided under separate cover) 
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