
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, California 94585 

Area Code 707 
424-6075 • Fax 424-6074 TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (fA-C)
 

AGENDA
 
Members: 

Benicia 
Dixon 1:30 p.m., Wednesday, August 29, 2007 
Fairfield Solano Transportation Authority 
Rio Vista One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Solano County Suisun City, CA 94585 
Suisun City 
Vacaville 
Vallejo ITEM	 STAFF PERSON 

I.	 CALL TO ORDER Daryl Halls, Chair 

II.	 APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

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

IV.	 REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, METROPOLITAN
 
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION (MTC), AND STA STAFF
 

1.	 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Freeway Performance MTC 
Initiative (FPI) Vision Presentation 

(1:35 -1:45 p.m.) 

V.	 CONSENT CALENDAR 
Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one motion. 
(1 :45 -	 1:50 p.m.) 

A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting June 27, 2007	 Johanna Masic1at 
Recommendation:
 
Approve minutes ofJune 27, 2007.
 
Pg.l
 

B. State Route (SR) 12 Jameson Canyon Letter ofSupport	 Janet Adams 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to send a letter of
 
support to Caltransfor the SR 12 Jameson Canyon Project.
 
Pg.7
 

TACMEMBERS 

Dan Schiada Royce Cunningham Gene Cortright Brent Salmi Fernando Bravo Dale Pfeiffer Gary Leach Paul Wiese 

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



C.	 Legislative Update 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to take the
 
following positions on proposed state legislative items:
 

•	 Watch - SB 88 (regarding Proposition 1Bfunding 
allocation criteria) 

•	 Watch - SB 976 (regarding Water Transit Authority 
funding criteria) 

Pg.ll 

D.	 Solano Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) 
Capital Grants 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
 
following:
 

1. Solano TLC Capital Grantsfor thefollowingprojects: 
A.	 City ofFairfield- Union Ave.lSuisun City Train 

Station Pedestrian Safety Improvement Project: 
$212,000 

B.	 City ofVacaville- Vacaville Downtown Creekwalk 
Extension: $822,000 

2.	 The City ofRio Vista's Waterfront Public Access Project 
will receive priorityfor future TLC allocations, provided 
that the potential environmental and land acquisition 
issues are addressedfor the project. 

Pg.69 

E.	 Eastern Solano Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality 
(ECMAQ) Improvement Program: Alternative Fuels Program 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to approve the Eastern Solano
 
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (ECMAQ) fundingfor the
 
following projects:
 

1.	 City ofVacaville's Alternative Fuel Vehicle Incentive 
Program: $200,000 

2.	 Solano Napa Commuter Information's Ridesharing 
Activities: $390,000. 

Pg.75 

F.	 Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) 
Transportation for Clean Air (TFCA) Program Manager 
Funds 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve $87,247 
in FY 2007-08 TFCA Program Manager Funds for the City of 
Fairfield's Union Ave.lSuisun Train Station Pedestrian Safety 
Project. 
Pg.81 

Jayne Bauer 

Robert Guerrero 

Robert Guerrero 

Robert Guerrero 



VI. ACTION FINANCIAL ITEMS 

A.	 2008 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Janet Adams 
Fund Estimate and Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
(pPM) Commitment 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board authorizing the
 
Executive Director to program 5% ofthe 2008 STIP Highway
 
Funds to PPMactivities.
 
(l :50 - 2:00 p.m.)
 
Pg.I05
 

B.	 2008 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Janet Adams 
Swap 
Recommendation: 
Forward recommendation to the STA Board authorizing the 
Executive Director to swap $2 million ofthe 2008 STIP Highway 
Funds for STA planningpurposes as shown in the Attachment A 
proposed workplan. 
(2:00 - 2:10 p.m.)
 
Pg.I07
 

C.	 State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Fund Estimate Update Elizabeth Richards 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 and Amendment No.2 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the 
amended list ofFY2007-08 Northern County Solano STAF transit 
projects andprograms as shown on Attachment B for the 
following projects: 

1.	 Transit Consolidation Phase II ($60,000) 
2.	 Vallejo Transit Consolidation/Implementation Study 

($30,000) 
3.	 Dixon Readi-Ride Performance and Operating Study 

(30,000 
(2:10 - 2:20 p.m.)
 
Pg.ll1
 

C.	 Solano Transit Consolidation Study Phase I and Phase IT Elizabeth Richards 
Status 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the
 
Executive Director to forward a letter to MTC requesting $60,000)
 
to fund Phase II ofthe Solano Transit Consolidation Study.
 
(2:20 - 2:25 p.m.)
 
Pg.1l7
 



VII. ACTION NON-FINANCIAL ITEMS 

A.	 Final 2007 Solano Congestion Management Program (CMP) Robert Macaulay 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
 
Final 2007 Solano CMP and submit to MTe.
 
(2:25 - 2:30 p.m.) 
Pg.125 

B.	 North Connector Transportation for Livable Communities Robert Guerrero 
(TLC) Draft Corridor Concept Plan 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to release the draft
 
North Connector Transportation for Livable Communities (I'LC)
 
Draft Corridor Concept Plan for public comment with a deadline
 
for comment submittals by Friday, October 12, 2007.
 
(2:30 - 2:40 p.m.) 
Pg.131 

VIII. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 

A.	 .10-Year Funding Outlook for Highway and Transit Facilities Janet Adams 
InfOrmational 
(2:40 - 2:55 p.m.) 
Pg.133 

B.	 Obligating and Advancing Fiscal Year (FY) 2008-09 Projects Sam Shelton 
InfOrmational 
(2:55 - 3:00 p.m.) 
Pg.149 

NO DISCUSSION 

C.	 Highway Projects Status Report: Janet Adams 
1.	 I-801I-680/SR 12 Interchange 
2.	 North Connector 
3.	 1-80 HOV Lanes: Red Top Road to Air
 

Base Parkway
 
4.	 1-80 HOV/Turner Overcrossing 
5.	 Jepson Parkway 
6.	 State Route 12 (Jameson Canyon) 
7.	 State Route 12 East SHOPP Projects 
8.	 1-80 SHOPP Rehabilitation Projects 

InfOrmational 
Pg.157 

D.	 State Route (SR) 12 Status Update Robert Macaulay 
InfOrmational 
Pg.165 



E.	 Bay Area Regional Rail Plan Robert Macaulay 
Informational 
Pg.167 

F.	 SR 113 Major Investment and Corridor Study Update Robert Guerrero 
Informational 
Pg.171 

G.	 Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Update Sam Shelton 
Informational 
Pg.173 

H.	 Project Delivery Update Sam Shelton 
Informational 
Pg.189 

I.	 Solano Commute Challenge Update Judy Leaks 
Informational 
Pg.193 

J.	 Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan Update: Pedestrian Sara Woo 
Priority Projects List 
Informational 
Pg.199 

K.	 Funding Opportunities Summary Sara Woo 
Informational 
Pg.203 

L.	 Updated STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Johanna Masiclat 
Schedule for 2007 
Informational 
Pg.213 

IX. ADJOURNMENT 

The next regular meeting of the Technical Advisory Committee is scheduled at 1:30 p.m. on 
Wednesday, September 26, 2007. 
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Agenda Item V.A
 
August 29, 2007
 

S1ra
 
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
 

Minutes for the meeting of
 
June 27, 2007
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

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

Present:
 
TAC Members Present:
 

Royce Cunningham City of Dixon 
Gene Cortright City of Fairfield 
Brent Salmi City of Rio Vista 
Alysa Major City of Suisun City 
Dale Pfeiffer City of Vacaville 
Gary Leach City of Vallejo 
Paul Wiese County of Solano 

STA Staff Present:	 Daryl Halls STA
 
Janet Adams STA
 
Robert Macaulay STA
 
Elizabeth Richards STA/SNCI
 
Judy Leaks STA/SNCI
 
Robert Guerrero STA
 
Sam Shelton STA
 
Sara Woo STA
 
Johanna Masiclat STA
 

Others Present: 
(In Alphabetical Order)	 Birgitta Corsello County of Solano 

Mike Duncan City of Fairfield 
John Harris John Harris Consulting 
Jeff Knowles City of Vacaville 
Nancy Whelan Nancy Whelan Consuling 

II. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 

On a motion by Royce Cunningham, and a second by Gene Cortright, the STA TAC 
unanimously approved the agenda. 
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III.	 OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
None presented. 

IV.	 REPORTS FROM CALTRANS, MTC AND STA STAFF 

Caltrans:	 None presented. 

MTC:	 None presented. 

STA:	 Robert Macaulay stated that STA and NCTPA is submitting a letter to 
MTC to request using county land use assumptions versus the regional 
required land use assumptions for use in updating the Solano Napa 
Travel Demand Model. 

Robert Guerrero announced an additional grant opportunity of the 
Traffic Engineering Technical Assistance Program (TETAP). He 
indicated the maximum grant amount per project is $30,000 and the 
application deadline is August 10, 2007. 

Daryl Halls announced that the STA's Robert Guerrero obtained a grant 
award of $250,000 to develop the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridors Study 
Highway Operations. 

Other:	 Gary Leach announced the retirement of City of Vallejo's Traffic 
Engineer, Taner Aksu. 

V.	 CONSENT CALENDAR 
On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Gary Leach, the STA TAC approved Consent 
Calendar items A through D. 

A.	 Minutes of the TAC Meeting May 30, 2007
 
Recommendation:
 
Approve minutes of May 30, 2007.
 

B.	 Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Transportation Development Act (TDA) Distribution 
for Solano County 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the attached FY 2007-08 
TDA matlix for the Cities of Fairfield and Suisun City. 

C.	 Solano Napa Commuter Information (SNCI) Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Work 
Program 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation the STA Board to approve the Solano Napa Commuter 
Information Work Program for FY 2007-08 for Solano County. 

D.	 STA Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Marketing Plan 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the STA Fiscal Year (FY) 
2007-08 Marketing Plan. 
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VI. ACTION ITEMS 

A.	 Intercity Transit Funding Agreement 
Elizabeth Richards distributed an addendum listing comments submitted by Fairfield 
Suisun Transit with responses from STA staff. At an earlier meeting, the Consortium 
requested to adjust the recommendation and with the TAC's concurrence the 
recommendation reads as follows: 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to 
negotiate and execute a Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 Intercity Transit Funding 
Agreement. based on the core concepts and cost sharing identified in Attachments A 
andB. 

On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Dale Pfeiffer, the STATAC 
unanimously approved the recommendation as amended shown above in 
strikethrough bold italics. 

B.	 Allocation of State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Funding for Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2007-08 Amendment No.1 
Elizabeth Richards outlined the proposed amendment of the allocation of STAF 
funding for FY 2007-08. She listed staffs recommendation of $230,000 of the 
$1,000,000 in STAF capital funds be allocated to Fairfield Suisun Transit (FST) in FY 
2007-08. In addition, she stated that to advance one of Vallejo Transit's grants by 
completing the local segment, $266,000 of Northern County STAF is recommended to 
be allocated from the $1,000,000 set aside for transit capital match. 

Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the amended list of FY
 
2007-08 Northern County Solano STAF transit projects and programs as shown
 
on Attachment B.
 

On a motion by Gene Cortright, and a second by Dale Pfeiffer, the STA TAC
 
unanimously approved the recommendation.
 

C.	 Jepson Parkway Detailed Preliminary Engineering 
Janet Adams stated that to continue the progress on the project, the STAin partnership 
with Solano County, the Cities of Fairfield and Vacaville to complete detailed 
preliminary engineering for the alternatives. This work may lead to final design for the 
preferred alternative and priority segment. 

Recommendation:
 
Forward recommendation to the STA Board authorizing the Executive Director to:
 

1.	 Release a Request for Proposals for Detailed Preliminary Engineering Services 
for the Jepson Parkway Project; and 

2.	 Enter into an agreement with a consultant for Detailed Preliminary 
Engineering Services for the Jepson Parkway Project for an amount not-to­
exceed $1,000,000. 
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On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Dale Pfeiffer, the STA TAC 
unanimously approved the recommendation. 

D.	 State Route (SR) 12 Jameson Canyon Co-Project Manager 
Janet Adams noted that in May 2007 the STA, NCTPA and Caltrans entered into a 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) for delivery of this project. She stated that 
the MOU includes provisions for a co-Project Manager (PM) with STA and NCTPA 
retaining an external PM that would work in partnership with Caltrans assigned PM. 
She indicated that to facilitate the hiring of the PM, STA staff proposes to use non­
project specific funds until a Cooperative Agreement can be implemented with 
Caltrans using Project funds for this work. 

Recommendation:
 
Forward recommendation to the STA Board authorizing the Executive Director to:
 

1.	 Release a Request for Proposals for Project Management Services for the SR 
12 Jameson Canyon Project; and 

2.	 Enter into an agreement with a consultant for Project Management Services for 
the SR 12 Jameson Canyon Project for an amount not-to-exceed $100,000 for a 
one-year term with provisions to extend yearly. 

On a motion by Dale Pfeiffer, and a second by Royce Cmmingham, the STATAC 
unanimously approved the recommendation. 

VII. ACTION NON-FINANCIAL ITEMS 

A.	 STA Overall Work Plan (Priority Projects) for FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09 
Daryl Halls highlighted STA's Overall Work Program (OWP) for FY 2007-08 and 
FY 2008-09. He listed the OWP that contains a total of40 projects (17 projects, 10 
plans or studies, and 13 programs or services) that cover the range of activities by the 
STA for the next two years. 

Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the STA's Overall Work
 
Program (OWP) for Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 and FY 2008-09.
 

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

B.	 Solano Transit Consolidation Study 
Elizabeth Richards mentioned that at an earlier meeting, the Consortium requested to 
table this item until the next meeting in August. The Cities ofFairfield and Vacaville 
requested more time to evaluate the options for further analysis. 

Joe Story, DKS Associates, presented the Solano Transit Consolidation Study. He 
provided an overview to two key items: Status Report on Stakeholder Interview and 
Focus Group as well as Proposed Options for Analysis (Details and Possible 
Advantages and Disadvantages). 
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After further discussion, the TAC made the following modifications: 
1.	 Add an option to include consolidation of all intercity service and all 

paratransit service. 
2.	 Change the recommendation to state "Forward a recommendation to the STA 

Board to analyze six (6) potential Transit Consolidation options, but not to 
approve the Options Report until the TAC and Consortium have additional 
time to review. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board and provide input,prc!erences and 
concerns regarding the transit consolidation options as specified in Attachment B to 
analyze six (6) potential Transit Consolidation options, but not to distribute the 
Options Report until the TAC and Consortium have additional time to review. 

On a motion by Dale Pfeiffer, and a second by Royce Cunningham, the STA TAC 
approved the recommendation as amended shown above in strikethrough bold italics. 

Royce Cunningham left the meeting at 3:25 p.m. 

C.	 Draft 2007 Solano County Congestion Management Program (CMP) 
Robert Macaulay indicated that member agencies are still able to submit comments or 
identify corrections or new data to the CMP document until July 3, 2007. He 
distributed comments received to date from the Cities of Benicia and Rio Vista. 

Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to submit the Draft 2007 Solano
 
Congestion Management Plan (CMP) to MTC for review and comment.
 

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

VIII. INFORMATION ITEMS 

A.	 1-80 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes Ramp Metering Commitment 
Janet Adams reviewed the implementation ofI-80 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
Lane Ramp Metering and Traffic Operations System Equipment. 

B.	 State Route (SR) 12 Update 
Robert Macaulay provided an update to the overall improvement efforts on SR 12 

C.	 Legislative Update 
Robert Macaulay reviewed Assembly Bill (AB) 112 and Assembly Concurrent 
Resolution (ACR) 7 which were both amended by Assemblymember Lois Wolk on 
June 12,2007. He stated that AB 112 and ACR 7 were both heard and approved by the 
Senate Transportation and Housing Committee on Tuesday, June 19,2007. 

D.	 Safe Routes to Schools (SR2S) Update 
Sam Shelton provided update to the outreach process of the SR2S Program. 

5
 



NO DISCUSSION 

E. Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) Update 

F. Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Update 

G. Project Delivery Update 

H. Funding Opportunities Summary 

I. STA Board Meeting Highlights - June 13, 2007 

J. Updated STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 2007 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 3:55 p.m. The next meeting of the STATAC is scheduled at 
1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, August 29,2007. 
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Agenda Item VB
 
August 29, 2007
 

DATE: August 24, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects 
RE: State Route (SR) 12 Jameson Canyon Letter of Support 

Background: 
The Purpose and Need for the SR 12 Jameson Canyon Project on State Route (SR) 12 
from 1-80 in Solano County to and including SR 12/29 intersection in Napa County is to 
relieve traffic congestion, improve mobility, enhance safety and improve current roadway 
conditions. The existing SR 12 has one lane in each direction with no median barrier. It 
has sections that do not meet current highway standards and consistently maintains a poor 
level of service in many sections. This Project will widen approximately 6 miles of SR 
12 from two to four lanes and upgrade the highway to current standards from Interstate 
80 in Solano County to State Route 29 (SR 29) in Napa County. 

The environmental document combines the Project and the SR 12/29 Interchange 
Improvement into a single study area for a comprehensive environmental evaluation and 
approval. This environmental document is an Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated 
Negative Declaration /Environmental Assessment. 

Through the Proposition IB Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA), a 
substantial local Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) investment along 
with a State Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) investment, the 
Phase 1 Project is fully funded and expected to begin construction in 2010. 

Discussion: 
Jameson Canyon on SR 12 is a regionally significant highway linking Solano and Napa 
Counties. It is one of the significant links between the two counties. The movement of 
goods and people along this interregional route has increased in recent years as the 
demographics and industrial centers have developed and shifted. Commercial growth in 
Napa and Solano counties, coupled with population growth in Solano County, has 
resulted in increased commuting on SR 12. 

The draft environmental document was released for public comment on August 24th
. 

This Project will relieve congestion and improvement safety along this corridor; as such 
staff is recommending the STA send a letter support for the Project. Attachment A is a 
draft letter of support to Caltrans for the Project. 

Fiscal Impact: 
The Phase 1 Project is fully funded. No impact by reason of sending this letter of support 
to Caltrans. 
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Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to send a letter of support to Caltrans for 
the SR 12 Jameson Canyon Project. 

Attachment: 
A. Draft Letter of Support for Jameson Canyon Project 
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ATTACHMENT A
 

September 12, 2007 

Bijan Sartipi 
District Director 
California Department ofTransportation (Caltrans) 
P.O. Box 23660 
Oakland, CA 94623-0660 

RE: Support of State Route (SR) 12 James, 

Dear Mr. Sartipi: 
~,;;'\ ."0._:" 

ishing to COh~~X STA's 
s Solano County?'s;'Congestion 
I 7 cities and the County of 

Jameson Canyon (S rtant east-west link for 
motorists traveli 
recreational, co 
has increased on tfi 
industrial senter loca 
impast.~<;i 
to the"failure 0 

ill add an additional lane in each direction as well 
As ult, this Project will reduce travel time in each 
alleviate the rear-end accidents at the westbound 1-80 to 
well as the median barrier may virtually eliminate fatal 
cessful as the SR 37 Median Barrier in Vallejo. 

The STA strongly sup the SR 12 Jameson Canyon Project and looks forward to 
working on this project in partnership with Caltrans and Napa County Transportation 
Planning Agency (NCTPA). Should you have any questions, please feel free to call 
myself or Janet Adams, Director ofProjects at (707) 424-6075. 

Sincerely, 

Anthony Intintoli, Chair 
Mayor, City ofVallejo 
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Agenda Item V. C
 
August 29, 2007
 

s,ra
 
DATE: August 23, 2007 
TO: STATAC 
FROM Jayne Bauer, Marketing and Legislative Program Manager 
RE: Legislative Update 

Background: 
Each year, STA staff monitors state and federal legislation that pertains to transportation and related 
issues. A Legislative Matrix (Attachment A) is included listing bills that staff is watching and 
analyzing for the 2007-08 state legislative session and the 2007 federal legislative session. 

Discussion: 
State Budget 
On August 21, 2007, the Legislature finally approved the 2007-08 State Budget and subsequent 
trailer bills. SB 97 places a moratorium on the Attorney General's ability to pursue lawsuits on 
transportation bond projects at least until AB 32 guidelines are adopted. The Governor committed to 
line-item veto an additional $700 million, which would build the state's reserve to $4.1 billion. Next 
year's budget deficit is expected to be in the neighborhood of $5 billion. The monthly legislative 
update from ShawlYoder (Attachment B) provides further information on the budget process. An 
email from ShawlYoder (Attachment C) outlines more specific information on the approved budget. 

Legislative Bills (Action) 
Senate Bill (SB) 88 (Attachment E), authored by the Senate Committee on Budget and Fiscal 
Review, outlines implementation procedures for Proposition 1B funding. The bill seeks to add a 
supplemental $350 million to the $600 million appropriation for local streets and roads in the budget 
bill. The bill also specifies that 60% of bond funds are to be allocated according to the existing 
formula for State Transit Assistance, 25% for capital expenditures for regional public waterborne 
transit agencies, and 15% for intercity passenger rail and commuter rail systems. The bill seeks an 
urgency statute so that it would become law immediately upon the governor's signing. Once the 
state budget is approved, this bill is the most likely candidate for approval for the implementation of 
Proposition 1B funds. Staff recommends a watch position be taken for SB 88. 

Senate Bill (SB) 976 (Attachment F) was authored by Senator Tom Torlakson to addresses the 
role of the San Francisco Bay Area Water Transit Authority (WTA). Currently WTA has 
specified powers and duties relative to development of a plan to implement and operate a water 
transit system on San Francisco Bay. Current law requires that the primary focus of the authority 
and plan provide new or expanded water transit services and related ground transportation 
terminal access services that were not in operation as of June 30, 1999. This bill would instead 
require that the primary focus of the authority and plan operate a comprehensive regional public 
water transit system, and coordinate waterborne transit emergency response activities. This is a 
companion bill intended to ensure that WTA receive the 25% share of Proposition 1B funds as 
outlined in SB 88. Staff recommends a watch position be taken for SB 976. 

Legislative Bills (Information) 
Assembly Bill (AB) 112 and Assembly Concurrent Resolution (ACR) 7 have both been amended 
twice since the June 27th TAC meeting. The SenatelTransportation and Housing Committee adopted 



a policy in 2006 that states no double fine zone bills will be approved by the committee. The 
governor has historically vetoed double fine zone legislation because there is no process in place 
establishing criteria for roads and highways to receive a double fine zone designation. 

In order to overcome this obstacle, Assemblymember Wolk has worked with Caltrans, the California 
Highway Patrol (CHP) and the STA to amend the language of the bills so that AB 112 establishes 
criteria for designating safety-enhancement double fine zones (DFZ) on a statewide basis as well as 
stating that State Route (SR) 12 meets the criteria for the DFZ designation. 

AB 112 and ACR 7 were both heard and approved by the Senate Transportation and Housing 
Committee on Tuesday, June 19,2007, and by the Senate Public Safety Committee on Tuesday, July 
3,2007. Due to the state budget taking precedence on the legislators' time, the bill went no further in 
the process before the summer session break. The legislature is in session again beginning Monday, 
August 20, 2007. Staff will provide an update at the TAC meeting of August 29th. 

ACR 7, which designates a 2-mile section of SR 12 as the "Officer David Lamoree Memorial 
Highway," is to be heard by the Senate where it should remain on consent. 

AB 57 (Soto) proposes to extend indefinitely the provision for certain state and local entities to 
expend federal funds (through the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity 
Act: A Legacy for Users, aka SAFETEA-LU) for improvement of highway safety and reduction of 
traffic congestion (including projects for bicycles and pedestrian safety and traffic calming measures 
in high-hazard locations). AB 57 would extend indefinitely the provision for the US Department of 
Transportation (DOT) and California Highway Patrol (CHP) to administer a "Safe Routes to School" 
(SRTS) construction program and a statewide competitive grant process for allocating these funds. 

The author's office has indicated that it is her intent to ensure that the new federal SRTS program be 
implemented to augment, not supplant, the current state program. The bill would require that the 
State budget include $24.25M in State Highway Account funds for SRTS beginning in Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2008-09. By making the program permanent, in FY 2008-09 California could see $23M in 
federal funds and $24.25M in state funds go to SRTS programs for a total of $47.25M. Without AB 
57, SRTS funding would be only federal and subject to the reauthorization of SAFETEA-LU. 

The SRTS Program is consistent with the safety emphasis of the STA's Safe Routes to School 
program, and Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)'s Transportation 2030 Plan. The 
STA Board approved a support position on AB 57 at their meeting on July 11,2007. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to take the following positions on proposed state 
legislative items: 

• Watch - SB 88 (regarding Proposition IB funding allocation criteria) 
• Watch - SB 976 (regarding Water Transit Authority funding criteria) 

Attachment: 
A. STA Legislative Matrix 
B. State Legislative Update - August 2007 (Shaw/Yoder, Inc.) 
C. State Budget Approval Email (Shaw/Yoder, Inc.) 
D. Federal Legislative Update (The Ferguson Group) 
E. SB 88 (Senate Committee on Budget and Finance Review) 
F. SB 976 (Torlakson) 
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Solano Transportation Authority LEGISLATIVE MATRIX One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City CA 94585-2427s,ra 2007-2008 State and Federal Legislative Session Telephone: 707-424-6075 

Sotano CZtanspottatlon ;4uthotitlj Fax: 707-424-6074 
August 23, 2007 Web site: solanolinks.com 
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AB 117 IBeall Additional 20% County assessment on traffic safety 
offenses 
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Trade Corridors Improvement Fund SB 9 ILowenthal 7 

7SB16 Florez Rail Grade Crossings: Automatic Gates I-' 
ol:» 

Air Quality Improvement Account: Proposition 1B SB19 Lowenthal 7 

Transit Security &Emergency Preparedness Fund: Prop. 1B SB45 Perata 8 

State-Local Partnership Program: Proposition 1B SB47 Perata 8 

SB88 Sen. BUd.lFin'l Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port 8 
Rev. Comm. Security Bond Act of 2006 Implementation: Prop. 1B 
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State-Local Partnership Program allocation guidelines.S8748 Corbett 9 

Water Transit Authority, Prop 1B funding/authority criteriaTorlaksonS8976 9 

Federal Bills 
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S294 Lautenberg A bill to reauthorize Amtrak, and for other purposes. 
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10 

For details of important milestones during the 2007 sessions of the 
Califomia Legislature and the U.S. Congress, please refer to calendars 
on last 2 pages. 

Please direct questions about this matrix to Jayne Bauer at 707-424-6075 or jbauer@sta-sncLcom. 
STA's Legislative Matrix is also available for review on our website at www.solanolinks.com. 
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AS 57 (Soto) 

Highways: Safe 
Routes to School 
construction 
program 

AS 60 (Nava) 

I-' Vehicles: Bicycles 
0'\ 

Bill Summaries
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Extends indefinitely the provision for certain state and local entities to 
secure and expend federal funds for improvement of highway safety and 
reduction of traffic congestion (including projects for bicycles and 
pedestrian safety and traffic calming measures in high-hazard locations), 
as well as extend indefinitely the provision for DOT/CHP to administer a 
"Safe Routes to School" construction program and appropriate federal 
transportation funds on a statewide competitive grant process. Both 
provisions currently have a repeal date of 01/01/08. 

07/20/07 SEN; re­ Support 
referred to Com. On 
APPR 

Support:MTC 

Creates stricter laws/penalties for vehicles overtaking bicycles traveling the 
same direction. 

Requires the driver of a motor vehicle overtaking a bicycle that is proceeding in 
the same direction to pass to the left at a safe distance, at a minimum clearance 
of 3 feet, without interfering with the safe operation of the overtaken bicycle. 
The bill would make violation of this provision an infraction punishable by a 
$250 fine; and make it a misdemeanor or felony if a person operates a motor 
vehicle in violation of the above requirement and that conduct proximately 
causes great bodily injury, as defined, or death to the bicycle operator. 

04/16/2007; ASM T&H 
Com. hearing cancelled 
at author's request 

Legislative Matrix - 2007-08 Session 08-16-07.doc Page 4 of 12 Updated 8/23/2007, 11 :07 AM 



...... 
-.J 

·~~i~i~~·7 
. .BnVAl.lt~or; 

AB 112 (Wolk) 

Highways: Safety 
Enhancement ­
Double Fine 
Zones (SR 12) 

:< ::': ,:. . :>,: .. ":":::: 
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This bill would take effect immediately as an urgency statute. Amended 
06-21-07 to establish a process whereby state highways can receive a 
designation of a safety enhancement double fine zone for a minimum of 2 
years based on specific criteria. Deslgnates-SR 12 from its intersection 
with 1-80 in Solano County to 1-5 in San Joaquin County as a double fine 
zone. Last amended 07119107 

"oH1'iri"po$itici~;" . 

···;···· .• qi/· .··Si~tU~:'6f(~.ilin;···· ...•..... 
"­ . .,-, },,_.: "·;;:_;i. 

08/20/07; SEN third 
reading 

Sponsor and 
Support 

Support: Cities of Benicia, 
Fairfield, Stockton, Suisun 
City, Vacaville Vallejo, 
Solano County, San 
Joaquin Council of 
Governments, Bay Area 
Electric Railroad 
Association,Falrfield­
Suisun Chamber of 
Commerce, Highway 12 
Association, MV 
Transportation, Inc., 
Professional Engineers in 
California Government, 
Solano Athletic Clubs 

Oppose: JUdicial Council 
of California 

AB 117 (Beall) 

Traffic offenses: 
additional 

Authorizes Santa Clara County to collect an additional $2 penalty assessment 
for every $10 in base fines for certain violations, for purposes of funding local 
traffic safety programs. Sunsets the provisions of this bill January 1, 2013. 

06/26/07 SEN Public 
Safety hearing 
postponed 

assessment: traffic 
safety 
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AB444
 
(Hancock)
 

Voter-approved 
vehicle registration 
fee for traffic 
congestion 
management 

AB 842 Jones 

Regional plans: 
traffic reduction 

f-' 
co 

ACR 7 (Wolk) 

Officer David 
Lamoree Memorial 
Highway (SR 12) 

Authorizes county congestion management agencies in Alameda County 
and Contra Costa County, with a majority vote of agency's board, to 
impose annual fee of up to $10 on motor vehicles registered with the 
county for a traffic congestion management program. Imposition of fee 
would require voter approval. Transportation improvements that reduce 
congestion Include those that improve signal coordination, travel 
information systems, intelligent transportation systems, highway 
operational improvements, and pUblic transit service expansions. 

Requires the Transportation Commission to update its guidelines for the 
preparation of regional transportation plans, Including a requirement that 
each regional transportation plan provide for a 10% reduction in the 
growth increment of vehicle miles traveled. Requires a specified sum of 
funds to be made available from a specified account to the Department of 
Housing and Community Development to fund grants to assist agencies 
of local governing in the planning and production of infill housing. 

Designates the interchange of SR 12 between Olsen Road and SR 113 as 
the Officer David Lamoree Memorial Interchange, would request the 
Department of Transportation to determine the cost for appropriate signs 
showing this special designation and, upon receiving donations from 
non-state sources covering that cost, to erect those signs. 

07/11/07 SEN Rev & 
Tax hearing. Amended 
06/28/07 to add Solano 
County 

OS/24/07; ASM Housing I Watch 
& Community 
Development 

07/18/07; SEN third 
reading; file date 
8/20/07 

Sponsored by City of 
Rio Vista and STA 

Co-sponsor 
and Support 

Support with 
Amendment to 
add Solano 
County 
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SB 9 (Lowenthal) 

Trade corridor 
improvement: 
transportation 
project selection in 
Proposition 1B 

SB 16 (Florez) 

I-' 

'" 
Rail Grade 
Crossings: 
Automatic Gates 

SB19 
(Lowenthal) 

Trade corridors: 
projects to reduce 
emissions: funding 
in Proposition 1B 

States the intent of the Legislature to enact urgency legislation that establishes 
a process for the selection of transportation projects to be funded from the 
Trade Corridors Improvement Fund, established by Proposition 1B. This bill 
establishes a process for selecting projects under the Trade Corridor 
Improvement Fund requiring that proposed projects be included in an 
approved regional transportation plan, incorporate an estimate of the 
emissions produced during the construction and operation of the proposed 
project and specifies that the funds shall only be used to pay for the costs of 
construction. The bill declares that it is to take effect immediately as an 
urgency statute. 

Requires the Public Utilities Commission to order that a public-rail grade 
crossing be equipped with automatic gates, if it determines in the course of 
investigating a public-rail grade crossing collision, that it is more likely than not 
that the collision would not have occurred if the crossing had been equipped 
with automatic gates, or if the commission determines that the injury to person 
or property resulting from the collision would have been substantially reduced 
if the crossing had been equipped with automatic gates. 

Declares the intent of the Legislature to enact urgency legislation that 
establishes conditions and criteria, as specified, for projects funded by the $1 
billion account to fund freight-related air quality needs established by Prop. 1B. 

This bill declares the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that 
establishes conditions and criteria for projects that reduce emissions from 
activities related to the movement of freight along California's trade corridors. 
The bill declares that it is to take effect immediately as an urgency statute. 

08/22/07, ASM 
APPROP hearing 

07/02/07, Chaptered by 
Secretary of State; SEN 
Rev &Tax 

07/17/07, ASM 
APPROP, From 
committee with author's 
amendments. 
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States the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that would establish 
the application process for allocations from the Transit System Safety, 

SB 45 (Perata) 

Transit Security & Security, and Disaster Response Account, as specified in Proposition 1B. 
Emergency 
Preparedness 
Fund: Prop. 1B 

States the intent of the Legislature to enact provisions governing project 
eligibility, matching fund requirements, and the application process relative 

SB 47 (Perata) 

State-Local to allocation of bond proceeds for the State-Local Partnership Program, 
Partnership established by Proposition 1B. 
Program: Prop 1B 

Sponsored by the League of California Cities to accelerate distribution of 
(Lowenthall Dutton) 
SB286 

the $2 billion in local street and roads funds. Under the proposal every 
city will receive at least half (and up to their full amount) of their Prop 1B Prop 1B Bonds funds to spend in the next two fiscal years (determined by population),

Implementation: with the state allocating the remaining funds no later than 2010. 
Local Streetsl Applicants would submit a list of projects expected to be funded. 
Roads 

".- ",:-';",..:-:::., 

];jl~~~~~\i~'~t~~~;~~~~~~
 
07/20/07; ASM
 
APPROP.
 

01/18/07 SEN Com. On 
RLS 

8/20/07; SEN Unfinished 
Business 

N SB88 
(Committee on 
Budget and Fiscal 
Review) 

o 

Highway Safety, 
Traffic Reduction, 
Air Quality, and 
Port Security Bond 
Act of 2006: 
imolementation 

Outlines implementation procedures for Proposition 1B funding. Adds 
supplemental $350M to the $600M appropriation for local streets and roads 
in the budget bill. Specifies the formula to be used by the Controller for 
allocation. Specifies that 60% of bond funds are to be allocated according to 
existing formula for State Transit Assistance, 25% for capital expenditures 
for regional public waterborne transit agencies, and 15% for intercity 
passenger rail and commuter rail systems. Establishes Goods Movement 
Emission Reduction Program for air quality bond funds distribution. Outlines 
distribution of the $193M California Clean Schoolbus Program funds. Bill 
currently seeks an urgency statute. 

08/20/07; ASM 
APPROP hearing 

Sponsor: LCC/CSAC 

Support: Solano County 
and all 7 cities in Sol. Co. 
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States the purposes of the State-Local Partnership Program to be allocated by 58748 (Corbett) 
N the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to eligible transportation 
t-' State/Local projects nominated by transportation agencies. Requires the CTC to adopt 

Partnerships program guidelines. 

08/22107; ASM 
APPROP hearing 

07/12/07; ASM I Watch 
APPROP, Read second 
time. Amended. Re-
referred to Com. 

07/12/07, ASM; Placed 
on inactive file on 
request of Assembly 
Member Bass. 

58375 
(Steinberg) 

Transportation 
planning: travel 
demand models: 
preferred growth 
scenarios: 
environmental 
review. 

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) exempts specified activities 
from its provisions, including a project that is residential on an infill site 
within an urbanized area, and that meets other specified criteria, including 
that the project is within 112 mile of a major transit stop. 

This bill requires the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to adopt by 
April 1, 2008, specific guidelines for travel demand models used in 
development of regional transportation plans by certain regional 
transportation planning agencies. It requires the Department of 
Transportation to assist CTC In preparation of the guidelines, if requested to 
do so by CTC. It also requires the Air Resources Board to provide each 
region with greenhouse gas emission reduction targets for 2020 and 2050. 

58976 
(Torlakson) 

San Francisco Bay 
Area Water Transit 
Authority 

Existing law creates the San Francisco Bay Area Water Transit Authority 
with specified powers and duties relative to the development of a plan for 
implementation and operation of a water transit system on San Francisco 
Bay. Existing law requires that the primary focus of the authority and the 
plan be to provide new or expanded water transit services and related 
ground transportation terminal access services that were not in operation as 
of June 30, 1999. 

This bill would instead require that the primary focus of the authority and the 
plan be to operate a comprehensive regional public water transit system and 
to coordinate waterborne transit emergency response activities. 
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OS/22/07 Placed on Senate 
(Lautenberg) 
5294 A bill to reauthorize Amtrak, and for other purposes. 

Legislative Calendar under 
General Orders. Calendar 

Amtrak No. 158. 
Reauthorization 

Cosponsored by 
Senator Boxer 

N 
N 
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California Legislature
 
2007-08 Regular Session Calendar
 

January 2007 (First year of 2-year legislative session) 
1 Statutes take effect 
3 Legislature reconvenes 
9 Governor's State of the State Address 

10 Budget must be submitted by Governor 
15 Martin Luther King, Jr. Day 
26 Last day to submit bill requests to Office of Legislative Counsel 

February 
12 Lincoln's Birthday
 
19 Washington's Birthday observed
 
23 Last day to introduce bills
 

March 
29 Spring Recess begins upon adjournment 

N 30	 Cesar Chavez Day 
W 

April 
9 Legislature reconvenes from Spring Recess 

27 Last day for policy committees to hear and report Fiscal 
Bills for referral to fiscal committees 

May 
11	 Last day for policy committees to hear and report to the floor 

non-fiscal Bills 
25 Last day for policy committees to meet prior to June 11 
28 Memorial Day observed 

June 
1 Last day for Fiscal Committees to hear and report to the Floor 

bills introduced in their house 
1 Last day for Fiscal Committees to meet prior to June 11 

4·8 Floor session only - No committee may meet for any purpose 
8 Last day for bills to be passed out of the house of origin
 

11 Committee meetings may resume
 
15 Budget Bill must be passed by midnight
 

July 
4 Independence Day 

13 Last day for policy committees to hear and report bills 
20 Summer Recess begins on adjournment, provided BUdget Bill has been 

passed 

August 
20 Legislature reconvenes 
31 Last day for Fiscal Committees to meet and report bills to the Floor 

September 
3 Labor Day 

3-14 Floor session only - No committee may meet for any purpose 
7 Last day to amend bills on the Floor 

31 Last day for any bill to be passed· Interim recess begins on adjournment 

October 
14	 Last day for Governor to sign or veto bills passed by the Legislature on or 

before Sept. 14 and in the Governor's possession after Sept. 14 

IMPORTANT DATES OCCURRING DURING INTERIM CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE RECESS
 
2007 

Oct. 14 Last day for Governor to sign or veto bills passed by the Legislature on/before Sept. 14 and in his possession after Sept. 14 (Art. IV, Sec. 10(b)(1). 

2008 
Jan. 1 Statutes take effect (Art. IV, Sec. 8(c)). 
Jan. 7 Legislature reconvenes (J.R. 51 (a)(4)). 
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January 
4 

15 
16 

110th Congress convenes 
Senate and House recess for Martin Luther King, Jr. Day 
Senate and House reconvene 

February 
19 
19-23 
25 

President's Day 
Presidents' Day Recess 
Senate and House reconvene 

March 

April 
2-13 
2-9 

House District Work Period 
Senate District Work Period 

May 
28­
June 1 

Memorial Day Recess/District Work Period 

June 
4 Senate and House reconvene 

N 
,j::. 

110th United States Congress 
2007 Session Calendar 

July 
2-6 Independence Day District Work Period 

9 Senate and House reconvene 

August 
6-Sept 3 Summer District work period 

September 
3 Labor Day 
4 Senate and House reconvene 

October 
26 Target Adjournment Date 

November 
6 Election Day 

11 Veterans Day 
22 Thanksgiving Day 

December 
5 Hanukkah 

25 Christmas Holiday 
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ATTACHMENT B 

A 
SHAW/YODER,inc. 

LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY 

August 1, 2007 

To: Board Members, Solano Transportation Authority 

Fm: Joshua W. Shaw, Partner 
Gus Khouri, Legislative Advocate 
Shaw / Yoder, Inc. 

RE: STATE LEGISLATIVE UPDATE- AUGUST 2007 

2007-08 Budget Update Stalemate Continues 
The Senate convened late Wednesday evening, August 1st

, to reconsider the 2007-08 Budget. 
Both SB 77, the Conference Committee report (main budget bill) and SB 78 (additional cuts to 
the Conference Committee report) failed to receive the requisite votes as both bills were 
defeated by a margin of 26 to 14. Senator Maldonado was the only Republican to vote for either 
bill. No other trailer bills were taken up. 

The main sticking point seems to revolve around the Republicans request to receive assurances 
that any appropriations for litigation against entities that fail to comply with greenhouse gas 
emission standards are removed from the budget. This is in response to Attorney General Jerry 
Brown's threat to use the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) in order to force 
developers to account for potential adverse impacts that their projects would have on global 
warming. Republicans argue that AB 32 guidelines are still being considered and funding a 
lawsuit is premature. In addition, the Republican Caucus had sought an additional $700 million 
in further reductions to which the Governor has agreed to, although he has refused to specify 
which items he will blue-pencil. 

As you may recall, the Governor originally proposed a $2 billion reserve, which the Budget 
Conference Committee also approved. After further negotiations with the Assembly Republican 
Caucus, the Assembly approved SB 77 and the subsequent trailer bills with a budget reserve of 
approximately $3.4 billion. If the Governor does indeed line-item veto an additional $700 million, 
the reserve would increase to $4.1 billion. Next year's budget shortfall is expected to be at about 
$5 billion. 

Many Senators seemed pessimistic as they exited Senate Chambers as to when they would 
recon"vene and consummate a deal. A few suggested that they would salvage what remains of 
the Summer Recess and reconvene on August 20th to finish off the deal. 

Impacts on Transportation 
SB 77 (the budget bill) and SB 79, the transportation trailer bill, divert more than $1.259 billion 
away from public transit for General fund relief purposes. Consequently, this would leave 
approximately $406 million in the State Transit Assistance Account while depleting the Public 

Tel: 916.446.4656 
Fax: 916.446.4318 

1415 L Street, Suite 200 
Sacramen~CA 95814 
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Transportation Account's (PTA) capital funding and reserve. Of the $406 million that remains in 
the STA, $200 million is a result of the residual amount of spillover. The remaining spillover 
could vanish however as the Governor makes his line-item vetoes. In addition, the budget 
contemplates to divert half of any spillover that matriculates in future years to the General Fund. 
Of the remaining 50% that would go to transit, 2/3 would go towards the STA program and 1/3 
would go towards the capital side of the PTA. The Legislative Analyst's Office projects spillover 
to be near $935 million next year. 

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) has stated that the diversion of the capital 
money from the PTA will unquestionably have an impact on the allocations for projects within 
the 2006 STIP, as well as the 2008 State Transportation Investment Program (STIP) Fund 
Estimate, and the 2008 STIP. As a result, highway project funding could be compromised in 
the 2008-09 fiscal year, if not in 2007-08. The CTC has postponed making allocations until 
September due to the tardiness of the budget. 

SB 88 Proposition 1B Bond Implementation Highlights 
SB 88 is a bUdget trailer bill that implements language for the issuance of revenue from 
Proposition 1B. The following are highlights of items of interest to STA: 

Local Streets and Roads 
Local Streets and Roads will receive a $950 million allocation The bill requires the Controller to 
use the population figures from the Department of Finance as of January 1, 2007, in making 
allocations to cities. Applicants for these funds must submit a list of projects expected to be 
funded with bond funds to the Department of Finance, as specified, and to report various 
information, including the project's name, location, the amount of the expenditure, the 
completion date, and estimated useful life, to the Department of Finance. The bill would also 
require funds to be expended within 3 fiscal years from the date of allocation, and would require 
unexpended funds to be returned to the Controller for reallocation. Allocations are made based 
on the STIP formula process with each city receiving a minimum of $400,000. All projects 
funded with these bond funds must be included within the city, county, or city and county 
bUdget that are adopted by the applicable city councilor board of supervisors at a regular public 
meeting. 

Slate and Local Partnership Program 
Due to a lack of consensus between Speaker Nunez and Senator Perata, there is no funding 
provided in 2007-08 for State and Local Partnership Program (SLPP). The Speaker wants to 
limit the pool of eligible recipients to self-help counties only (although during the original SLPP, 
self-help counties received 41.1 billion of the entire $1.2 billion pot), while Perata wants to have 
toll revenue included as a match. 

Transit 
SB 88 also includes $600 million from the Public Transportation Modernization Improvement 
and service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) for transit capital projects and $100 million from 
the Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDRA) for transit 
security projects. This includes funding for waterborne transit operators (25% or $25 million for 
2007-08). 
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2007 STA State Legislative Program 
The following is an update on your 2007 State Legislative Program: 

AB 112 (Wolk) As you know, the State Route (SR) 12 Corridor has been determined by 
Caltrans to exceed the state average for collisions and fatalities. The California Highway Patrol 
has also made this route a priority for enforcement in the 2007-08 budget. This bill would 
establish criteria for state highways and roads to qualify as a Safety Enhancement Double Fine 
Zone (DFZ), and designate the SR 12 Corridor (between its intersection with Interstate 80 in 
Solano County and Interstate 5 in San Joaquin County) as a DFZ for driving violations on this 
stretch of highway in order to raise awareness and encourage better driving habits to enhance 
public safety. AB 112 is currently located on the Senate Third Reading File and will be taken up 
when the Legislature reconvenes from its Summer Recess on August 20th

• 

ACR 7 (Walk) This resolution would memorialize the life of Officer David Lamoree by 
designating a two-mile section of SR 12, between Olsen Road and SR 113, as the "Officer 
David Lamoree Memorial Highway". The measure would also request that Caltrans determine 
the cost for appropriate signs showing this special designation and, upon receiving donations 
from non-state sources covering that cost, to erect those signs. Officer Lamoree, a well­
respected peace officer, who made many contributions in the Solano area, passed away at the 
age of 26 after being hit head~on by a car on SR 12. ACR 7 is currently located on the Senate 
Third Reading File and will be taken up when the Legislature reconvenes from its Summer 
Recess on august 20th

• 

Other Bills of Interest 
SB 375 (Steinberg) requires regional transportation planning agencies (RTPA) and 
Metropolitan Planning Organizations in specifically identified Counties (including Orange) to 
incorporate travel demand models and preferred growth scenarios (PGS) into their regional 
transportation plans (RTP) in order to be eligible for state transportation funding through the 
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) starting January 2009. The most recent 
amendments push out the enforcement date to after December 31,2011 if projects are 
programmed in either the 2006 or 2008 STIP. SB 375 also requires the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) to adopt guidelines for the use of travel demand models by 
RTPA's and provides for a variety of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) exemptions 
for RTPA's and localities which amend their RTP's and General Plans to be consistent with the 
adopted PGS. 

This bill aims to establish a comprehensive link between transportation planning, land use 
policy, and CEQA. Specifically, SB 375 requires a PGS to be designed which outlines goals for 
a reduction in vehicle miles traveled and greenhouse gas emissions, specified by the California 
Air Resources Board (CARB). SB 375 requires CARB to establish ''targets'' for 2020 and 2050; 
however, the bill's current form does not provide a date for CARB to deliver these targets. 
Additionally, with RTP's being the source for projects programmed into the Regional 
Transportation Improvement Plan (RTIP), RTPA's would be required to design and incorporate 
travel demand models and PGS by 2008 in order to qualify for the next round of STIP funding in 
2009. 

Status: This bill is current located in the Assembly Appropriations Committee where it is 
expected to become a two-year bill due to opposition from the Administration (Department of 
Finance) and the League of Cities. 
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AS 444 (Hancock) authorizes the county congestion management agencies (CMAs) of 
Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, Santa Clara and Solano counties to impose, upon a majority 
vote of the electorate, an annual fee of up to $10 on motor vehicles registered in the counties 
for transportation programs and projects. 

Status: This bill is currently located on the Suspense File in the Senate Revenue and Taxation 
Committee because Senator Mike Machado would not vote for the bill. The Senator believes 
that if any fee is to be imposed that it should be done with a 2/3 vote requirement, and that a 
sales tax is the appropriate avenue to pursue additional revenue. 
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ATTACHMENT C
 

Jayne Bauer 

From:	 Gus Khouri [gus@shawyoder.org] 
Sent:	 Tuesday, August 21, 2007 1:59 PM 
To:	 dkhalls@sta-sncLcom; jbauer@sta-sncLcom 
Cc:	 Josh Shaw; Paul Yoder 
Subject:	 Budget Finally Approved 

Importance: High 

Daryl and Jayne, 

The Legislature finally approved the 2007-08 State Budget and subsequent trailer bills this afternoon. The Senate 
Republican Caucus' major sticking points were resolved with the passage of SB 97, which places a moratorium on the 
Attorney General's ability to pursue lawsuits on transportation bond projects at least until AB 32 guidelines are adopted, 
and the Governor's commitment to line-item veto an additional $700 million, which would build the state's reserve to $4.1 
billion. Next year's budget deficit is expected to be in the neighborhood of $5 billion. 

The Senate concurred on the package that the Assembly had sent over on July 20th
• 

Here are a few highlights on what we reported to you previously: 

•	 $1.6 billion Prop 42 allocation. 
•	 $1.259 billion cut to transit. 
•	 $416 million in State Transit Assistance funding. 
•	 No new capital funding for transit projects within the STIP. CTC can allocate funding for the nearly $600 million in 

transit capital projects within the 2006 STIP for 07-08 but this will be a huge challenge for 08-09. The 2008 STIP 
will be compromised as well. Consequently, highway project funding may be compromised if the trend continues 
in the future depending on a region's RTP. 

•	 SB 88 provides $600 million for transit capital, $100 million for transit security, and $950 million for local streets 
and roads and $250 million carve out for waterborne transit operators for disaster preparedness, of which $25 
million is appropriated in 07-08. 

•	 SB 79 splits the spillover between the General Fund and PTA, with the PTA's portion being split 213 to the STA 
and 1/3 to the capital side of the account. 

We will continue to analyze and see if anything else pops out. Please let me know if you have any questions. 

Thanks, 

Gus F. Khouri 
Legislative Advocate 
ShawNoder, Inc. 
1415 L Street, Suite 200 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Phone (916) 446-4656 
Fax (916) 446-4318 
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ATTACHMENT D
 

I THE 
FERGUSON 
GROUPLLc 

1434 Third Street + Suite 3 +Napa, CA + 94459 +Phone 707.254.8400 +Fax 707.598.0533 

To: Solano Transportation Authority Board of Directors 
From: Mike Miller 
Re: Federal Update 
Date: July 31, 2007 

July 2007 Activity. 

The Ferguson Group continued to track the Fiscal Year 2008 appropriations process and to work on 
STA's transportation appropriations requests. Specifically, The Ferguson Group lobbied Congress 
regarding FY 2008 appropriations requests and closely tracked the House and Senate Transportation 
Appropriations legislation. 

Appropriations Update. 

The House and Senate marked up their respective versions of the Fiscal Year 2008 Transportation 
Appropriations bill. The House bill was passed on the floor of the House of Representatives on July 24 
(268-153) while the Senate bill was marked up in committee on July 12. Thanks to the hard work and 
strong support of STA's congressional delegation (Rep. Tauscher, Rep. Miller, Rep. Lungren, Sen. Boxer, 
Sen. Feinstein), the House bill includes the following earmarks for STA projects: 

• Vallejo Ferry Maintenance Facility - $1 million; and 
• Fairfield / Vacaville Intermodal Station - $200,000. 

The other requests have not received earmarks in either the House or the Senate thus far in the FY 2008 
process. We will continue to lobby Congress to preserve and enhance the earmarks already secured in the 
House bill and will to press for funding for the other three projects as the appropriations process 
continues. Congress is likely to go on August recess at the end of this week and will return after Labor 
Day. 

Project Request Status 
Vallejo Ferry Maintenance Facility $3.272 million $1 million in House bill. 

Conference after Labor Day. 
Fairfield / Vacaville Intermodal 
Station 

$2 million $200,000 in House bill. 
Conference after Labor Day. 

1-80/680 Interchange $6 million No earmark thus far. 
Conference after Labor Day. 

Travis Access (Jepson) $3 million No earmark thus far. 
Conference after Labor Dav. 

SR-12 Traffic Safety Signage & 
Education 

$200,000 No earmark thus far. 
Conference after Labor Dav. 

www.fergllsongrollp.llS 
30 



• • 

ATTACHMENT E 

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY JULY 20, 2007
 

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY JULY 16,2007
 

SENATE BILL No. 88
 

Introduced by Committee on Budget and Fiscal Review
 

January 17,2007
 

An act relating 16 the Btlciget Aet 6f 2007 to add Chapter 12.491 
(commencing with Section 8879.50) to, and to repeal Article 5 
(commencing with Section 8879.55) ofChapter 12.491 of, Division 1 
ofTitle 2 ofthe Government Code, and to add Chapter 3.2 (commencing 
with Section 39625) to Part 2 of, and to add Chapter 10 (commencing 
with Section 44299.90) to Part 5 of, Division 26ofthe Health andSafety 
Code, relating to transportation, making an appropriation therefor, 
and declaring the urgency thereof, to take effect immediately. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

SB 88, as amended, Committee on Budget and Fiscal Review. Btlciget 
Aet 6f2007. Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port 
Security BondAct of2006: implementation. 

Existing law, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and 
Port Security BondAct of2006, approved by the voters as Proposition 
IB at the November 7, 2006, general election, authorizes the issuance 
of$19.925 billion ofgeneral obligation bonds for specifiedpurposes, 
including reducing emissions and improving air quality in trade 
corridors, State Route 99 corridor enhancements, port securityprojects, 
schoolbus retrofit and replacement purposes, state transportation 
improvement program augmentation, public transit andpassenger rail 
improvements, transit security projects, local bridge seismic retrofit 
projects, highway-railroadgrade separation andcrossing improvement 
projects, state highway safety and rehabilitation projects, and local 

Corrected 7-25-07-See last page. 97 
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street and road improvement, congestion relief, and traffic safety 
projects. Existing law specifies the responsibilities ofvarious agencies 
with regard to implementing the bondact. Existing law also establishes 
various programsfor the reduction ofvehicular airpollution, including 
the Lower-Emission School Bus Program adopted by the State Air 
Resources Board. 

This bill would designate administrative agencies for each of the 
programs funded by the bond act, which would be the California 
Transportation Commission, the State Air Resources Board, the 
Controller, the Office ofHomeland Security, the Office ofEmergency 
Services, or the Department of Transportation, as specified. The bill 
would impose various requirements on these agencies relative to 
adoptingprogram guidelines, making ofallocations ofbondfunds, and 
reporting on projects funded by the bondfunds. The bill would enact 
other relatedprovisions. 

This bill would appropriate $350,000,000from the Local Street and 
Road Improvement, Congestion Relief, and Traffic Safety Account 
created by the bond act, for allocation by the Controller to cities and 
counties as an augmentation to funds appropriatedfrom that account 
by the Budget Act of2007. 

This bill would declare that it is to take effect immediately as an 
urgency statute. 

This bill wotllcl express the ifttellt ofthe Legislftffife to make stattttory 
eftaftges relating to the Btldget Aet of 2007. 

Vote: majority ?!J. Appropriation: fttryes. Fiscal committee: ft6 

yes. State-mandated local program: no. 

The people ofthe State ofCalifornia do enact as follows: 

I SECTION 1. Chapter 12.491 (commencing with Section 
2 8879.50) is added to Division 1 ofntle 2 ofthe Government Code, 
3 to read: 

32
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1 CHAPTER 12.491. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE HIGHWAYSAFETY, 

2 TRAFFIC REDUCTION, AIR QUALITY, AND PORT SECURITYBOND 

3 ACT OF 2006 

4 
Article 1. General Provisions 

6 
7 8879.50. (a) As used in this chapter and in Chapter 12.49 
8 (commencing with Section 8879.20), thefollowing terms have the 
9 following meanings: 

(1) "Commission" means the California Transportation 
11 Commission. 
12 (2) "Department" means the Department ofTransportation. 
13 (3) "Administrative agency" means the state agency responsible 
14 for programming bond funds made available by Chapter 12.49 

(commencing with Section 8879.20), as specified in subdivision 
16 (c). 
17 (4) Unless otherwise specifiedin this chapter, "project" includes 
18 equipment purchase, construction, right-ol-way acquisition, and 
19 project delivery costs. 

(5) "Recipient agency" means the recipient ofbondfunds made 
21 available by Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 8879.20) 
22 that is responsiblefor implementation ofan approvedproject. 
23 (6) "Fund" shall have the meaning as defined in subdivision 
24 (c) ofSection 8879.20. 

(b) Administrative costs, including audit andprogram oversight 
26 costs for agencies, commissions, or departments administering 
27 programs funded pursuant to this chapter, recoverable by bond 
28 funds shall not exceed 3 percent ofthe program's cost. 
29 (c) The administrative agency for each bond account is as 

follows: 
31 (1) The commission is the administrative agencyfor the Corridor 
32 Mobility Improvement Account; the Trade Corridors Improvement 
33 Fund; the Transportation Facilities Account; the State Route 99 
34 Account; the State and Local Partnership Program Account; the 

Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account; the Highway-Railroad 
36 Crossing Safety Account; and the Highway Safety, Rehabilitation 
37 and Preservation Account. 
38 (2) The Controller is the administrative agency for the Local 
39 Street andRoadImprovement, Congestion Reliefand Traffic Safety 

Accountof200~ 

97 

33
 



5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

SB88 -4­

1 (3) The Office of Homeland Security and the Office of 
2 Emergency Services are the administrative agencies for the Port 
3 and Maritime Security Account and the Transit System Safety, 
4 Security, and Disaster Response Account. 

(4) The department is the administrative agencyfor the Public 
6 Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service 
7 Enhancement Account. 
8 (d) The administrative agency may not approve project fund 
9 allocations for any project until the recipient agency provides a 

projectfunding plan that demonstrates that thefunds are expected 
11 to be reasonably available and sufficient to complete the project. 
12 The administrative agency may approvefundingfor useableproject 
13 segments only if the benefits associated with each individual 
14 segment are sufficient to meet the objectives ofthe program from 

which the individual segment is funded. 
16 (e) Guidelines adopted by the administrative agency pursuant 
17 to this chapter and Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 
18 8879.20) are intended to provide internal guidancefor the agency 
19 and shall be exempt from the Administrative Procedure Act 

(Chapter 3.5 (commencing with Section 11340) of Part 1 of 
21 Division 3), and shall do all ofthe following: 
22 (1) Providefor the audit ofproject expenditures and outcomes. 
23 (2) Require that the useful life of the project be identified as 
24 part ofthe project nomination process. 

(3) Require that project nominations have project delivery 
26 milestones, including, but not limited to, start andcompletion dates 
27 for environmental clearance, landacquisition, design, construction 
28 bid award, construction completion, and project closeout, as 
29 applicable. 

(f) (1) As a conditionfor allocation offunds to a specificproject 
31 under Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 8879.20), the 
32 administrative agency shall require the recipient agency to report, 
33 on a semiannual basis, on the activities andprogress made toward 
34 implementation of the project. The administrative agency shall 

forward the report to the Department of Finance by means 
36 approved by the Department ofFinance. The purpose ofthe report 
37 is to ensure that the project is being executed in a timely fashion, 
38 
39 

and is within the scope and budget identified when the decision 
was made to fund the project. Ifit is anticipated thatproject costs 
will exceedthe approvedproject budget, the recipient agency shall 
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1 provide a plan to the administrative agency for achieving the 
2 benefits oftheproject by either downscoping the project to remain 
3 within budget or by identifying an alternative funding source to 
4 meet the cost increase. The administrative agency may either 

approve the correctiveplan or direct the recipient agency to modify 
6 its plan. 
7 (2) Within six months of the project becoming operable, the 
8 recipient agency shallprovide a report to the administrative agency 
9 on the final costs of the project as compared to the approved 

project budget, the project duration as compared to the original 
11 project schedule as of the date of allocation, and performance 
12 outcomes derived from the project compared to those described 
13 in the original applicationforfunding. The administrative agency 
14 shall forward the report to the Department ofFinance by means 

approved by the Department ofFinance. 
16 
17 Article 2. State Route 99 Account 
18 
19 8879.51. (a) Fundsfor the program contained in subdivision 

(b) of Section 8879.23 shall be deposited in the State Route 99 
21 Account, which is hereby created in the fund. The funds in the 
22 account shall be available to the department, as allocated by the 
23 commission, upon appropriation by the Legislature. 
24 (b) The commission shall include in its annual report to the 

Legislature, required by Section 14535, a summary ofits activities 
26 relate to the administration ofthis program. The summary should, 
27 at a minimum, include a description andthe location ofthe projects 
28 contained in the program, the amount offunds allocated to each 
29 project, the status of each project, and a description of the 

improvements the program is achieving. 
31 
32 Article 3. Port and Maritime Security Account 
33 
34 8879.53. (a) Funds for the program contained in paragraph 

(3) ofsubdivision (c) ofSection 8879.23 shall be deposited in the 
36 Port and Maritime Security Account, which is hereby created in 
37 thefund. 
38 (b) Funds in the account shall be available to the Office of 
39 Homeland Security (OHS), within the Office of Emergency 

Services, upon appropriation by the Legislature. Funds shall be 

35
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1 made available as grants to eligible applicants, as defined in 
2 paragraph (3) ofsubdivision (c) ofSection 8879.23, for capital 
3 projects that include, but are not limited to, those projects 
4 described in paragraph (3) ofsubdivision (c) ofSection 8879.23. 
5 (c) Prior to allocating funds to projects from the account, the 
6 ORS shall adopt guidelines to establish the criteria andprocess 
7 for the distribution offunds. At least 30 days prior to adopting the 
8 guidelines, the ORS shall hold a public hearing on the proposed 
9 guidelines and shall provide opportunity for public review and 

10 comment. 
11 (d) In allocatingfunds from the account, the ORS shall do the 
12 following: 
13 (1) Address the state's most urgent maritime security needs. 
14 (2) Balance the demands of the various ports (between large 
15 andsmall). 
16 (3) Provide reasonable geographic balance in the distribution 
17 offunds. 
18 (e) The OHS's activities to implement this section shall be 
19 incorporated into the report to the Legislature required in 
20 paragraph (3) ofsubdivision (c) ofSection 8879.23. 
21 
22 Article 4. Transportation Facilities Account 
23 
24 8879.54. For the program funded by funds deposited in the 
25 Transportation Facilities Account established in subdivision (e) 
26 of Section 8879.23, the commission shall include in its annual 
27 report to the Legislature, required by Section 14535, a summary 
28 ofits activities related to the administration ofthis program. The 
29 summary should, at a minimum, include a description and the 
30 location ofthe projects contained in the program, the amount of 
31 funds allocated to each project, the status ofeach project, and a 
32 description ofthe improvements the program is achieving. 
33 
34 Article 5. Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement, 
35 and Service Enhancement Account 
36 
37 8879.55. For funds appropriated for fiscal year 2007-08 in 
38 the Budget Act of 2007 from the Public Transportation 
39 Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account 
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1 (PTMISEA) establishedpursuant to paragraph (1) ofsubdivision 
2 (f) ofSection 8879.23, thefollowing shall apply: 
3 (a) (1) Upon appropriation of funds from PTMlSEA, the 
4 Controller shall identify and develop a list of eligible project 

sponsors, as defined in paragraph (2) ofsubdivision (h), and the 
6 amount each is eligible to receive pursuant to the formula in 
7 paragraph (3) ofsubdivision (f) ofSection 8879.23. It is the intent 
8 ofthe Legislature thatfunds allocated toproject sponsorspursuant 
9 to this section provide each project sponsor with the same 

proportional share offunds as theproportional share each received 
11 from the allocation ofState Transit Assistance funds, pursuant to 
12 Sections 99313 and 99314 ofthe Public Utilities Code, overfiscal 
13 years 2004-05, 2005-06, and 2006-07. 
14 (2) In establishing the amount offunding each project sponsor 

is eligible to receive from funds to be allocated based on Section 
16 99313 ofthe Public Utilities Code, the Controller shall make the 
17 following computations: 
18 (A) For each project sponsor, compute the amounts of State 
19 Transit Assistancefunds allocated to that entitypursuant to Section 

99313 ofthe Public Utilities Code during the 2004-05,2005-06, 
21 and 2006-07fiscal years. 
22 (B) Compute the total statewide allocation of State Transit 
23 Assistancefunds pursuant to Section 99313 ofthe Public Utilities 
24 Code during the 2004-05,2005-06, and 2006-07fiscal years. 

(C) Divide subparagraph (A) by subparagraph (B). 
26 (D) For each project sponsor, multiply the allocation factor 
27 computed pursuant to subparagraph (C) by 50 percent of the 
28 amount appropriatedfor allocation from PTMlSEA. 
29 (3) In establishing the amount offunding each project sponsor 

is eligible to receive from funds to be allocated based on Section 
31 99314 ofthe Public Utilities Code, the Controller shall make the 
32 following computations: 
33 (A) For each project sponsor, compute the amounts of State 
34 Transit Assistancefunds allocated to that entitypursuant to Section 

99314 ofthe Public Utilities Code during the 2004-05,2005-06, 
36 and 2006-07fiscal years. 
37 (B) Compute the total statewide allocation of State Transit 
38 Assistancefundspursuant to Section 99314 ofthe Public Utilities 
39 Code during the 2004-05, 2005-06, and 2006-07fiscal years. 

(C) Divide subparagraph (A) by subparagraph (B). 
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1 (D) For each project sponsor, multiply the allocation factor 
2 computed pursuant to subparagraph (C) by 50 percent of the 
3 amount appropriatedfor allocation from PTMISEA. 
4 (4) The Controller shall notify project sponsors ofthe amount 
5 offunding each is eligible to receive from PTMISEA for the 
6 2007-08 fiscal year based on the computations pursuant to 
7 subparagraph (D) of paragraph (2) and subparagraph (D) of 
8 paragraph (3). 
9 (b) Prior to seeking a disbursement offunds for an eligible 

10 PTMISEA capitalproject, a project sponsor on the list developed 
11 pursuant to paragraph (1) ofsubdivision (a) shall submit to the 
12 department a description ofthe proposedcapitalproject orprojects 
13 it intends to fund with PTMISEAfunds for fiscal year 2007-08. 
14 The description shall include all ofthe following: 
15 (1) A summary of the proposed project, which shall describe 
16 the benefit the project intends to achieve. 
17 (2) The useful life ofthe project, which shall not be less than 
18 the required useful life for capital assets pursuant to the State 
19 General Obligation Bond Law (Chapter 4 (commencing with 
20 Section 16720) of Part 3 of Division 4 of Title 2), specifically 
21 subdivision (a) ofSection 16727. 
22 (3) The estimatedschedule for the completion ofthe project. 
23 (4) The total cost of the proposed project, including the 
24 identification ofall funding sources necessary for the project to 
25 be completed. 
26 (c) After receiving the information required to be submitted 
27 under subdivision (b), the department shall review the information 
28 solely to determine all ofthe following: 
29 (1) The project is consistent with the requirements for funding 
30 under paragraph (1) ofsubdivision (f) ofSection 8879.23. 
31 (2) The project is a capital improvement that meets the 
32 requirements ofthe state's general obligation bond law and has 
33 a useful life consistent with paragraph (2) ofsubdivision (b). 
34 (3) The project, or a minimum operable segment ofthe project, 
35 is, or will become, fully funded with an allocation offunds from 
36 the PTMISEA, and thefunds can be encumberedwithin threeyears 
37 ofthe allocation based on the department's review ofthe project's 
38 phase or schedule for completion, as submitted by the project 
39 sponsor. 
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1 (d) (1) Upon conducting the review required in subdivision (c) 
2 and determining the proposed projects to be in compliance with 
3 the requirements of that subdivision, the department shall 
4 biannually adopt a list ofprojects eligible for an allocation from 

the funds appropriated to the account infiscal year 2007-{)8. 
6 (2) Upon adoption ofthe list by the department, the department 
7 shall provide the list of projects eligible for funding to the 
8 Controller. 
9 (e) Upon receipt ofthe information required in subdivision (d), 

the Controller's office shall commence any necessary actions to 
11 allocate funds to the project sponsors on the list of projects, 
12 including, but not limited to, seeking the issuance ofbondsfor that 
13 purpose. The total allocations to anyone project sponsor shall 
14 not exceedthatproject sponsor's share offunds from the PTMISEA 

pursuant to the formula contained in subdivision (a). 
16 (fJ The audit ofpublic transportation operatorfinances already 
17 required under the Transportation Development Act pursuant to 
18 Section 99245 ofthe Public Utilities Code shall be expanded to 
19 include verification ofreceipt and appropriate expenditure ofbond 

funds pursuant to this section. Each sponsoring entity receiving 
21 bondfunds from this account in a fiscal year for which an audit 
22 is conducted shall transmit a copy ofthe audit to the department, 
23 and the department shall make the audits available to the 
24 Legislature and the Controller for review on request. 

(g) The commission shall include in its annual report to the 
26 Legislature, required by Section 14535, a summary of the state 
27 agencies'activities related to the administration offunds from the 
28 account, including the administration offunds made available to 
29 the department for intercity rail improvements pursuant to 

paragraph (2) ofsubdivision (fJ ofSection 8879.23. The summary, 
31 at a minimum, shall include a description and the location ofthe 
32 projects funded from the account, the amount offunds allocated 
33 to each project, the status of each project, a description of the 
34 public benefit expected from each project, and a designation of 

any projects that have been subject to an audit under subdivision 
36 (fJ. The department and project sponsors shall provide the 
37 commission with necessary informationfor the preparation ofthe 
38 summary required under this subdivision. 
39 (h) For purposes ofthis section, thefollowing terms shall have 

the following meanings: 

39
 

97 



5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

8B88 -10­

1 (1) "Project" means a capital improvement authorized under 
2 paragraph (1) ofsubdivision (f) ofSection 8879.23 or a transit 
3 capitalproject, including a bus, rail or waterborne transit capital 
4 project, or minimum operable segment thereof that is consistent 

with the project sponsor s most recently adopted short-range 
6 transit plan, or other publicly-adopted plan that programs or 
7 prioritizes the expenditure of funds for transit capital 
8 improvements. 
9 (2) "Project sponsor" means a transit operator, including a 

rail transit, commuter rail, bus, or waterborne transit operator, 
11 eligible to receive an allocation offunds under the State Transit 
12 Assistance program pursuant to Sections 99314 and 99314.3 of 
13 the Public Utilities Code, or a local agency, including a 
14 transportationplanning agency, county transportation commission, 

or the San Diego Metropolitan Transit DevelopmentBoard, eligible 
16 to receive an allocation offunds under the State Transit Assistance 
17 program pursuant to Section 99313 ofthe Public Utilities Code. 
18 (i) A project sponsor that is identified to receive an allocation 
19 offunds under this section, but that does not submit a projectfor 

funding in the 2007-08 fiscal year, may utilize its funding share 
21 in a subsequentfiscal year. 
22 8879.56. This article shall become inoperative on July 1, 2008, 
23 and, as ofJanuary 1, 2009, is repealed, unless a later enacted 
24 statute, that becomes operative on or before January 1, 2009, 

deletes or extends the dates on which it becomes inoperative and 
26 is repealed. 
27 
28 Article 6. Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster 
29 Response Account 

31 8879.57. Funds made available, upon appropriation of the 
32 Legislature,from the Transit System Safety, Security, andDisaster 
33 Response Account, created in subdivision (h) ofSection 8879.23, 
34 shall be allocated as follows: 

(a) (1) Sixty percent ofavailable funds shall be allocatedfor 
36 capital expenditures to agencies and transit operators eligible to 
37 receive State Transit Assistancefundspursuant to Sections 99313 
38 and 99314 ofthe Public Utilities Code. Ofthesefunds, 50 percent 
39 shall be allocated to eligible agencies using theformula in Section 

99314 of the Public Utilities Code, and 50 percent shall be 
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1 allocated to eligible agencies using the formula in Section 99313 
2 ofthe Public Utilities Code, subject to the provisions governing 
3 funds allocated under those sections. Funds allocated to the 
4 Metropolitan Transportation Commission pursuant to Section 

99313 ofthe Public Utilities Code shall be suballocated to transit 
6 operators within its jurisdiction pursuant to Section 99314 ofthe 
7 Public Utilities Code. 
8 (2) Eligible capital expenditures shall include either of the 
9 following: 

(A) A capitalproject thatprovides increasedprotection against 
11 a security or safety threat, including, but not limited to, the 
12 following: 
13 (i) Construction or renovation projects that are designed to 
14 enhance the security ofpublic transit stations, tunnels, guideways, 

elevated structures, or other transit facilities and equipment. 
16 (ii) Explosive device mitigation and remediation equipment. 
17 (iii) Chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear explosives 
18 search, rescue, or response equipment. 
19 (iv) Interoperable communications equipment. 

(v) Physical security enhancement equipment. 
21 (vi) The installation of fencing, barriers, gates, or related 
22 security enhancements that are designed to improve the physical 
23 security oftransit stations, tunnels, guideways, elevatedstructures, 
24 or other transitfacilities and equipment. 

(vii) Other security-relatedprojects approved by the Office of 
26 Homeland Security (OHS). 
27 (B) Capital expenditures to increase the capacity of transit 
28 operators to develop disaster response transportation systems that 
29 can movepeople, goods, andemergencypersonnel andequipment 

in the aftermath of a disaster impairing the mobility of goods, 
31 people, and equipment. 
32 (b) (1) Twenty-five percent ofavailablefimds shall be allocated 
33 for capital expenditures to regional public waterborne transit 
34 agencies authorized to operate a regional public water transit 

system, including the operation ofwater transit vessels, terminals, 
36 andfeeder buses, andnot otherwise eligible to receive State Transit 
37 Assistancefunds as ofthe effective date ofthis article. Funds shall 
38 be allocated for eligible capital expenditures that enhance the 
39 capacity ofregionalpublic waterborne transit agencies to provide 

disaster response transportation systems that can move people, 
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1 goods, and emergency personnel and equipment in the aftermath 
2 ofa disaster or emergency. 
3 (2) Eligible capital expenditures include, but are not limited to, 
4 the construction or acquisition of new vessels, the capital 

improvement or construction of docks, terminals, or other 
6 waterborne transit facilities, the purchase ofrelated equipment, 
7 andthe construction offuelingfacilities. A project shall (A) provide 
8 capital facilities and equipment to a regional public waterborne 
9 transit system that enhances the ability ofthe system to respond 

to a regional emergency, (B) be included in a regional plan, 
11 including, but not limited to, a regionalplanfor waterborne transit 
12 expansion or disaster response preparedness, and (C) provide 
13 maximumflexibility in responding to disasters or emergencies. 
14 (c) (1) Fifteen percent of available funds shall be made 

available for capital expenditures to the intercity passenger rail 
16 system described in Section 14035 andto the commuter rail systems 
17 operated by the entities specified in Section 14072 and in Section 
18 99314.1 of the Public Utilities Code. Operators who receive 
19 funding pursuant to this subdivision shall not be eligible to receive 

funding pursuant to subdivision (a). 
21 (2) Eligible capital expenditures shall include either of the 
22 following: 
23 (Aj A capitalproject thatprovides increasedprotection against 
24 a security or safety threat, including, but not limited to, the 

following: 
26 (i) Construction or renovation projects that are designed to 
27 enhance the security ofpublic transit stations, tunnels, guideways, 
28 elevated structures, or other transitfacilities and equipment. 
29 (ii) Explosive device mitigation and remediation equipment. 

(iii) Chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear explosives 
31 search, rescue, or response equipment. 
32 (iv) Interoperable communications equipment. 
33 (v) Physical security enhancement equipment. 
34 (vi) The installation of fencing, barriers, gates, or related 

security enhancements that are designed to improve the physical 
36 security oftransit stations, tunnels, guideways, elevatedstructures, 
37 or other transit facilities and equipment. 
38 (vii) Other security-relatedprojects approved by OHS. 
39 (B) Capital expenditures to increase the capacity of transit 

operators to develop disaster response transportation systems that 
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1 can movepeople, goods, and emergencypersonnel and equipment 
2 in the aftermath of a disaster impairing the mobility ofgoods, 
3 people, and equipment. 
4 8879.58. (a) (1) No later than September I ofthefirstfiscal 

year in which the Legislature appropriates funds from the Transit 
6 System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account, and no 
7 later than September I ofeachfiscal year thereafter in whichfunds 
8 are appropriatedfrom that account, the Controller shall develop 
9 and make public a list ofeligible agencies and transit operators 

and the amount offunds each is eligible to receivefrom the account 
11 pursuant to subdivision (a) ofSection 8879.57. It is the intent of 
12 the Legislature thatfunds allocatedto specifiedrecipientspursuant 
13 to this section provide each recipient with the same proportional 
14 share offunds as the proportional share each receivedfrom the 

allocation ofState Transit Assistance funds, pursuant to Sections 
16 99313 and 99314 of the Public Utilities Code, over fiscal years 
17 2004-05, 2005-06, and 2006-07. 
18 (2) In establishing the amount offunding each eligible recipient 
19 is to receive under subdivision (a) of Section 8879.57 from 

appropriatedfunds to be allocated based on Section 99313 ofthe 
21 Public Utilities Code, the Controller shall make the following 
22 computations: 
23 (A) For each eligible recipient, compute the amounts ofState 
24 Transit Assistance funds allocated to that recipient pursuant to 

Section 99313 of the Public Utilities Code during the 2004-05, 
26 2005-06, and 2006-07fiscal years. 
27 (B) Compute the total statewide allocation of State Transit 
28 Assistancefunds pursuant to Section 99313 ofthe Public Utilities 
29 Code during the 2004-05, 2005-06, and 2006-07fiscal years. 

(C) Divide subparagraph (A) by subparagraph (B). 
31 (D) For each eligible recipient, multiply the allocation factor 
32 computed pursuant to subparagraph (C) by 50 percent of the 
33 amount available for allocation pursuant to subdivision (a) of 
34 Section 8879.57. 

(3) In establishing the amount offunding each eligible recipient 
36 is eligible to receive under subdivision (a) ofSection 8879.57from 
37 . funds to be allocatedbasedon Section 99314 ofthe Public Utilities 
38 Code, the Controller shall make thefollowing computations: 
39 (A) For each eligible recipient, compute the amounts ofState 

Transit Assistance funds allocated to that recipient pursuant to 
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1 Section 99314 of the Public Utilities Code during the 2004-05, 
2 2005-06, and 2006-07fiscal years. 
3 (B) Compute the total statewide allocation of State Transit 
4 Assistancefunds pursuant to Section 99314 ofthe Public Utilities 

Code during the 2004-05, 2005-06, and2006-07fiscal years. 
6 (C) Divide subparagraph (A) by subparagraph (B). 
7 (D) For each eligible recipient, multiply the allocation factor 
8 computed pursuant to subparagraph (C) by 50 percent of the 
9 amount available for allocation pursuant to subdivision (a) of 

Section 8879.57. 
11 (4) The Controller shall notify eligible recipients ofthe amount 
12 offunding each is eligible to receive pursuant to subdivision (a) 
13 ofSection 8879.57 for the duration of time that these funds are 
14 made available for these purposes based on the computations 

pursuant to subparagraph (D) ofparagraph (2) andsubparagraph 
16 (D) ofparagraph (3). 
17 (b) Prior to seeking a disbursement offunds for an eligible 
18 project, an agency or transit operator on the public list described 
19 in paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) shall submit to OHS a 

description ofthe project itproposes tofund with its share offunds 
21 from the account. The description shall include all ofthefollowing: 
22 (1) A summary ofthe proposedproject that describes the safety, 
23 security, or emergency response benefit that the project intends 
24 to achieve. 

(2) That the useful life ofthe project shall not be less than the 
26 required useful life for capital assets specified subdivision (a) of 
27 Section 16727. 
28 (3) The estimatedschedulefor the completion ofthe project. 
29 (4) The total cost of the proposed project, including 

identification ofall funding sources necessary for the project to 
31 be completed 
32 (c) After receiving the information required to be submitted 
33 under subdivision (b), OHS shall review the information to 
34 determine all ofthefollowing: 

(1) The project is consistent with the purposes described in 
36 subdivision (h) ofSection 8879.23. 
37 (2) The project is an eligible capital expenditure, as described 
38 in subdivision (a) ofSection 8879.57. 
39 (3) The project is a capital improvement that meets the 

requirements ofparagraph (2) ofsubdivision (b). 
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1 (4) The project, or a useful component thereof, is, or will become 
2 fully funded with an allocation offunds from the Transit System 
3 Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account. 
4 (d) (1) Upon conducting the review required in subdivision (c) 

and determining that a proposed project meets the requirements 
6 ofthat subdivision, OHS shall, on a quarterly basis, provide the 
7 Controller with a list ofprojects and the sponsoring agencies or 
8 transit operators eligible to receive an allocationfrom the account. 
9 (2) The list ofprojects submitted to the Controllerfor allocation 

for any onefiscal year shall be constrained by the total amount of 
11 funds appropriated by the Legislature for the purposes of this 
12 section for thatfiscal year. 
13 (3) For afiscalyear in which the number ofprojects submitted 
14 for funding under this section exceeds availablefunds, OHS shall 

prioritize projects contained on the lists submitted pursuant to 
16 paragraph (1) so that (A) projects addressing the greatest risks to 
17 the public have the highestpriority and (B) to the maximum extent 
18 possible, the list reflects a distribution of funding that is 
19 geographically balanced. 

(e) Upon receipt of the information from OHS required by 
21 subdivision (d), the Controller's office shall commence any 
22 necessary actions to allocatefunds to eligible agencies and transit 
23 operators sponsoring projects on the list ofprojects, including, 
24 but not limited to, seeking the issuance ofbondsfor that purpose. 

The total allocations to anyone eligible agency or transit operator 
26 shall not exceed that agencies or transit operator s share offunds 
27 from the accountpursuant to theformula contained in subdivision 
28 (a) ofSection 8879.57. 
29 (f) The Controller's office may, pursuant to Section 12410, use 

its authority to audit the use of state bond funds on projects 
31 receiving an allocation under this section. Each eligible agency 
32 or transit operator sponsoring a project subject to an audit shall 
33 provide any and all data requested by the Controllers office in 
34 order to complete the audit. The Controller's office shall transmit 

copies ofall completedaudits to OHSand to the policy committees 
36 ofthe Legislature withjurisdiction over transportation andbudget 
37 issues. 
38 8879.59. (a) For funds appropriatedfrom the Transit System 
39 Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Accountfor allocation to 

transit agencies eligible to receivefunds pursuant to subdivisions 

45
 

97 



5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

8B88 -16­

1 (b) ofSection 8879.57, the Office ofEmergency Services (OES) 
2 shall administer a grant application andawardprogramfor those 
3 transit agencies and intercity. 
4 (b) Funds awarded to transit agencies pursuant to this section 

shall be for eligible capital expenditures as described in 
6 subdivision (b) ofSection 8879.57. 
7 (c) Prior to allocatingfunds to projectspursuant to this section, 
8 OES shall adopt guidelines to establish the criteria and process 
9 for the distribution offunds described in this section. Prior to 

adopting the guidelines, OES shall hold a public hearing on the 
11 proposed guidelines. 
12 (d) For each fiscal year in which funds are appropriated for 
13 the purposes of this section, OES shall issue a notice offunding 
14 availability no later than October 1. 

(e) No later than December 1, ofeach fiscal year in which the 
16 notice in subdivision (d) is issued, eligible transit agencies may 
17 submit project nominations for funding to OESfor its review and 
18 consideration. Project nominations shall include all of the 
19 following: 

(1) A description of the project, which shall illustrate the 
21 physical components ofthe project and the security or emergency 
22 response benefit to be achieved by the completion ofthe project. 
23 (2) Identification ofall nonbond sources offunding committed 
24 to the project. 

(3) An estimate of the project's full cost and the proposed 
26 schedule for the project's completion. 
27 (f) No later than February 1, OES shall select eligible projects 
28 to receive grants under this section. Grants awarded to eligible 
29 transit agencies pursuant to subdivision (b) of Section 8879.57 

shall befor eligible capital expenditures, as described in paragraph 
31 (2) ofsubdivision (b) ofthat section. 
32 8879.60. (a) For funds appropriatedjrom the Transit System 

·33 Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Accountfor allocation to 
34 intercity and commuter rail operators eligible to receive funds 

pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 8879.57, OHS shall 
36 administer a grant application and award program for those 
37 intercity and commuter rail operators. 
38 (b) Funds awarded to intercity and commuter rail operators 
39 pursuant to this section shall be for eligible capital expenditures 

as described in subdivision (c) ofSection 8879.57. 
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1 (c) Prior to allocatingfunds to projectspursuant to this section, 
2 OHS shall adopt guidelines to establish the criteria and process 
3 for the distribution offunds described in this section. Prior to 
4 adopting the guidelines, OHS shall hold a public hearing on the 
5 proposed guidelines. 
6 (d) For each fiscal year in which funds are appropriated for 
7 the purposes ofthis section, OHS shall issue a notice offunding 
8 availability no later than October 1. 
9 (e) No later than December 1, ofeach fiscal year in which the 

10 notice in subdivision (d) is issued, eligible intercity and commuter 
11 rail operators may submitproject nominationsforfunding to OHS 
12 for its review andconsideration. Project nominations shall include 
13 all ofthe following: 
14 (1) A description of the project, which shall illustrate the 
15 physical components ofthe project and the security or emergency 
16 response benefit to be achieved by the completion ofthe project. 
17 (2) Identification ofall nonbond sources offunding committed 
18 to the project. 
19 (3) An estimate of the project's full cost and the proposed 
20 schedule for the project's completion. 
21 (f) No later than February 1, OHS shall select eligible projects 
22 to receive grants under this section. Grants awarded to intercity 
23 and commuter rail operatorspursuant to subdivision (c) ofSection 
24 8879.57 shall befor eligible capital expenditures, as described in 
25 subparagraphs (A) and (B) ofparagraph (2) ofsubdivision (c) of 
26 that section. 
27 8879.61. (a) Entities described in subdivisions (a), (b), and 
28 (c) ofSection 8879.57 receiving an allocation offunds pursuant 
29 to this article shall expend those funds within threefiscal years of 
30 thefiscal year in which thefunds were allocated. Funds remaining 
31 unexpended thereafter shall revert to OHS or OES, as applicable, 
32 for reallocation in subsequentfiscal years. 
33 (b) Entities that receive grant awards from funds allocated 
34 pursuant to subdivisions (b) or (c) of Section 8879.57 are not 
35 eligible to receive awards from the funds allocated pursuant to 
36 subdivision (a) ofSection 8879.57. 
37 (c) On or before May 1 ofeach year, OHS and OES shall report 
38 to the Legislature on their activities under this article. The report 
39 shall include a summary ofthe projects selectedforfunding during 
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1 the fiscal year in which awards were made, as well as the status 
2 ofprojects selectedfor funding in priorfiscal years. 
3 (d) Funds appropriated for the program established by this 
4 article in the BudgetAct of2007 shall be allocatedconsistent with 

the allocation schedule established in Section 8879.57. 
6 
7 Article 7. Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account 
8 
9 8879.62. (a) Funds deposited in the Local Bridge Seismic 

RetrofitAccount establishedpursuant to subdivision (i) ofSection 
11 8879.23 shall be appropriated to the department to provide the 
12 required match for federal Highway Bridge Replacement and 
13 Repair funds available to the state for seismic work on local 
14 bridges, ramps, and overpasses, as identified by the department. 

(b) The commission shall allocatefunds to the department based 
16 upon an annual request for funding submitted to the commission 
17 by the department on or before September 30 ofeach year and the 
18 level ofappropriation provided by the Legislature to the program. 
19 The department may suballocate the funds to local agencies for 

project implementation, where appropriate. 
21 (c) The commission shall include in its annual report to the 
22 Legislature, required by Section 14535, a summary ofits activities 
23 related to the administration ofthis program. The summary should, 
24 at a minimum, include a description and the location ofthe projects 

contained in the program, the amount offunds allocated to each 
26 project, the status of each project, and a description of the 
27 improvements the program is achieving. 
28 
29 Article 8. Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account 

31 8879.63. (a) Prior to allocatingfunds appropriatedjrom the 
32 Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account establishedpursuant 
33 to subdivision (j) of Section 8879.23, the commission, in 
34 cooperation with the Public Utilities Commission, the department, 

and the High-Speed Rail Authority, shall adopt guidelines to 
36 establish the criteria andprocess to allocate funds to an eligible 
37 project in the program. The guidelines shall be adopted no later 
38 than February 15, 2008, and only after the commission holds a 
39 public hearing in northern California and a public hearing in 

southern California to review and to receive public comment on 
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1 the proposed guidelines. The commission may incorporate the 
2 hearings on the proposed guidelines into its regularly scheduled 
3 hearings. 
4 (b) Funds available under this section shall be used to provide 
5 the state matchfor local, federal, orprivatefunds for high-priority 
6 grade separation and railroad crossing safety improvements in 
7 California. The commission shall adopt strategies to invest these 
8 funds in a manner to make railroad crossing safety improvements 
9 at any ofthe following: 

10 (1) Crossings where freight rail and passenger rail share the 
11 affected guideway. 
12 (2) Crossings with high incidents of motor vehicle-rail or 
13 pedestrian-rail accidents. 
14 (3) Crossings with high vehicle-hours ofdelay. 
15 (4) Crossings where an improvement will result in quantifiable 
16 emission benefits. 
17 (5) Crossings where the improvement will improve the flow of 
18 railfreight to orfrom a port facility. 
19 (c) The guidelines adopted by the commission pursuant to 
20 subdivision (a) shall articulate the amount offunds appropriated 
21 to the account that will be expendedfor purposes ofparagraph 
22 (1) of subdivision (j) of Section 8879.23 and for purposes of 
23 paragraph (2) ofsubdivision (j) ofSection 8879.23. 
24 (d) The commission shall include in its annual report to the 
25 Legislature, requiredby Section 14535, a summary ofits activities 
26 related to the administration ofthis program. The summary should, 
27 at a minimum, include a description and the location ofthe projects 
28 contained in the program, the amount offunds allocated to each 
29 project, the status of each project, and a description of the 
30 improvements the program is achieving. 
31 
32 Article 9. Highway Safety, Rehabilitation, andPreservation 
33 Account 
34 
35 8879.64. (a) Funds appropriated from the Highway Safety, 
36 Rehabilitation, andPreservation Account established in paragraph 
37 (1) ofsubdivision (k) ofSection 8879.23 shall be available to the 
38 department, upon allocation by the commission,for improvements 
39 to the state highway system that are consistent with the lO-year 
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1 State Highway Operation and Preservation Program (SHOPP) 
2 Plan preparedpursuant to Section 14526.5. 
3 (b) As part of the program required to be developed for 
4 distribution offunds identified in paragraph (2) ofsubdivision (k) 

of Section 8879.23, one hundred fifty million dollars 
6 ($150,000,000) ofthe amount appropriatedfor this purpose shall 
7 be allocated to any city in the state with a population ofover 3.5 
8 million persons as of January 1, 2007, as determined by the 
9 Population Research Unit ofthe Department ofFinance pursuant 

to Section 13073, that has a program for systemwide installation 
11 and upgrade oftraffic signals within its jurisdiction. Funds shall 
12 be usedfor the purpose ofupgrading and installing traffic signal 
13 synchronization andcompleting systemwide installation within its 
14 jurisdiction. 

(c) The commission shall include in its annual report to the 
16 Legislature, required by Section 14535, a summary ofits activities 
17 related to the administration ofthis program. The summary should, 
18 at a minimum, include a description andthe location oftheprojects 
19 contained in the program, the amount offunds allocated to each 

project, the status of each project, and a description of the 
21 improvements the program is achieving. 
22 
23 Article 10. Local Street and Road Improvement, Congestion 
24 Relief, and Traffic Safety Account of2006 

26 8879.65. (a) Funds appropriated from the Local Street and 
27 RoadImprovement, Congestion Relief, and Traffic Safety Account 
28 of2006, established by subdivision (l) ofSection 8879.23, shall 
29 be made available to the Controller for allocation to cities, 

counties, and a city and county. The list ofprojects expected to be 
31 funded with bondfunds shall include a description and the location 
32 of the proposed project, a proposed schedule for the project's 
33 completion, and the estimated useful life of the capital 
34 improvement. From bondfunds appropriated in the 2007-fJ8fiscal 

yearfor cities, including a city andcounty, each city, and city and 
36 county, shall receive at least its minimum allocation of four 
37 hundred thousand dollars ($400,000), as described in 
38 subparagraph (B) ofparagraph (1) ofsubdivision (l) ofSection 
39 8879.23. The remainder of the funds appropriated for cities, 

including a city and county, shall be allocated in the proportion 
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1 described in subparagraph (B) ofparagraph (1) ofsubdivision (I) 
2 ofSection 8879.23. In no case shall a city, or a city and county, 
3 receive an allocation in excess ofits total share, as described in 
4 subdivision (I) ofSection 8879.23. 
5 (b) Prior to receiving an allocation offunds from the Controller 
6 in a fiscal year, an eligible local agency shall submit to the 
7 Department ofFinance a list ofprojects expected to be funded 
8 with bondfunds pursuant to an adopted city, county, or city and 
9 county budget. Allprojects proposed to befunded with funds from 

10 the account shall be included in a city, county, or city and county 
11 budget that is adopted by the applicable city councilor board of 
12 supervisors at a regular public meeting. 
13 (1) The Department of Finance shall report monthly to the 
14 Controller the eligible local agencies that have submitted a list of 
15 projects as described in this subdivision. 
16 (2) Upon receipt ofthe information described in paragraph (1), 
17 the Controller shall allocate funds to those agencies that have 
18 submitted a list ofprojects, as reported by the Department of 
19 Finance. 
20 (c) Upon expending funds from the account, a city, county, or 
21 city and county shall submit documentation to the Department of 
22 Finance which includes a description and location ofeach project, 
23 the amount offunds expendedon the project, the completion date, 
24 and the project s estimated useful life. The documentation shall 
25 be forwarded to the department, in a manner andform approved 
26 by the department, at the end ofeachfiscal year until thefunds in 
27 the account are exhausted The department may post the 
28 information contained in the documentation on the department's 
29 official Web site. 
30 (d) A city, county, or city and county receivingfunds pursuant 
31 to this section shall have three fiscal years to expend the funds 
32 from the date that the funds are allocated to it by the Controller, 
33 and any funds not expended within that period shall be returned 
34 to the Controller and be reallocated to other cities, counties, or a 
35 city andcounty, as applicable, pursuant to the allocationformulas 
36 setforth in subparagraph (A) or (B) ofparagraph (1) ofsubdivision 
37 (I) of Section 8879.23, but excluding the requirement for a 
38 minimum city allocation as described in subparagraph (B) of 
39 paragraph (1) ofthat subdivision and section. 
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1 (e) Subject to the requirements and conditions ofthis section, 
2 it is the intent of the Legislature to appropriate funds from the 
3 account so that the Controller may allocatefunds to eligible local 
4 agencies in two cycles that cover four years, and so that the 

Controller may allocate at least one-halfofeach local agency's 
6 allocation amount in thefirst cycle ofpayments. 
7 (f) The sum ofthree hundredfifty million dollars ($350,000,000) 
8 is hereby appropriated from funds in the Local Street and Road 
9 Improvement, Congestion Relief, and Traffic Safety Account of 

2006 created pursuant to subdivision (l) ofSection 8879.23, for 
11 allocation pursuant to this article, as an augmentation to the 
12 amount appropriated in Item 9350-104-6065 ofthe Budget Act of 
13 2007. 
14 SEC. 2. Chapter 3.2 (commencing with Section 39625) is added 

to Part 2 ofDivision 26 ofthe Health and Safety Code, to read: 
16 
17 CHAPTER 3.2. GOODS MOVEMENT EMISSION REDUCTION 

18 PROGRAM 

19 
39625. The Legislaturefinds and declares asfollows: 

21 (a) In November 2006, the voters approved the Highway Safety, 
22 Traffic Reduction, Air Quality andPort Security BondAct of2006, 
23 also known as Proposition 1B, that, among other things, provided 
24 one billion dollars ($1,000,000,000) to reduce emissions associated 

with the movement offreight along California's trade corridors. 
26 (b) Proposition 1B requires these funds to be made available, 
27 upon appropriation by the Legislature andsubject to the conditions 
28 and criteria provided by the Legislature, to the State Air Resources 
29 Board in order to reduce the emissions associated with goods 

movement. 
31 (c) Proposition 1B further required these funds to be made 
32 available for emission reductions not otherwise required by law 
33 or regulation. These funds are intended to supplement existing 
34 funds used to finance strategies that reduce emissions andpublic 

health risk associated with the movement offreight commencing 
36 at the state's seaports and land ports of entry and transported 
37 through California's trade corridors. 
38 (d) Tremendous growth in goods movement activity has created 
39 a public health crisis in communities locatedadjacent to ports and 

along trade corridors. It is the intent ofthe Legislature that these 
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1 funds be expended in a manner that reduces the health risk 
2 associated with the movement offreight along California's trade 
3 corridors. 
4 (e) It is the intent of the Legislature that the state board 

maximize the emission reduction benefits, achieve the earliest 
6 possible health risk reduction in heavily impacted communities, 
7 and provide incentives for the control of emission sources that 
8 contribute to increased health risk in the future. 
9 (f) It is the intent ofthe Legislature that the state board develop 

partnerships between federal, state, and private entities involved 
11 in goods movement to reduce emissions. 
12 (g) The purpose of this chapter is to establish standards and 
13 procedures for the expenditure ofthese funds. 
14 39625.01. This chapter shall be known, and may be cited, as 

the Goods Movement Emission Reduction Program. 
16 39265.02. (a) As used in this chapter and in Chapter 12.49 
17 (commencing with Section 8879.20) ofDivision 1 ofTitle 2 ofthe 
18 Government Code, the following terms have the following 
19 meanings: 

(1) "Administrative agency" means the state agency responsible 
21 for programming bond funds made available by Chapter 12.49 
22 (commencing with Section 8879.20) ofDivision 1 ofTitle 2 ofthe 
23 Government Code, as specified in subdivision (c). 
24 (2) Unless otherwise specified in this chapter, "project" includes 

equipmentpurchase, right-of-way acquisition, andproject delivery 
26 costs. 
27 (3) "Recipient agency" means the recipient ofbondfunds made 
28 available by Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 8879.20) 
29 ofDivision 1 ofTitle 2 ofthe Government Code that is responsible 

for implementation ofan approvedproject. 
31 (4) "Fund" shall have the meaning as defined in subdivision 
32 (c) ofSection 8879.20 ofthe Government Code. 
33 (b) Administrative costs, including audit andprogram oversight 
34 costs for the agency administering the program funded pursuant 

to this chapter, recoverable by bond funds shall not exceed 5 
36 percent ofthe program s costs. 
37 (c) The State Air Resources Board is the administrative agency 
38 for the Goods Movement Emission Reduction Program pursuant 
39 to paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of Section 8879.23 of the 

Government Code. 

53
 

97 



5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

8B88 -24­

1 (d) The administrative agency may not approve project fund 
2 allocations for any project until the recipient agency provides a 
3 projectfunding plan that demonstrates that thefunds are expected 
4 to be reasonably available and sufficient to complete the project. 

The administrative agency may approvefundingfor useableproject 
6 segments only if the benefits associated with each individual 
7 segment are sufficient to meet the objectives ofthe program from 
8 which the individual segment is funded 
9 (e) Guidelines adopted by the administrative agency pursuant 

to this chapter and Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 
11 8879.20) of Division 1 of Title 2 of the Government Code are 
12 intended to provide internal guidancefor the agency and shall be 
13 exempt from the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 
14 (commencing with Section 11340) ofPart 1 ofDivision 3 of the 

Government Code), and shall do all ofthe following: 
16 (1) Provide for audit ofproject expenditures and outcomes. 
17 (2) Require that the useful life of the project be identified as 
18 part ofthe project nomination process. 
19 (3) Require that project nominations have project delivery 

milestones, including, but not limitedto, start andcompletion dates 
21 for environmental clearance, landacquisition, design, construction 
22 bid award, construction completion, and project closeout, as 
23 applicable. 
24 (f) (1) As a conditionfor allocation offunds to a specificproject 

under Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 8879.20), the 
26 administrative agency shall require the recipient agency to report, 
27 on a semiannual basis, on the activities andprogress made toward 
28 implementation of the project. The administrative agency shall 
29 forward the report to the Department of Finance by means 

approved by the Department ofFinance. The purpose ofthe report 
31 is to ensure that the project is being executed in a timely fashion, 
32 and is within the scope and budget identified when the decision 
33 was made to fund the project. Ifit is anticipated that project costs 
34 will exceed the approvedproject budget, the recipient agency shall 

provide a plan to the administrative agency for achieving the 
36 benefits ofthe project by either downscoping the project to remain 
37 within budget or by identifying an alternative funding source to 
38 meet the cost increase. The administrative agency may either 
39 approve the corrective plan or direct the recipient agency to modify 

its plan. 
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1 (2) Within six months of the project becoming operable, the 
2 recipient agency shallprovide a report to the administrative agency 
3 on the final costs of the project as compared to the approved 
4 project budget, the project duration as compared to the original 

project schedule as of the date of allocation, and performance 
6 outcomes derived from the project compared to those described 
7 in the original applicationfor funding. The administrative agency 
8 shall forward the report to the Department ofFinance by means 
9 approved by the Department ofFinance. 

39625.1. As used in this chapter, the following terms have the 
11 following meanings: . 
12 (a) "Applicant" means any local public entity involved in the 
13 movement offreight through trade corridors ofthe state or involved 
14 in air quality improvements associated with goods movement. 

(b) "Emission" or "emissions" means emissions including, but 
16 not limited to, dieselparticulate matter, oxides ofnitrogen, oxides 
17 ofsulfur, and reactive organic gases. 
18 (c) "Emission sources" means one ofthe following categories 
19 ofsources ofairpollution associated with the movement offreight 

through California s trade corridors: heavy-duty trucks, 
21 locomotives, commercial harbor craft, ocean-going vessels related 
22 to freight, and cargo-handling equipment. 
23 (d) "Goods movementfacility" means airports, seaports, land 
24 ports ofentry, freight distribution warehouses and logistic centers, 

freight rail systems, andhighways that have a high volume oftruck 
26 trajJic related to the movement ofgoods, as determined by the state 
27 board. 
28 (e) "Trade corridors" means any of the following areas: the 
29 Los Angeles/Inland Empire region, the Central Valley region, the 

Bay Area region, and the San Diegolborder region. 
31 39625.3. Fundingpursuant to this chapter may include grants, 
32 loans, and loan guarantees. 
33 39625.5. (a) (1) Upon appropriation by the Legislaturefrom 
34 the funds made available by paragraph (2) ofsubdivision (c) of 

Section 8879.23 of the Government Code, the state board shall 
36 allocate funds on a competitive basis for projects that are shown 
37 to achieve the greatest emission reductions from each emission 
38 source identified in subdivision (c) of Section 39625.1, not 
39 otherwise required by law or regulation, or by a memorandum of 

understanding or any other agreement executed between a railroad 
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1 company and a state or federal agency, a local air quality 
2 management district, or a local air pollution control district, 
3 including, but not limited to, the ARB/Railroad Statewide 
4 Agreement Particulate Emissions Reductions Program at 
5 California Rail Yards, dated June 2005, from activities related to 
6 the movement of freight along California's trade corridors, 
7 commencing at the state's airports, seaports, and land ports of 
8 entry. 
9 (2) Projects eligibleforfunding pursuant to paragraph (1) shall 

10 include, but are not limited to, the following: 
11 (A) The replacement, repower, or retrofit ofheavy-duty diesel 
12 trucks. 
13 (B) The replacement, repower, or retrofit ofdiesel locomotive 
14 engines, with priority given to switching locomotive engines. 
15 (C) The replacement, repower, or retrofit ofharbor craft that 
16 operates at the state sseaports. 
17 (D) The provision ofon-shore electricalpowerfor oceanfreight 
18 carriers calling at the state's seaports to reduce the use ofauxiliary 
19 and main engine ship power. 
20 (E) Mobile or portable shoreside distributed power generation 
21 projects that eliminate the need to use the electricity grid. 
22 (F) The replacement, repower, or retrofit of cargo handling 
23 equipment that operates at the state's seaports and rail yards. 
24 (G) Electrification infrastructure to reduce engine idling and 
25 use ofinternal combustion auxiliarypower systems at truck stops, 
26 intermodalfacilities, distribution centers, and otherplaces where 
27 trucks congregate. 
28 (b) (1) The state board shall allocate funds in a manner that 
29 gives priority to emission reduction projects that achieve the 
30 earliest possible reduction ofhealth risk in communities with the 
31 highest health risks from goods movementfacilities. 
32 (2) In evaluating which projects to fund, the state board shall 
33 at a minimum consider all ofthe following criteria: 
34 (A) The magnitude ofthe emission reduction. 
35 (B) The public health benefits ofthe emission reduction. 
36 (C) The cost-effectiveness and sustainability of the emissions 
37 reductions. 
38 (D) The severity and magnitude of the emission source's 
39 contributions to emissions. 
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1 (E) Regulatory and State Implementation Plan requirements, 
2 and the degree ofsurplus emissions to be reduced. 
3 (F) The reduction in greenhouse gases, consistent with and 
4 supportive ofemission reduction goals, consistent with existing 

law. 
6 (G) The extent to which advanced emission reduction 
7 technologies are to be used. 
8 (H) The degree to whichfUnds are leveragedfrom other sources. 
9 (I) The degree to which the project reduces air pollutants or 

air contaminants in fUrtherance of achieving state and federal 
11 ambient air quality standards andreducing toxic air contaminants. 
12 (J) The total emission reductions a project would achieve over 
13 its lifetime per state dollar invested. 
14 (K) Whether an emissions reduction is likely to occur in a 

location where emissions sources in the area expose individuals 
16 andpopulation groups to elevated emissions that result in adverse 
17 health effects and contribute to cumulative human exposures to 
18 pollution. 
19 (c) The state board shall ensure that state bond fUnds are 

supplemented and matched with fUnds from federal, local, and 
21 private sources to the maximum extentfeasible. 
22 39626. (a) (1) The state board shall develop guidelines by 
23 December 31, 2007, consistent with the requirements of this 
24 chapter, to implement Section 39625.5, in consultation with 

stakeholders, including, but not limited to, local air quality 
26 management and air pollution control districts, metropolitan 
27 planning organizations, port authorities, shipping lines, railroad 
28 companies, trucking companies, harbor craft owners, freight 
29 distributers, terminal operators, local port community advisory 

groups, community interest groups, and airports. The guidelines 
31 shall, at a minimum, include all ofthe following: 
32 (A) An application process for the fUnds, and any limits on 
33 administrative costs, including a local administrative cost limit of 
34 up to 5 percent. 

(B) A requirement for a contribution ofa specifiedpercentage 
36 offunds leveraged from other sources or in-kind contributions 
37 toward the project. 
38 (C) Project selection criteria. 
39 (D) The method by which the state board will consider the air 

basin's status in maintaining and achieving state and federal 
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1 ambient air quality standards and the public health risk associated 
2 with goods movement-relatedemissions and toxic air contaminants. 
3 (E) Accountability and auditing requirements to ensure that 
4 expenditure of bond proceeds, less administrative costs, meets 
5 quantifiable emission reduction objectives in a timely manner, and 
6 to ensure that the emission reductions will continue in California 
7 for the project lifetime. 
8 (F) Requirements for agreements between applicants and 
9 recipients offunds executed by the state board related to the 

10 identification ofproject implementation milestones and project 
11 completion that ensure that ifa recipientfails to accomplishproject 
12 milestones within a specified time period, the state board may 
13 modify or terminate the agreement and seek other remedies as it 
14 deems necessary. 
15 (2) Prior to the adoption ofthe guidelines, the state boardshall 
16 holdno less than one public workshop in northern California, one 
17 public workshop in the Central Valley, and one public workshop 
18 in southern California. 
19 (b) For each fiscal year in which funds are appropriated for 
20 the purposes of this chapter, the state board shall issue a notice 
21 offunding availability no later than November 30. For the 2007-08 
22 fiscal year, if funds are appropriated for the purposes of this 
23 chapter, the state board shall issue a notice offunding upon 
24 adoption ofthe guidelines described in subdivision (a). 
25 (c) (1) After applications have been submitted and reviewed 
26 for consistency with the requirements of this chapter and the 
27 Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security 
28 BondAct of2006, the state boardshall compile and release to the 
29 public a preliminary list of all projects that the state board is 
30 considering for funding and provide adequate opportunity for 
31 public input and comment. 
32 (2) The state boardshall holdno less than one public workshop 
33 in northern California, one public workshop in the Central Valley, 
34 and one public workshop in southern California to discuss the 
35 preliminary list. This requirement shall not apply to the funds 
36 appropriated in the 2007-08fiscal year. 
37 (3) After the requirements ofparagraphs (1) and (2) are met, 
38 the state board shall adopt afinal list ofprojects that will receive 
39 funding at a regularly scheduledpublic hearing. 
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1 (d) Nothing in this chapter authorizes the state boardto program
 
2 funds not appropriated by the Legislature.
 
3 39626.5. (a) A project shall not be funded pursuant to this
 
4 chapter unless both ofthe following requirements are met:
 
5 (1) The project is sponsored by an applicant.
 
6 (2) The project is consistent with any comprehensive local or
 
7 regional plans or strategies to reduce emissions from goods
 
8 movement activities in its jurisdiction.
 
9 (b) Notwithstanding Section 16304.1 ofthe Government Code,
 

lOan applicant receiving funds pursuant to this chapter shall have 
11 up to two years from the date that the funds are allocated to the 
12 applicant to award the contractfor implementation ofthe project, 
13 or the funds shall revert to the California Ports Infrastructure, 
14 Security, andAir Quality Improvement Accountfor allocation as 
15 provided in paragraph (2) ofsubdivision (c) ofSection 8879.23 
16 of the Government Code upon appropriation by the Legislature. 
17 Funds not liquidated within four years ofthe date ofthe award of 
18 the contract between the applicant and the contractor shall revert 
19 to the California Ports Infrastructure, Security, and Air Quality 
20 Improvement Accountfor allocation as provided in paragraph (2) 
21 ofsubdivision (c) ofSection 8879.23 ofthe Government Code upon 
22 appropriation by the Legislature. Returnedfunds or unspentfunds 
23 from obligatedcontracts receivedby the applicantprior to the end 
24 of the liquidation period shall revert to the California Ports 
25 Infrastructure, Security, and Air Quality Improvement Account 
26 for allocation provided in paragraph (2) of subdivision (c) of 
27 Section 8879.23 ofthe Government Code upon appropriation by 
28 the Legislature. 
29 (c) Ofthe amount appropriated in Item 3900-001-6054 ofthe 
30 Budget Act of 2007, not more than twenty-five million dollars 
31 ($25,000,000) shall be available to the state boardfor thepurpose 
32 of executing grant agreements directly with ports, railroads, or 
33 local air districts for eligible projects to achieve the earliest 
34 possible health risk reductionfrom the emission sources identified 
35 in subdivision (c) of Section 39625.1. It is the intent of the 
36 Legislature that funds allocated pursuant to this subdivision be 
37 distributedpursuant to the guidelines adopted by the state board 
38 under Section 39626, and that the board provide sufficient 
39 opportunityfor the public to review and comment on any projects 
40 proposed to befunded pursuant to this subdivision. 
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1 39627. The state board may seek reimbursementfor program 
2 administration costs annually through an appropriation in the 
3 Budget Act from funds available pursuant to paragraph (2) of 
4 subdivision (c) ofSection 8879.23 ofthe Government Code. 

39627.5. The state board shall submit an annual report to the 
6 Legislature summarizing its activities related to the administration 
7 ofthis chapter with the Governor sproposed budget, on January 
8 10, for the ensuingfiscal year. The summary shall, at a minimum, 
9 include a description ofprojects funded pursuant to this chapter, 

the amount offunds allocatedfor each project, the location ofeach 
11 project, the status ofeach project, and a quantitative description 
12 of the emissions reductions achieved through the project or 
13 program. 
14 SEC. 3. Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 44299.90) is 

added to Part 5 ofDivision 26 ofthe Health and Safety Code, to 
16 read: 
17 
18 CHAPTER 10. CALIFORNIA CLEAN SCHOOLBUS PROGRAM 

19 
44299.90. The Legislaturefinds and declares asfollows: 

21 (a) Diesel emissionsfrom schoolbuses contribute to significant 
22 health and safety risk to children, cause air pollution, and 
23 contribute to greenhouse gas emissions. 
24 (b) The intent ofthis chapter is to ensurefunds made available 

by the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port 
26 Security Bond Act of 2006 are equitably distributed among 
27 geographic regions to retrofit and replace older and higher 
28 polluting schoolbuses in furtherance ofimproving air quality and 
29 protecting public health. 

44299.901. (a) As used in this chapter and in Chapter 12.49 
31 (commencing with Section 8879.20) ofDivision 1 ofTitle 2 ofthe 
32 Government Code, the following terms have the following 
33 meanings: 
34 (1) "Administrative agency" means the state agency responsible 

for programming bond funds made available by Chapter 12.49 
36 (commencing with Section 8879.20) ofDivision 1 ofTitle 2 ofthe 
37 Government Code, as specified in subdivision (c). 
38 (2) Unless otherwise specifiedin this chapter, "project" includes 
39 equipmentpurchase, right-of-way acquisition, andproject delivery 

costs. 
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1 (3) "Recipient agency" means the recipient ofbondfunds made 
2 available by Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 8879.20) 
3 ofDivision 1 ofTitle 2 ofthe Government Code that is responsible 
4 for implementation ofan approvedproject. 

(4) "Fund" shall have the meaning as defined in subdivision 
6 (c) ofSection 8879.20 ofthe Government Code. 
7 (b) Administrative costs, including audit andprogram oversight 
8 costs for the agency administering the program funded pursuant 
9 to this chapter, recoverable by bond funds shall not exceed 5 

percent ofthe program's costs. 
11 (c) The State Air Resources Board is the administrative agency 
12 for the schoolbus retrofit and replacement allocation pursuant to 
13 subdivision (d) ofSection 8879.23 ofthe Government Code. 
14 (d) The administrative agency may not approve project fund 

allocations for any project until the recipient agency provides a 
16 projectfunding plan that demonstrates that thefunds are expected 
17 to be reasonably available and sufficient to complete the project. 
18 The administrative agency may approvefundingfor useableproject 
19 segments only if the benefits associated with each individual 

segment are sufficient to meet the objectives ofthe program from 
21 which the individual segment is funded. 
22 (e) Guidelines adopted by the administrative agency pursuant 
23 to this chapter and Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 
24 8879.20) of Division 1 of Title 2 of the Government Code are 

intended to provide internal guidance for the agency and shall be 
26 exempt from the Administrative Procedure Act (Chapter 3.5 
27 (commencing with Section 11340) ofPart 1 ofDivision 3 of the 
28 Government Code), and shall do all ofthe following: 
29 (1) Provide for audit ofproject expenditures and outcomes. 

(2) Require that the useful life of the project be identified as 
31 part ofthe project nomination process. 
32 (3) Require that project nominations have project delivery 
33 milestones, including, but not limited to, start andcompletion dates 
34 for environmental clearance, landacquisition, design, construction 

bid award, construction completion, and project closeout, as 
36 applicable. 
37 (f) (1) As a conditionfor allocation offunds to a specific project 
38 under Chapter 12.49 (commencing with Section 8879.20), the 
39 administrative agency shall require the recipient agency to report, 

on a semiannual basis, on the activities andprogress made toward 
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1 implementation of the project. The administrative agency shall 
2 forward the report to the Department of Finance by means 
3 approved by the Department ofFinance. The purpose ofthe report 
4 is to ensure that the project is being executed in a timely fashion, 

6 
and is within the scope and budget identified when the decision 
was made to fund the project. Ifit is anticipated thatproject costs 

7 will exceed the approvedproject budget, the recipient agency shall 
8 provide a plan to the administrative agency for achieving the 
9 benefits oftheproject by either downscoping the project to remain 

within budget or by identifying an alternative funding source to 
11 meet the cost increase. The administrative agency may either 
12 approve the correctiveplan or direct the recipient agency to modify 
13 its plan. 
14 (2) Within six months of the project becoming operable, the 

recipient agency shallprovide a report to the administrative agency 
16 on the final costs of the project as compared to the approved 
17 project budget, the project duration as compared to the original 
18 project schedule as of the date of allocation, and performance 
19 outcomes derived from the project compared to those described 

in the original applicationforfunding. The administrative agency 
21 shall forward the report to the Department ofFinance by means 
22 approved by the Department ofFinance. 
23 44299.91. Of the funds appropriated pursuant to Item 
24 3900-001-6053 ofSection 2.00 ofthe BudgetAct of2007, the State 

Air Resources Board shall allocate the funds in accordance with 
26 all ofthe following: 
27 (a) All schoolbuses in operation in the state ofmodelyear 1976 
28 or earlier shall be replaced 
29 (b) (1) Thefunds remaining after the allocation made pursuant 

to subdivision (a) shall be apportioned to local air quality 
31 management districts and air pollution control districts based on 
32 the number ofschoolbuses ofmodelyears 1977 to 1986, inclusive, 
33 that are in operation within each district. 
34 (2) Each district shall determine the percentage ofits allocation 

to spend between replacement ofschoolbuses ofmodelyears 1977 
36 to 1986, inclusive, and retrofit ofschoolbuses ofany model year. 
37 Of the funds spent by a district for replacement of schoolbuses 
38 pursuant to this paragraph, a district shall replace the oldest 
39 schoolbuses of model years 1977 to 1986, inclusive, within the 

district. Ofthefunds spent by a districtfor retrofit ofschoolbuses 
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1 pursuant to this paragraph, a district shall retrofit the most 
2 polluting schoolbuses within the district. 
3 (c) All schoolbuses replaced pursuant to this section shall be 
4 scrapped. 
5 (d) Thesefunds shall be administered by either the California 
6 Energy Commission or the local air district. 
7 SEC. 4. This act is an urgency statute necessary for the 
8 immediatepreservation ofthepublicpeace, health, or safety within 
9 the meaning ofArticle IV of the Constitution and shall go into 

10 immediate effect. The facts constituting the necessity are:
 
11 In order to implement the transportation programs funded by
 
12 voter-approved bonds as efficiently and expeditiously as possible,
 
13 it is necessary that this act take effect immediately.
 
14 SECTION 1. It is the intent 6fthe LegislMttre t6 make stafttt6ry
 
15 changes relMifl:g t6 the BtIdget Aet 6f 2007.
 
16
 
17
 
18 CORRECTIONS:
 

19 Amended Date-Page 1.
 

20
 

o 
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ATTACHMENT F 

AMENDED IN ASSEMBLY JULY 9,2007 

SENATE BILL No. 976 

Introduced by Senator Torlakson
 

February 23, 2007
 

An act to amend Section 66540.20 ofthe Government Code, relating 
to transportation. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

SB 976, as amended, Torlakson. San Francisco Bay Area Water 
Transit Authority. 

Existing law creates the San Francisco Bay Area Water Transit 
Authority with specified powers and duties relative to the development 
ofa plan for implementation and operation of a water transit system on 
San Francisco Bay. Existing law requires that the primary focus of the 
authority and the plan be to provide new or expanded water transit 
services and related ground transportation terminal access services that 
were not in operation as of June 30, 1999. 

This bill would instead require that the primary focus ofthe authority 
and the plan be to operate a comprehensive regional public water transit 
system and to coordinate waterborne transit emergency response 
activities. 

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no. 
State-mandated local program: no. 

The people ofthe State ofCalifornia do enact as follows: 

1 SECTION 1. Section 66540.20 of the Government Code is 
2 amended to read: 
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1 66540.20. (a) On July 10,2003, the authority adopted the San 
2 Francisco Bay Area Water Transit Implementation and Operations 
3 Plan, consistent with the requirements of this title. The plan 
4 includes all appropriate landside, vessel, and support elements, 

operational and perfonnance standards, and policies. The authority 
6 shall update the plan, as needed, subject to a public hearing. 
7 (b) (1) Consistent with the requirements of this title, the 
8 authority certified the Final Programmatic Environmental Impact 
9 Report analyzing the expansion of ferry transit service in the San 

Francisco Bay area. The authority prepared the Final Programmatic 
11 Environmental Impact Report, adopted the Findings of Fact and 
12 Statement of Overriding Considerations, and the Mitigation 
13 Monitoring Plan in confonnance with California Environmental 
14 Quality Act (CEQA) guidelines. An independent evaluation 

conducted by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District 
16 required by this title was also completed. 
17 (2) The authority shall be authorized to operate a comprehensive 
18 San Francisco Bay area regional public water transit system 
19 consistent with Section 66540.24. 

(c) The primary focus of the authority and the plan shall be to 
21 operate a comprehensive regional public water transit system and 
22 to coordinate waterborne transit emergency response activities, 
23 especially with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission and 
24 otherpublic entities providingferry transit services. The authority 

shall seek to cooperatively involve in the implementation, planning, 
26 and operations all existing water transit services and related ground 
27 transportation agencies in whose jurisdictions existing or planned 
28 water transit tenninals are located. The authority shall operate in 
29 good faith to avoid negatively impacting water transit services and 

related ground transportation tenninal access services in existence 
31 as of June 30, 1999. The authority may not request an allocation 
32 ofany funds that were available to the Metropolitan Transportation 
33 Commission for allocation on June 30, 1999, including the 
34 revenues dedicated from state-owned bridges to ferry services as 

ofJune 30, 1999, and revenues derived continuously from sources 
36 in the amounts and manner as specified in law in effect as ofJune 
37 30, 1999, unless the request is for service transferred to the 
38 authority for vessels in operation as of January 1,2003. 
39 (d) The authority may not operate water transit services that are 

scheduled at the same time, from the same origin, and to the same 
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1 destination as publicly sponsored services, ifthose public services 
2 were in operation as ofJune 30, 1999. The authority shall provide 
3 ferry services at only those terminals in which docking rights have 
4 been obtained with the consent of the owner of those rights. 
5 (e) The authority shall negotiate in good faith, as described 
6 below, with public sponsors of existing water transit services and 
7 related ground transportation terminal access services to provide 
8 services in the approved plan that would expand or augment 
9 existing services in their service district, as defined by law, or in 

10 plans ofthe Metropolitan Transportation Commission that existed 
11 and were in effect as of June 30, 1999. Good faith negotiations 
12 shall include all of the following steps: 
13 (1) Notification by certified mail from the authority to the public 
14 sponsor of existing water transit services or related ground 
15 transportation terminal access services, hereafter referred to as the 
16 notified agency, setting forth the specific services to be negotiated, 
17 including performance standards and conditions and cost 
18 reimbursement available according to the plan approved by the 
19 Legislature. 
20 (2) A period 000 days from receipt ofthe notification required 
21 under paragraph (1) for the notified agency to declare in writing 
22 to the authority by certified mail their intent to negotiate in good 
23 faith. If the notified agency does not so declare in writing to the 
24 authority within 30 days, the notified agency shall be deemed not 
25 interested in negotiating for the service and the authority may 
26 announce a competitive bid process or take actions to directly 
27 operate the service if the board ofdirectors ofthe authority makes 
28 a public finding that the action is in the public interest. 
29 (3) A period of 90 days from declaration of intent to negotiate 
30 by the notified agency for the authority and notified agency to 
31 negotiate in good faith to reach agreement. 
32 (4) The authority and notified agency, by mutual agreement, 
33 may extend the period for good faith negotiations. 
34 (5) Notwithstanding the procedure described in subdivision (f), 
35 if at the end of 90 days or the mutually agreed-upon extension 
36 period for negotiations, the authority and the notified agency have 
37 not reached agreement for operation of the service, the authority 
38 may announce a competitive bid process. The notified agency may 
39 participate in that competitive bid process. 
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1 (t) If at the conclusion of the good faith negotiations process 
2 there is a dispute between the authority and the notified agency as 
3 to the impact of proposed new services on existing services, the 
4 matter shall be submitted to the Metropolitan Transportation 
5 Commission for resolution pursuant to Section 66516.5 of the 
6 Government Code. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
7 shall make a determination based on the demand model adopted 
8 by the authority as to whether the proposed new service will have 
9 a minor or major impact on services existing as of June 30, 1999. 

lOA minor impact means an impact that reasonably and potentially 
11 diverts less than 15 percent of the passengers using services that 
12 were in existence as of June 30, 1999. A major impact means an 
13 impact that reasonably and potentially diverts 15 percent or more 
14 of the passengers using services that were in existence as ofJune 
15 30, 1999. Ifthe proposed new service will have a major impact, 
16 the authority may not operate a water transit service in that location 
17 without mutual agreement between the authority and the notified 
18 agency. Ifthe proposed new service will have a minor impact, the 
19 authority may initiate service according to the procedures contained 
20 in subdivision (e). 

o 

68
 

98 



Agenda Item V.D
 
August 29, 2007
 

DATE: August 21,2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Senior Planner 
RE: Solano Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Capital Grants 

Background: 
Solano Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Capital grants are funded by 
Eastern Solano Congestion Mitigation Air Quality (ECMAQ) Program and 
Transportation Enhancements (TE) Program funds. ECMAQ funds can only be allocated 
to projects in eastern Solano County (Dixon, Rio Vista, Vacaville and portions of Solano 
County). 

The STA Board approved three (3) TLC capital projects for a total of$I,872,200 at their 
December 13,2006 meeting. A total of$I,034,800 ofTLC capital funds remained to be 
programmed. The STA Board decided at that time to make available the remaining 
balance ofTLC Funds in 2007. An important factor behind this decision was to allow 
additional time for project sponsors to develop eligible TLC capital projects. 

On June 13,2007, the STA Board issued a second call for TLC capital projects and 
received the following application submittals: 

1.	 City of Fairfield- Union Ave.lSuisun City Train Station Pedestrian Safety
 
Improvement Project ($220,000 requested)
 

2.	 City of Rio Vista- Waterfront Public Access Project Phase 1 ($1,000,000
 
requested)
 

3.	 City of Suisun City- Walters Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Path Improvement 
($60,000 requested) 

4.	 City of Suisun City- McCoy Creek Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge ($60,000 
requested) 

5.	 City of Vacaville- Vacaville Downtown Creekwalk Extension ($1,026,900 
requested) 

Discussion: 
STA staff considered two primary factors in developing the funding recommendation for 
the remaining TLC capital funds: project deliverability and access to transit. Project 
deliverability is a major concern due to the fact that the funds will be lost if the project 
sponsor does not get all the necessary authorizations from Caltrans and the Federal 
Highway Administration to begin construction by the end of Fiscal Year 2008-09. In the 
past, ifproject sponsors had issues with getting approvals for construction by the 
deadline, MTC and STA had potential options to grant an extension to project sponsors. 
Now, however, FY 2008-09 is the end of the current Federal Transportation Bill. 
Therefore, there aren't any options for extensions if the project sponsor experiences 
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delays in getting the project approved for construction. All funds that aren't obligated 
(or ready to be spent) by the FY 2008-09 deadline will be rescinded. 

The projects submitted by the cities of Fairfield, Rio Vista and Vacaville are identified in 
the Solano Countywide Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Plan, Solano 
Countywide Bicycle Plan and Solano Countywide Pedestrian. Suisun City's project 
submittals are not specifically identified Solano Countywide TLC Plan; however, they 
are included in the Solano Countywide Bicycle Plan and Solano Countywide Pedestrian 
Plan. 

The City of Fairfield was the most qualified application for the TLC program since its 
primary purpose is to provide a safer, more attractive linkage between major employment 
centers, two downtown locations, and residential areas to a major regionally significant 
multi-modal transit facility. In addition to meeting the goals of the TLC program, the 
project is ready to implement upon approval of funding. 

In evaluating the application submittals, STA staff was notified that Suisun City's 
requests were ineligible due to the uncertainty of funding dedicate to complete their 
projects. The TLC funds requested for Suisun's projects were a small portion of the total 
project cost with the remaining balance of the project left unfunded. The city is planning 
to apply for other grant sources to complete the project. STA staff is therefore not 
recommending TLC capital funds for both Suisun City projects at this time, but will 
continue to work with Suisun City to obtain other funding for this project. 

Vacaville and Rio Vista's TLC project funding requests were for $1 million or more. 
STA staff considered funding each of them at approximately 50% of their request. 
However, it appeared that such an approach would result in two projects that lack 
sufficient funds to move forward. STA staff decided to recommend one of the two 
projects relatively close to their project request at this time for two reasons: 

1.	 Significant construction cost savings by eliminating need to break the project into 
smaller phased projects. 

2.	 Project will have a greater likelihood ofbeing built as proposed. 

Below is a brief description and an analysis of each application received: 

City ofFairfield- Union Ave./Suisun Train Station Pedestrian Safety Improvement 
Project 
The City of Fairfield requested $220,000 ofTLC capital funds to complete a pedestrian 
safety project that connects Fairfield's downtown, the Solano County Government Center 
and Courthouse along Union Avenue to downtown Suisun City's Amtrak Station, 
downtown and waterfront. This project is phase 2 to an original project funded through 
Regional Measure 2 Safe Routes to Transit (SR2T) funds. The original project had to be 
broken into two phases because SR2T funds could not cover the cost of the entire project 
scope. Upon completion ofboth phases, Union Avenue will be an attractive corridor for 
bicycle and pedestrians to access the multi-use Class 1 bridge that crosses the Union 
Pacific railroad tracks. This bike/pedestrian bridge is a primary link between each city's 
downtowns, and serves as an important access point for transit users traveling to the 
employment, retail, and residential destinations. The Phase 2 project scope includes 
safety improvements related to traffic calming (pedestrian crossing), lighting, hardscape 
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and landscape enhancements. A total of $124,630 of local match is dedicated to this 
project. The local match equals 55% of the total amount requested. 

STA staff is recommending $212,000 for this project for the following reasons: 
•	 The project is ready for implementation by Fall of 2007 
•	 The project is within the city's right-of-way (ROW) 
•	 The project has environmental clearance 
•	 The project is within a y.; mile of an existing transit facility (Suisun City Rail 

Station) 

The City of Fairfield submitted a separate funding request for Transportation Fund for 
Clean Air (TFCA) to augment this TLC request (see TFCA staff report under separate 
cover of this agenda). Ifboth requests are approved, the project will be fully funded and 
would be able to be implemented by Fall of 2007. 

City ofVacaville- Vacaville Downtown Creekwalk Extension 
The City of Vacaville requested $1,026,900 to extend the Downtown Creekwalk along 
-LTlatis Creek from the current terminus east to McClellan Street along the north side of 
Ulatis Creek. The project provides for pedestrian connections between recreation, retail, 
restaurant, office, and residential uses in the historic eastern section of downtown 
Vacaville. In addition to being an important connection to the downtown services and 
employment, the creekwalk extension project will be part of a much longer Class 1 multi­
use path connection along the Ulatis Creek between east and west Vacaville currently 
bisected by I-80. Similar to Rio Vista's Waterfront Project, Vacaville's Downtown 
Creekwalk Extension concept was developed as part of a TLC planning effort. A total of 
$133,000 oflocal match is dedicated to this project. The local match equals 17.5% of the 
total amount requested. 

STA staff is recommending $822,000 for this project for the following reasons: 
•	 The project is within the city's right-of-way (ROW) 
•	 Although environmental clearance is necessary, the city has identified all
 

environmental issues and mitigation needed.
 
•	 The project is within a Y2 mile of two existing transit facilities (Davis Street Park 

and Ride Lot and the New Vacaville Transit Center) 

City ofRio Vista- Waterifont Public Access Project Phase 1 
The City of Rio Vista requested $1,000,000 to improve the public access and amenities 
available in the waterfront area of downtown Rio Vista. Phase 1 of the project consists of 
construction of a pedestrian/bicycle pathway network, public facility repair and 
replacement, flood control engineering (design) and flood control improvements from the 
Rio Vista Bridge to City Hall. This project was a direct result of the Rio Vista 
Waterfront TLC Plan currently being finalized by the city. A total of $175,000 oflocal 
match is dedicated to this project. The local match equals 17.5% of the total amount 
requested. 

Rio Vista's Waterfront Public Access application submittal was well written in terms of 
its description of the project and its goals. The application demonstrated the project's 
potential to be an important element in revitalizing the Rio Vista downtown area. It also 
demonstrated how the pedestrian access to the Waterfront linked to future planned 
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residential, employment and retail areas as developed in draft TLC Waterfront Plan. This 
project is identified in the Solano Countywide Transportation for Livable Communities 
(TLC) Plan, Solano Countywide Bicycle Plan and Solano Countywide Pedestrian. 

However, STA staff is not recommending funding for this project for the following 
reasons: 

•	 Project does not have environmental clearance- environmental concerns are 
unknown- high potential of project delay and loss of federal funds 

•	 Project area includes private properties that are not within the City's right-of-way 

An important factor in developing the funding recommendation was that Rio Vista's 
proposed project is immediately adjacent to the Sacramento River. Development next to 
the river has the potential for substantial involvement of state and federal resource 
agencies and organized public groups. Rio Vista has not obtained project specific 
environmental clearance. City staff does not anticipate significant concerns from the 
public or resource agencies; however, until an environmental document is released, 
environmental concerns are an unknown factor. In addition, Rio Vista does not own all 
the property needed to complete the project. The need for environmental clearance and 
property acquisition both have the potential to delay project completion possibly beyond 
the federal funding deadline. Although there is a potential to have a transit facility at a 
future park and ride location just west of the project site, there are currently no existing 
transit facilities. 

This project is still an STA priority and a quality TLC candidate. As future TLC funding 
sources become available, STA staff recommends Rio Vista's project receive priority for 
funding, provided that the potential environmental and land acquisition concerns are 
addressed. 

City ofSuisun City- Walters Road Pedestrian and Bicycle Path Improvement 
The City of Suisun City requested $60,000 to replace an existing asphalt-concrete (AC) 
bike path located along the west side of Walters Road from Petersen Road to Bella Vista 
Drive. The replaced path system will feature of 10-foot wide concrete Class I bike path 
that will also accommodate pedestrian movement and will be segregated from motor 
vehicle traffic through the use of vegetation. The bicycle/pedestrian path is surrounded by 
residential areas and is a direct link to the Jepson Parkway Bikeway and the Central 
County Bikeway, a 10-foot wide concrete Class I bicycle path located along the north 
side of State Route 12 from Walters Road to Marina Boulevard. A total of$6,900 of 
local match is dedicated to this project. 

As noted previously, this project is not eligible for funding at this time. STA will 
continue to work with Suisun City to obtain other funding for this project. 

City ofSuisun City- McCoy Creek Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge 
The City of Suisun City made a second requested for $60,000 to assist in the construction 
of a Class I bike route along McCoy Creek from Pintail St. to Blossom Ave. 
Specifically, the request is to fund the purchase and construction ofthe bicycle/pedestrian 
bridge to connect the southern and northern portions ofthe McCoy Creek Trail. A total of 
$6,900 oflocal match is dedicated to this project. 
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As noted previously, this project is not eligible for funding at this time. STA will 
continue to work with Suisun City to obtain other funding for this project. 

Fiscal Impact: 
Funding for the Solano TLC Capital Grants are provided by Eastern Solano Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (ECMAQ) Improvement Program and Transportation 
Enhancements (TE) Program. Both funding sources are federal funds and administered 
by MTC and the California Transportation Commission (CTC). A total of$I,034,000 is 
available for the STA to approve. STA staff is recommending the following funding 
amount breakdown for each project: 

1.	 City of Fairfield - Union Ave.lSuisun City Train Station Pedestrian Safety 
Improvement Project: $212,000 (TE funds) 

2.	 City of Vacaville - Vacaville Downtown Creekwalk Extension: $792,000
 
(ECMAQ) and $30,000 (TE funds) for a total of $822,000.
 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the following: 

1. Solano TLC Capital Grants for the following projects: 
A.	 City ofFairfie1d- Union Ave.lSuisun City Train Station Pedestrian Safety 

Improvement Project: $212,000 
B. City of Vacaville- Vacaville Downtown Creekwalk Extension: $822,000 

2.	 The City of Rio Vista's Waterfront Public Access Project will receive priority for 
future TLC allocations, provided that the potential environmental and land 
acquisition issues are addressed for the project. 
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Agenda Item V.E
 
August 29, 2007
 

DATE: August 14, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Senior Planner 
RE: Eastern Solano Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (ECMAQ) 

Improvement Program: Alternative Fuels Program 

Background: 
On March 8, 2006, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board adopted the STA 
Alternative Modes Funding Strategy. The purpose of the strategy was to create a 
dedicated funding source for three categories of projects, including a category to fund 
alternative fuels/vehicles and the Solano Napa Commuter Information's (SNCI) 
ridesharing activities. The strategy dedicated a portion of Eastern Solano Congestion 
Mitigation and Air Quality (ECMAQ) Improvement Program funds for the alternative 
fuels/vehicles and ridesharing activities category. Although alternative fuels/vehicles and 
ridesharing activities have been funded in the past with ECMAQ and other funding 
sources, this is the first time the STA is recommending to set aside a dedicated funding 
source for these types of projects. 

As described in the June 13th
, 2007 STA Board Agenda Item IX.H, $390,000 of the 

ECMAQ is dedicated to SNCI's ridesharing activities through the Alternative Modes 
Funding Strategy. The STA Board issued a call for projects for $200,000 available for 
alternative fuels/vehicles. Two applications have since been submitted: 

•	 City of Rio Vista- Hybrid Vehicles to Support Administrative Staff
 
(request: $66,375)
 

•	 City of Vacaville- Alternative Fuel Vehicles and Incentive Program
 
(request: $200,000)
 

Copies of the applications have been included as Attachment A. 

Discussion: 
City ofRio Vista- Purchase Hybrid Vehicles to Support Administrative Staff 
The City ofRio Vista requested $66,375 to purchase three (3) gasoline-hybrid Ford 
Escape vehicles. A total of$8,625 was identified as a local match from the city's 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) and general funds. The city proposes to 
purchase the vehicles to use as staff vehicles for Administration/Recreation, Community 
Development and Public Works Departments. Currently, the City does not have staff 
vehicles and requires the use of personal vehicles for City Business. 

City ofVacaville- Alternative Fuel Incentive Program 
The Alternative Fuel Vehicle (AFV) Incentive Program will provide purchase buy-down 
incentives for new fully functional, freeway capable, all-battery electric vehicles, new 
Compressed Natural Gas (CNG) vehicles (i.e. Honda Civic GX) and associated refueling 
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infrastructure. The program will also provide incentives for qualifying vehicles for 
Vacaville, Dixon, Rio Vista, and the County of Solano municipal fleet vehicles that 
operate predominately in the northeastern portion of Solano County. In addition to City 
and County municipal fleet vehicles, the incentive program will also be available to 
residents and employees within those eligible jurisdictions. Lastly, the program will 
provide incentives to help offset some of the incremental cost of extending the leases of 
the 25 existing Toyota RAV4 Electric Vehicles for the City of Vacaville. A total of 
$200,000 is provided as local match through the Yolo Solano Air Quality Management 
District Clean Air Fund. 

STA StaffEvaluation 
The City ofRio Vista's request to fund Ford Escape hybrid vehicles with ECMAQ funds 
is not eligible. Certain hybrid vehicles that have lower emissions rates than their non­
hybrid counterparts may be eligible for CMAQ investments. Hybrid passenger vehicles 
must meet Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA) low emissions and energy 
efficiency requirements for certification under the HOV exception provisions of the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act- Legacy for Users 
(SAFETEA-LU) to be eligible for ECMAQ funding. One key criterion to qualify for the 
HOV exception for hybrid vehicles is to have a certified miles per gallon consumption 
rate equal to or above 45 miles per gallon. The Ford Escape hybrid vehicles do not meet 
that criterion. Furthermore, the TDA local match identified for this request is not 
eligible. TDA funding can purchase vehicles, however, the vehicles have to be 
specifically related to transit activities. 

The City ofVacaville's application demonstrated the success of their Alternative Fuel 
Incentive Program in the past through newspaper publications and public/private 
partnership demand for funding incentives. In addition to the program's success, it 
benefits the employees and residents ofDixon, Rio Vista and portions of unincorporated 
Solano County in the Yolo Solano Air Basin. The incentive program has a 100% match 
commitment from the YSAQMD. This would provide a total of$400,000 over the next 
two years to implement the program if the ECMAQ funding request is approved by the 
STA. The City ofVacaville's total amount requested is below what the program has 
operated under in the past; however, if approved, it will allow the City of Vacaville to 
continue providing funding incentives to residents for purchasing alternative fueled 
vehicles and home refueling stations. 

STA staff is recommending $200,000 to match the YSAQMD's Clean Air Program 
commitment to the City ofVacaville's program. The City ofRio Vista is encouraged to 
work with the City of Vacaville to obtain funding incentives to purchase eligible vehicles 
for their City Departments. STA staff is also recommending STA Board approval of 
SNCI's ridesharing activities in the amount previously determined. These funds for the 
SNCI Program funds activities such as Bike to Work Week, the Employer Commute 
Challenge, Vanpools, and other incentives. This action is necessary to include SNCI's 
program into the Metropolitan Transportation Commission's (MTC) FY 2007-08 
Transportation Improvement Program (TIP). Once SNCI's program is included in the 
TIP, they will be eligible to request ECMAQ reimbursement for their ridesharing 
program. 
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Fiscal Impact:
 
Of the $590,000 of Eastern Solano Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (ECMAQ)
 
Improvement Program funding available, $390,000 is dedicated to SNCI's Ridesharing
 
Activities and $200,000 is dedicated to Alternative Fuels projects. ECMAQ funding is
 
federal transportation funding provided by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
 
(MTC) to Solano County.
 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the Eastern Solano Congestion 
Mitigation Air Quality (ECMAQ) funding for the following projects: 

1. City of Vacaville's Alternative Fuel Vehicle Incentive Program: $200,000 
2. Solano Napa Commuter Information's Ridesharing Activities: $390,000 

Attachment: 
A. Applications for the ECMAQ Alternative Fuels Grant Program. 
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ATTACHMENT A
 

Copies of the
 
Applications for the ECMAQ Alternative Fuels Grant
 

Program have been provided to the
 
TAC menlbers
 

under separate enclosure.
 

You may obtain copies of the
 
Applications for the ECMAQ Alternative Fuels Grant
 

Program by contacting the STA at (707) 424-6075.
 

Thank you.
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Agenda Item V.F
 
August 29, 2007
 

DATE: August 16, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Senior Planner 
RE: Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Transportation 

for Clean Air (TFCA) Program Manager Funds 

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

Funding for the TFCA program is provided by a $4 vehicle registration fee collected 
from counties within the BAAQMD air basin. The BAAQMD regionally distributes 60% 
of the entire TFCA funds through a competitive process; the remaining 40% is for TFCA 
Program Manager projects. 

Earlier this year the STA Board issued an initial call for projects and approved a total of 
$23,120 for two clean air projects. This left a remaining balance of $309,494, of which 
$222,247 was dedicated to SNCI's Rideshare Activities. On June 13,2007, the STA 
Board formally approved SNCI's allocation and issued a call for the remaining $87,247. 
Since then STA staff received two applications: 

1.	 City of Benicia- Bus Retrofit Devices ($25,000 requested) 
2.	 City of Fairfield- Union Ave./Suisun Train Station Pedestrian Safety 

Project ($87,247 requested) 

Copies ofthe applications are attached (see Attachments A and B). 

Discussion: 
Below is a brief description and analysis of each application submitted. 

City ofBenicia- Bus Retrofit Devices 
The City of Benicia requested $25,000 in TFCA funds to retrofit six Benicia Breeze 
Cutaway buses. The retrofit devices are Cleaire Advanced Emission Controls' Horizon 
Electric Particulate Filter. The device is certified by the Air Resource Board (ARB) as a 
Level 3 emissions reduction device due to its ability to reduce particulate matter 
emissions by 85% for on road heavy duty vehicles with engine model years between 
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1994 and 2005. Relative to this application, the Benicia Transit Fleet is currently under 
the ARB's Fleet Vehicle Rule. This means that at least 20% of Benicia's buses that were 
made in 2001 or older must reduce their air emissions at least to the ARB Level 3 
standard. Also relative to this request, the City of Benicia previously was awarded 
$10,000 to retrofit seven vehicles with the same control device earlier this year. 

City ofFairfield- Union Ave./Suisun Train Station Pedestrian Safety Improvement 
Project 
The City of Fairfield requested $87,247 ofTFCA funds to complete a pedestrian safety 
project that connects downtown Fairfield along Union Avenue to downtown Suisun 
City's Amtrak Station. This project is Phase 2 to an original project funded through 
Regional Measure 2 Safe Routes to Transit (SR2T) funds. The original project had to be 
broken into two phases because SR2T funds could not cover the cost of the entire project 
scope. Upon completion ofboth phases, Union Avenue will be an attractive corridor for 
bicycle and pedestrians to access the multi-use Class 1 bridge that crosses the Union 
Pacific railroad tracks to the Suisun's multi-modal Amtrak Station center. This 
bike/pedestrian bridge is the only link between each city's downtowns, and serves as an 
important access point for transit users traveling to the employment, retail, and residential 
destinations. The Phase 2 project scope includes safety improvements related to traffic 
calming (pedestrian crossing), lighting, hardscape and landscape enhancements. 

The City of Fairfield submitted a separate funding request for Solano Transportation for 
Livable Communities (TLC) Capital grant to augment this TFCA request (see TLC staff 
report under separate cover of this agenda). If both requests are approved, the project 
will be fully funded and would be able to go to construction in the Fall of2007. A total 
of $124,630 oflocal match is dedicated to this project. 

StaffEvaluation 
Benicia's Bus Retrofit Device project is an important project that reduces air emissions in 
Solano County. Benicia already received $10,000 from the first call for projects earlier 
this year to fund seven retrofit devices. In addition, STA staff facilitated a separate 
allocation of approximately $220,000 in FTA 5307 Vallejo/Benicia UZA Surplus funds 
provided by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission to assist Benicia in meeting 
ARB's Fleet Vehicle Rule. Based on the earlier TFCA allocation and the most recent 
MTC allocation to assist Benicia in retrofitting their buses, STA staff is not 
recommending additional funding for Benicia for this project as part of this call for 
projects. 

The City of Fairfield's project is a priority project identified in the Solano Countywide 
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Plan, Solano Countywide Bicycle Plan 
and Solano Countywide Pedestrian. This project is significant to all three plans due to its 
potential to improve connections to: 

•	 two major city and county employment, retail, and residential centers 
•	 regional transit center (via the Amtrak Train Station, Park and Ride lot and 

regional Transit Service stop in downtown Suisun City) 

Because this funding request, combined with the ECMAQ fund request, will fully fund 
the project, STA staff is recommending the full amount of$87,247 requested for the 
Union Ave./Suisun Train Station Pedestrian Safety Project. 
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Fiscal Impact: 
No impact to the STA budget. The recommended project will be funded with the
 
remaining FY 2007-08 TFCA funds balance of$87,247. If the remaining balance is not
 
allocated by October 1,2007, the funds will no longer be directly available to Solano
 
County. After October 1st, the Bay Area Air Quality Management District will use the
 
remaining balance as part of the Regional TFCA program. Solano County will need to
 
compete at the regional level for the funds at that point.
 

Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve $87,247 in FY 2007-08 TFCA
 
Program Manager Funds for the City ofFairfield's Union Ave.lSuisun Train Station
 
Pedestrian Safety Project.
 

Attachments: 
A.	 City of Benicia- Bus Retrofit Devices 
B.	 City ofFairfield- Union Ave.lSuisun Train Station Pedestrian Safety
 

Improvement Project
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ATTACHMENT A
 

THECITYOF 

B¥AL~o~~ 

july 3,2007 

CITY HALL· 250 EAST L STREET· BENICIA, CA 94510 • (707) 746-4200 • FAX (707) 747-8120 

RECEIVED 

JUL - 5 ?t1m 
t.Ul.11 

SO!A"IO TRAt<.ISPOP.'rATtON 
AUiHORliY 

Robert Guerrero
 
Solano Transportation Authority
 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130
 
Suisun City, CA 94585
 

RE: Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air Application 

Dear Mr. Guerrero:
 

The City of Benicia is pleased to submit our grant for the following project:
 

• Install Level 3 Particulate Devices on six Benicia Breeze Cutaway Buses. 

These devices will help improve the air quality within the Bay Area and improve the 
reliability of the cutaway buses in operation today. 

Should you have any questions regarding our grant, you can call me at (707) 746-4333, 
extension 107 or email atjandoh@cLbenicia.ca.us 

ThankYOU~ 

Q£Qh 
Transit Services Manager 

STEVE MESSINA, Mayor flM ERICKSON, City Manager 
Members of the City Council VIRGINIA SOUZA, City Treasurer 
ALAN M. SCHWARTZMAN, Vice Mayor. MARK C. HUGHES· ELlZABETH PAng:§S0N. BILL WHITNEY LISA WOLFE, City Clerk 

R,qcled ~Pa~er 

mailto:atjandoh@cLbenicia.ca.us
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'c 

TRANSPORTATION 

Fu N D	 FOR 

CLEAN	 AIR 

Solano TFCA Al!Plication for 2007-08 

Project title: Install Particulate Traps on Benicia Breeze Diesel Cutaway Buses 

Project sponsor: _C_ity.L.-0_f_B_e_n_ic_ia.,-- ...,...._ 

Contact person: John Andoh-=----.:.:.:.....;..-------------------- ­
Phone No: 707-746-4333, ext 107	 E-Mail: jandoh@ci.benicia.ca.us 

Address:	 250 East L Street 
Benicia, CA 94510 

$25,000 
Total TFCA funds Requested 

($87,247 Max.): ------ ­ Local match: 

$125,000 
General 
Fund----- ­

Total project C()st: $150,000 

1.	 Project description: Purchase Level 3 Particulate Traps for Benicia Breeze Diesel 
Cutaway Buses purchased in 2000 and 2001. 

2. Describe project location (attach map of the project area or the target population area that this 
project will serve): 

Map is attached. 
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5. Type of project eligibility (see Solano TFCA Program Manager Guidelines for detailed project 
eligibility information): 

(Mark 'X' in applicable eligibility category) 
A. Ridesharing 

B. Bicycle Project 

C. Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service 

. D. Arterial Management Projects 

E. Clean Air Vehicle 

1. Light Duty 

2. Heavy Duty 

F. Smart Growth Projects/Pedestrian Project 

3. If TFCA grant is not approved (or not approved in its entirety), describe what would be 
the effects on existing or planned facility/services? The City will strive to seek other funds 
to complete this project 

4. Describe project schedule (including project milestones) and indicate estimated project 
completion date: . 

CARB Time Line 

Due Date 

September 1, 2007 

October 15, 2007 

October 31,2007 

November 30, 2007 

December 31,2007 

Task 

DirectMV Transportation, Inc to Purchase Devices For 6 Vehicles 

Additional Power Source Added Outside for Cutaway Vehicles to Plug In Level 3 Devices 

Installed Level 3 Devices on Bus #2201,2005,2006,2007 

. Installed Level 3 Devices on Bus # 2004 and Bus #2003 (if not replaced by then) 

All Cutaway Buses in Benicia Breeze Fleet Retrofitted with Level .3 Devices 

6. Please locate the project category in the following pages and include all listed information as 
specified on a separate sheet of paper. Applicants may be required to submit additional 
information for purposes of determining au emission reductions prior to final grant approval by 
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). 
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Med'um..f)u Vehicles" UJ.tng Certified Engines 

EXECUTIVE ORDER A-Ql 0-1331 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY NWI l:l'1$9~ Of fncomplQte 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the Air Resources Board by Health and Safety Code Division 26, Part 5, Chapter 2; 
and pursuant \0 the authority vested in the undersigned by Heallh and Safety Code Sections 39515 and 39516 and 
Executive Order G-02-003; 

IT IS ORDERED AND RESOLVED: The following diesel or incomplete medium-duty vehicles (MDV) with a manufacturer's 
GVWR from 8501 to 14000 pounds are certified as described below. Production vehicles shall be in all material respects 
the same as those for which certification is granted.. 

ENGINE DEsCRlPTIQ+l 

NODEL 
YEAR 

ENGINE FAMILY 

6FMXHDtl.8TF2 

ENGINE 
MAHUFACTtlRER 

EMISSION 
SID 

CAteGORY] 

FUEL TYPE STANDARDS 
& leST 

PROCEDURE 

ENGINE 
SIZES 

tLI 
ecs &. :5PEOAL FEATUReS 

, EF 
OBn 

2001 

EXECUTIVE ORDER 

l\-<ll0-133D 
FORD MOTOR COMPANY 

ULEV G,,$ollne Otto 
6.1 '!Wc. 2H02S. H02S. SA 08011'1 

Gasoline, LPG (J1 Alcohol Vehk:'e~ Onr,. "EHfCLE DESCRIP7lON 

EVAPORATIVE 

FAMILY UL(I<) 
~t..I~ 

1..11°"'1 
~~~E~E 

YEAR 
VEHICLE MAKE & MODELS 

VEH; 
OBO 

BlGINE 
fL] 

ENGINE MODELs / CODES 
trated power. In hpj 

ENG. 
OBO 

8FMXEtI30ltGAP 

t1FMXE028SGAP 

150 

150 . 
3T .. . 

2". 

2... 

F~nI E..J5D cllr....,t~a~:;:sis Cab (S\ripped 

Ford t:...lSO t;uhlway I (.;h.&"Eis: l,;.;ib I strlppea 
Chassk: 

OBD(PI 

030(PI 

... 

... -
6'E41~Qa50' (305) 

8E4111R0505 (305) . 
. DeD{P) 

OBDIPI . . . . . . 
~=~r.:==R~~~~~~':~:~I;'J CCR xyr-= Ille: 13. Califomla Code of f<flg.Aalroos., SeclJon xyz; -to CFR lI~.abc- lie .olC, Code 01 Ft:detal HegulatiOns. (~~=2ibc: 

~ CNG/LNG~i1ssed1quefil:d naltnl gas; LPG=llqJ.Jfted pe!rtWeum gas; E.fIS=85~ ethanol "ue!: MF=rnlill fuel aJ:..a BFcblloet Df""duat fuel; FF-fiexlble (uel; . . 
SULEV IU1..EV I LEV::;superultl3 llAlra Ilow'ernission weNck; 

1 ECS;--emsslon t:lnlrd ~)ISIem; TWCfOC~ee--WllylDXkfimgtIIllli)lSt; WU lprolhl :::warm-up cars1rst: OPF=diesef pOOlwGtoflfter: H02Sf02S-heated-'ol(ygtln &ensa; HAFSJAFS"'heu1edfatl_ 
h.1l!l-tiJtlo 5'm150' (B.k.a~ unlver.'ial orinearox)'geT\ 5~: TBI-ttlro!Utl txxlv fudl~di[)(\: 9F1fMF(~nUal'muflf pori fuelln)i=dlon; OGl.o:dlrecf QO:5OIine injadlOn; GCAA8=g.aseQl,lS Clrburnllr' 

=~;~~Iri:~=t~/~~~J:;=;~~~=~~T~~C~t~~~~:r~\QC::~~~:~~~~~J::~2e=r i~~~:;~~~:'rt1Ier. I 

Following are: 1) the FTP exhaust emission standards or family emission limlt(s) as applicable under 13 CCR 1956.8; 
2) the EURO and NTE limits under the applicable California exhaust emission standards and test procedures for heavy­
duty diesel engines and vehicles (Test Procedures); and 3) the corresponding certifi.cation levels. in glbhp-hr. fodhis 
engine family. "Diesel" CO, EURO and NTE certification compliance may have bee.n demonstrated by the manufacturer 
as provided under the applicable Test Procedures in lieu of testing. (For dual- and flel<iblB·fuel, lIIe CERT ...alues in brackets tl are 
lhase wilen lesred ()t'l coovenlJanalle.sf fuel.) • 

t#/IHC NDx NMHC+NOx. CD PIol HCHO 
FTP EU/lO FTP EURO Fl1' EURO FTP WRO FTP EllRO FTP EURO 

STU . 1.5 . 14.4 . . · 0.05 . 
rei. . . . . · . . 
CERT . ... 1.S . · 0.002 

NTE . . . . 
pIb~ms fl@'rbrake hon;epooIfCr-hoor: FTP=F~ Test Procedure; eURO=:Euro til Ei.rrt:lpe9ra Sl.elld~ C)de; NTE~eninioo UIril: STD=siBndafd Ot erft.WCM1 I-a:sl 

call': FEL=fBm1l/cmi$~1on Ii1ftt·CERT~fic:aIiDR!eveI': NtI8iCIHC'=f1Ol'HT'Ielhanehrtdf0C8rlx1n; NOx"'OJlidl:$of n1lrooen:'CO~bonn'O'\CDOde; PM=::D.attlwlate m:tUer; ttOiO=fomullfeh;d,;;· 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: Certification to the FEL{s) listed above, as applicable, is sUbject to 1he following terms, 
limitations and cOnditions: The FEl{s) is 1he emission level declared by fhe manufacturer and serves in lieu of an 
emission standard for certification purposes in any averaging. banking, or trading (AST) programs. It will be used for 
determining compliance of any engine in fhis family and compliance with such ABT programs. 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: The listed engine models have been certilie<lto the optional emission standards and test 
procedures in 13 CCR 1956.8 applicable fa diesel or incomplete MDV with a 6501-14000 pound GWVR and shall be 
SUbject to 13 CCR 2139(c) (in-use testing 01 engines certified for use in diesel or incomplete MDV \Wlh a 6501-14000 pound GVWR). 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: The listed engine models have been certified to the Option 1 federal NMHC+NOx emission 
standard listed above pursuant to 13 CCR 1956:8. 

. BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: For the listed vehicle models fhe manufacturer has submitled the materials to demonstrate 
certification compliance with 13 CCR 1965 (emission contrallabeJsj, 13 CCR 1968.2 (on-board diagnostic. fun or partial compUance), 
13 CCR 1976(b)(1 )(B)-{C) or 13 CCR 1976(b)(1 )(F) (evapo<afive emission standards), 13 CCR 2035 et seq. (emission control warrantyl, 
and 13 CCR 2235 Ifill pipes and openings ofmotor ""hide fuel tanks]. (The braces {J ..,.e tor gasoline, LPG or alcohol fueled vehicles only. The 
brackets { ) are fOl gasoline or alcohol fueled vehicles only.) . 

Vehicles certified under this Executive Order shall conform to all applicable California emission regulations. 

The Bure<lu of Automotive Repair will be notified by copy of this Executive Order. 

Executed a1 £:1 Monte, California on this __~?,,---r.!J__ day of Aprl12005_ 

~L.~ 
fi<A1len Lyon~;;; 

Unhilo. ~nur:'r..~ OnArations Division 
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State of California
 
AIR RESOURCES BOARD
 

EXECUTIVE ORDER DE-05-01 0-02
 

Pursuant to the authority vested in the Air Resources Board (ARB) by Health and Safety
 
Code, Division 26, Part 5, Chapter 2; and pursuant to the authority vested in the
 

undersigned by Health and Safety Code section 39515 and 39616 and Executive Order
 
G-02-003;
 

Relating to Exemptions under section 27156 of the Vehicle Code, and Verification under 
sections 2700 through 2710 of Title 13 of the California Code of Regulations 

Cleaire Advanced Emission Controls, LLC (Cleaire) .
 
Horizon™ Electric Particulate Filter (Horizon)
 

ARB staff reviewed Cleaire's request for verification of the Horizon. Based on an 
evaluation of the data provided, and pursuant to the terms and conditions specified 
below, the Executive Officer of ARB hereby finds that the Horizon reduces emissions of 
diesel particulate matter (PM) consistent with a Level 3 device (greater than or equal to 
85 percent reductions) (Title 13, California Code of Regulations (CCR), sections 2702 
(f) and (g) and section 2708). Accordingly, the Executive Officer determines that the 
system merits verification and, subject to the terms and conditions specified below, 
classifies the Horizon as a Level 3 system for on-road vehicles that use heavy-duty 
diesel engines of all model years up through and including 2006, except those 
belonging to engine families listed in Attachment 1. 

The Horizon is compliant with the 2009 nitrogen dioxide emissions limit and as such is 
designated as a "Plus" system per section 2702(f). 

The aforementioned verification is subject to the following terms and conditions: 

.•	 The engine must be model year 2006 or older, and not belong to any of the 
engine families listed in Attachment 1. 

•.	 The engine must be used by an on-road motor vehicle with a manufacturer's 
Gross Vehicle Weight Rating of over 14,000 pounds. 

•	 The engine may have a pre-existing diesel oxidation catalyst from the original 
equipment manufacturer if the engine's model year is between 1994 and 
2005, inclusive. 

•	 The engine must not have a pre-existing diesel oxidation catalyst from the 
original equipment manufacturer if the engine's model year is 2006. 

•	 The engine must not have a pre-existing diesel oxidation catalyst from the 
original equipment manufacturer if the engine's model year is 1993 or older. 

•	 The engine must nothave a pre-existing diesel particulate filter from the 
original equipment manufacturer. 

1 
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•	 The engine must have a displacement no greater than 15 liters. 
•	 The engine must be four-stroke. 
•	 The engine can be mechanically or electronically injected. 
•	 The engine should be well maintained and not consume lubricating oil at a 

rate greater than that specified by the engine manufacturer. 
•	 Lube oil, or other oil, should not be mixed with the fuel. 
•	 The product must not be operated with fuel additives, as defined in section 

2701 of Title 13, of the CCR, unless explicitly verified for use with the fuel 
additive(s). . 

•	 The product must not be used with any other systems or engine modifications 
without ARB and manufacturer's approval. 

•	 The other terms and conditions specified below. 

IT IS ALSO ORDERED AND RESOLVED: That installation of the Horizon, 
manufactured by Cleaire Advanced Emission Controls, LLC, 14775 Wicks Boulevard, 

.San Leandro, California 94577-6779, has been found not to reduce the effectiveness of 
the applicable vehicle pollution control system, and therefore, the Horizon is exempt 
from the prohibitions in section 27156 of the Vehicle Code for installation on heavyTduty 
on-road vehicles. This exemption is only valid provided the engines meet the 
aforementioned conditions. 

ARB reserves the right in the future to review this Executive Order and the exemption 
and verification provided herein to assure that the exempted and verified add-on or 
modified part continues to meet the standards. and procedures of CCR, Title 13, section 
2222, et seq and CCR, Title 13, sections 2700 through 2710.. 

The Horizon consists of a non-catalyzed silicon carbide wall-flow diesel particulate filter, 
eleCtric heating element, air purnp, and an eiectronic control system. All necessary 
hardware and controls are installed on the vehicle, requiring only ofF-board electric 
power to supply energy to the heater. The major components of the Horizon are identified 
in Attachment 2. 

No changes are permitted to the device. ARB must be notified, in writing, of any 
changes to any part of the Horizon. Any changes to the device must be evaluated and 

. approved by ARB. Failure to do so shall invalidate this Executive Order. 

Changes made to the design or operating conditions of the Horizon, as exempted by
 
ARB, which adversely affect the performance of the vehicle's pollution control system,
 
shall invalidate this Executive Order.
 

This Executive Order is valid provided that installation instructions for Horizon do not
 
recommend tuning the vehicle to specifications different from those of the vehicle
 
manufacturer.
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Marketing of the Horizon using identification other than that shown in this Executive
 
Order or for an application other than that listed in this Executive Order shall be
 
probibited unless prior approval is obtained from ARB.
 

This Executive Order shall not apply to any Horizon advertised, offered for sale, sold
 
with, or installed on a motor v.ehicle prior to or concurrent with transfer to an ultimate
 
purchaser.
 

ARB estimates that the Horizon has no significant effect on average fuel economy. 

As specified in the Diesel Emission Control Strategy Verification Procedure (CCR, Title 
13, section 2706 (g)), ARB assigns each Diesel Emission Control Strategy a family 
name. The designated family name for the verification as outlined above is: 

CAiCLE/2005/PM3+/NOO/ONIDPF01. 

Additionally, as stated in the Diesel Emission Control Strategy Verification Procedure, 
Cleaire is responsible for honoring the required warranty (section 2707) and conducting 
in-use compliance testing (section 2709). 

. This Executive Order is valid provided that the diesel fuel used in conjunction with the 
device complies with Title 13, CCR, sections 2281 and 2282, and if biodiesel is used, 
the biodiesel blend shalf be 20 percent or less subject to the following conditions: 

•	 The biodiesel portion of the blend complies with the American SoCiety for Testing 
and Materials(ASTM) specification 06751 applicable for 15 parts per million 
sulfur content; 

•	 .The diesel fuel portion of the blend complies with Title 13, CCR, sections 2281 
and 2282; and 

•	 The use of biodiesel applies to devices verified to reduce only diesel particulate 
matter. 

• 
Other alternative diesel fuels such as, but not limited to, ethanol diesel blends and water 
emulsified diesel fuel are excluded from this Executive Order. 

Systems verified under this Executive Order shall conform to all applicable California
 
emissions regulations.
 

This Executive Order does not release Cleaire from complying with all other applicable
 
regulations.
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Violation of any of the above conditions shall be grounds for revocation of this Executive 
Order. 

Executed at EI Monte, California, this 14th day of February 2007. 

lsi 

Robert H. Cross, Chief 
Mobile Source Control Division 

Attachment 1: Excluded Engine Families for the Horizon 
2: Horizon Parts List 
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ATTACHMENT B 

CITY OF FAIRFIELD 

Home of
 
Travis Air Force Base
 

Founded 1856 

FAIRFIELD TRANSPORTATION CENTER 
2000 CADENASSO DRIVE 
FAIRFIELD, CA 94533 

COUNCIL 

Mayor 

Harry T. Price 

707.428.7395 

Vice~Mayor 

Jack Batson 

707.429.6298 

Councilmembers 

707.429.6298 

Marilyn Farley 

Frank Kardos 

John Mraz 

City Manager 

Kevin O'Rourke 

707.428.7400 

City Anorney 

Greg Stepanicich 

707.428.7419 

City Clerk 

Ariella Cortright 

707.428.7384 

City Treasurer 

Oscar G. Reyes. Jr. 

707.428.7496 

OEPARTMENTS 

Community Services 

707.428.7465 

Finance 
707.428.7496 

Fire 

707.428.7375 

Human Resources 

707.428.7394 

Planning & 

Development 
707.428.7461 

Police 

Public Works 

July 24,2007 

Mr. Robert Guerrero 
Solano Transportation Authority 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, CA 94585 

RE: Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air Application - City of Fairfield 

Dear Robert: 

The City ofFairfield requests $87,247 in Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) 
funds to partially fund Phase 2 of the Union Avenue/Suisun Train Station Streetscape 
Enhancement project. This request is submitted in parallel with'a request fo[$220;000 in 
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) funds for this project. Phase 1 ofthe 
project is funded with $300,000 in Safe Routes to Transit funds, $25,000 in IDA Article 
3 funds and $100,000 in local funds. 

This TFCA funding and the requested TLC funds will allow the City ofFairfield to 
complete enhanced pedestrian facilities from the Solano County Government facilities 
and doWntown Fairfield to the Suisun City Train Station and downtown Suisun City. The 
pedestrian improvements will encourage the large employee base of the Solano County 
Government facilities to switch from private autos to rail and bus, thus reducing 
congestion and improving air quality. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

William M. Duncan, P.E.
 
Assistant Public Works Director - Transportation
 

Incorporated December 12, 1903 

707.428.7635 
FAX 707.426.3298 

Department ofPublic Works 

95
 

CITY OF FAIRFIELD 1000 WEBSTER STREET FAIRFIELD, CALIFORNIA 94533-4883 www.ci.fairfield.ca.us 

707.428.7551 

707.428.7485 



THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK
 

96
 



TRANSPORTATiON 

FUND FOR 

CLEAN AIR 

Solano
 
Transportation Fund For Clean Air Application
 

Fiscal Year 07-08
 

o	 Submit a cover letter and 2 hard copies of the complete application to: 
Robert Guerrero 
Solano Transportation Authority 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun, CA 94585 

o	 Applications are due to the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) before 
3p.m., Tuesday, July 24,2007. 
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--------------------------

-------

TRANSPORTATION 

FUND FOR 

CLEAN AIR 

Solano TFCA Awlication for 2007-08 

Project title: Union Avenue/Suisun Train Station Pedestrian Safety Improvement 
Project 

Project sponsor: City of Fairfield (co-sponsors of Suisun City and Solano County) 

Contact person: Mike Duncan

Phone No: 707.428.7632 E-Mail: mduncan@ci.fairfield.ca.us 

Address: Fairfield Transportation Center 
2000 Cadenasso Drive 
Fairfield CA 94533 

Total TFCA funds Requested $87,247 $37,383 
($87,247 Max.): Local match: 

Total project cost: $344,630 

1. Project description: This is Phase 2 of a project to provide pedestrian lighting and 
enhanced pedestrian path-of-travel between the Solano County Government Center and 
the County Court House facilities to the Suisun City Train Station and Intercity Transit 
facility. 

2. Describe project location (attach map of the project area or the target population area 
that this project will serve): The project is on Union Avenue from downtown Fairfield to 
the Suisun City Train Station. Approximately 1,500 employees of the Government facilities 
and downtown Fairfield will be served. 
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5.	 Type of project eligibility (see Solano TFCA Program Manager Guidelines for detailed 
project eligibility information): 

(Mark 'X' in applicable eligibility category) 
A.	 Ridesharing 
B.	 Bicycle Project 

C.	 Shuttle/Feeder Bus Service 

D.	 Arterial Management Projects 

E.	 Clean Air Vehicle 

L Light Duty 

2. Heavy Duty 

F.	 Smart Growth Projects/Pedestrian Project xx 

3. IfTFCA grant is not approved (or not approved in its entirety), describe what would be 
the effects on existing or planned facility/services? This TFCA request is being submitted 
in parallel to a Transportation for Livable Communities (fLC) grant request of $220,000. 
The TFCA funding will be combined with $37,383 to provide non-federal funds for the 
project. Without the TLC funding and this non-federal funding, Phase 2 of this project 
cannot be built. Phase 1 is funded with Safe Routes to Transit and local funds. 

4. Describe project schedule (including project milestones) and indicate estimated project 
completion date: Design is complete. Construction would be completed in summer 2008. 

6. Please locate the project category in the foDowing pages and include aD listed 
information as specified on a separate sheet of paper. Applicants may be required to 
submit additional information for purposes of determining air emission reductions prior to 
rmal grant approval by the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). 

Smart Growth and Pedestrian Projects 
•	 State whether or not project is included in the Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan. The 

project is included in the Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan. 
•	 Identify other plans the project is listed under (i.e. redevelopment plan, traffic calming plan, 

bicycle plan, pedestrian plan, TLC plan, or general plan). The project is in the TLC Plan. 
•	 Demonstrate what elements or components the project includes to qualify it as a 'Smart 

Growth' project The project will provide a safe path of travel from the Solano County 
Government facilities and downtown Fairfield to the Suisun City Train Station that 
also serves Intercity and Local Bus Service. The project will encourage employees of 
these facilities to change modes of travel from private vehicles to raillbus services, thus 
reducing congestion and air emissions. The project will also serve local two local areas 
proposed as Project Development Areas (PDAs) with a futUre emphasis on Transit 
Oriented Development. 
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• Indicate estimated number of pedestrian users that the project will serve at any given time 
(include assumptions) Assuming 50°,fo of the employees of the Government facilities use 
the pedestrian facilities daily, approximately 750 people will be served daily. 

• Indicate how pedestrian project wiil provide access to transit, schools, shopping, or 
employment The project provides direct access to the Suisun City Train Station, 
including Intercity and Local Bus services, the Solano County Government facilities 
and downtowns of Fairfield and Suisun City. 

• Indicate estimated number of auto trips, number of days/year of the reduced auto trips apply 
and the approximate auto trip length removed as a result of this project. Clearly define your 
assumptions. Conservatively assuming the project encourages 5% of the employees of 
the Solano Government facilities to switch to Rail or Bus transit, 75 auto trips would be 
reduced daily over 250 days per year for a total reduction of 18,750 trips annually. 

100
 



I-' 
o 
I-' 

'-.
11' 

.~. 

't, 

.~ 

'll' 

.. 
',. 

'I 

l' .. ' ..,.. "t" 

A 

~;,,,,, I "'.",>1­ • !aM I .....""'..c ..$.~SlCII 

,- _0" Wjllj,m M,Ounca. ..lliIJ.L. ::~GIIlO ::::::: CITY OF FAIRFIELD UNION AVENUE-SUISUN TRAIN STATION 1 4 
'.,;' ,: """,,'D'''.,,'''.''''W,,'' 1lOII11OO1"~ CICCICO M"".,.,";"; ..TRANSPORTATION OlvlSION PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS • 

',. 061C ' ..C.IIO_ we"'IC,," w"; CAlC ? /It 1290 " taiOo tIC.tI- SIIIIt. 'al_,C\o.tIlI.,'••• 9ft»• 



B 

t-' 
o 
l\J 

B 

"'.It.flCAI. 

1CIt11Ol114. ~ 

'.c...~OAft 

UNION AVENUEtSUISUN TRAIN STATION 12/
Mltha,IDUMIIII 

7/11/2007. PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS 
••••'CI IIICCI. ,a..."".c...t'-.Ia ..U~ 

4 



c 

I-' 
o 
w 

UNION AVENUEtSUISUN TRAIN STATION 
"'I~t_~ MlthuIO,,,'lCGPI 

oa'e P.I.IIID_ WCO'ICJl. 1./161.2001 PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS"'. tODO ••'.t ,I.U. "''''Cl,.O.ull'OIiIIA M)) 



t-' 
o 
~ 

c 
_0 a. William M. Dun"n 

TRANSPORTATION DIviSION 

.1 
AdJllant alrldor of 'ublle Wdrlu : IlIOIIItIIU4.' 1'".-40' ..... Kill Harml 

--- ClCeatO Mlcho. 

.llilli. IOli'llII(O ~ CITY OF FAIRFIELD UNION AVENU&SUISUN TRAIN STATION 14/
4

PEDESTRIAN IMPROVEMENTS I'K'000 IIIIl'Ct Stllli. ''',.,C"o.e-I'c.... M» 



Agenda Item VI.A 
August 29,2007 

DATE: August 17, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects 
RE: 2008 State Transportation hnprovement Program (STIP) Fund Estimate 

and Planning, Programming and Monitoring (PPM) Commitment 

Background: 
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is a multi-year capital 
improvement program of transportation projects on and off the State Highway System, 
funded with revenues from the State Highway Account and other funding sources. The 
STIP is composed of two sub-elements: 75% to the Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program (RTIP) with projects decided by regional agencies and 25% to the 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) with projects nominated by 
Caltrans. The STIP cycle is programmed every two years and covers a five-year period. 

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) has not yet adopted a 2008 STIP fund 
estimate since the State Budget is not approved. It is expected to occur once the State 
Budget is adopted. However, Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTCs) staff has 
completed a preliminary fund estimate based on the current provisions in the not yet 
approved state budget. This estimate provides a total of $22.32 million for Solano 
County. The components of this estimate from MTC is; $12.53 million in Highway 
Funds, $8.96 million in Public Transportation Account (PTA) and $0.84 million in 
Transportation Enhancement funds. 

In 2006, the California State Legislature and the Governor enacted Assembly Bill (AB) 
2538 (Wolk), which increases the allowable funding amount for Planning, Programming 
and Monitoring (PPM) activities from 1% of the State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) county share to up to 5%. With the 2006 STIP Augmentation, the STA 
Board programmed the full 5% of that STIP for PPM activities. 

Discussion: 
Although the CTC has not yet adopted the 2008 STIP Fund Estimate, the amount 
estimated to be available for Solano County to program is generally known. This 
estimate from MTC staff is not expected to dramatically shift as there has not been a 
proposal in the state legislature to utilize the State Highway Account for general fund 
purposes. The discussion on the PTA and transit funds in general for other state needs 
has however, been an on-going discussion. 

In December 2006, the STA Board approved the programming of the full 5% of the STIP 
for PPM activities. This action provided for STIP funding for PPM funds for FY 2007­
08 through FY 2010-11 is as follows: 
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07/08= $814,000
 
08/09= $673,000
 
09/1 0= $673,000
 
10/11 = $673,000
 
Total = $2.833 M
 

The 2008 STIP provides for funding in the outer two-years of the STIP cycle, this is the 
2011-12 and 2012-13 years. As a result, the PPM funding for these outer years has not 
yet been programmed to the full 5%. The PPM funds are programmed from the Highway 
Funds element of the overall STIP. The estimated PPM share from the 2008 STIP would 
be: 

11/12 = $771,000
 
12/13 = $771,000
 
Total = $1.542 M
 

The PPM provides the STA Board with resources to progress the transportation needs of 
the county as well as having the flexibility to respond to changing needs. This flexibility 
was provided to the Board as recent as the spring of2007 by the ability to do the State 
Route 12 Project Study Report and Major Investment Study update. Programming of the 
remaining 2008 STIP is expected to occur in September/October 2007. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board authorizing the Executive Director to 
program 5% of the 2008 STIP Highway Funds to PPM activities for FY 2011-12 and FY 
2012-13. 

Attachment: 
A. Draft STIP PPM Workplan (To be provided under separate cover.) 
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Agenda Item VI.B
 
August 29, 2007
 

DATE: August 17,2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects 
RE: 2008 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Swap 

Background: 
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is a multi-year capital 
improvement program of transportation projects on and off the State Highway System, 
funded with revenues from the State Highway Account and other funding sources. The 
STIP is composed of two sub-elements: 75% to the Regional Transportation 
Improvement Program (RTIP) with projects decided by regional agencies and 25% to the 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (!TIP) with projects nominated by 
Caltrans. The STIP cycle is programmed every two years and covers a five-year period. 

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) has not yet adopted a 2008 STIP fund 
estimate since the State Budget is not approved. It is expected to occur once the State 
Budget is adopted. However, Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTCs) staff has 
completed a preliminary fund estimate based on the current provisions in the not yet 
approved state budget. This estimate provides a total of$22.32 million for Solano 
County. The components of this estimate from MTC is; $12.53 million in Highway 
Funds, $8.96 million in Public Transportation Account (PTA) and $0.84 million in 
Transportation Enhancement funds. 

In June 2001, the STA Board approved a $320,000 STIP swap with Surface 
Transportation Program (STP) to support STA's planning and project delivery activities 
(essential to operations). This swap was used for, updating the Congestion Management 
Program (CMP) and Capital Improvement Program (CIP). 

In September 2004, the STA Board approved a $2 million swap of Congestion 
Management and Air Quality Improvement Program (CMAQ) funds for STP funds. This 
swap was used for updating projects for the Transportation 2030, providing input into the 
Regional Operational Strategies, development of perfonnance measures, update the travel 
model for smart growth and transit orientated development, and assist in project delivery 
(Jepson Parkway). 

Discussion: 
Although the CTC has not yet adopted the 2008 STIP Fund Estimate, the amount 
estimated to be available for Solano County to program is generally known. This 
estimate, from MTC staff is not expected to dramatically shift as there has not been a 
proposal in the state legislature to utilize the State Highway Account for general fund 
purposes. The discussion on the PTA and transit funds in general for other state needs 
has however, been an on-going discussion. 
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The STIP swap provides the STA Strategic Planning and Project Delivery departments 
resources to shape the county's transportation vision and needs. The resources provided 
from the 2004 swap will end after the 2007-08 fiscal year. It is proposed to again swap 
funds. This recommendation is to swap $1.9 million in 2008 STIP funds for STP funds. 
These funds would be for work completed over the next three years. This draft work plan 
is shown on Attachment A. This associated proposed workplan also provides the 
estimated costs ofeach deliverable. This is proposed to be a three-year workplan. 
Follow-up actions for this request would be to have MTC approve this request and for 
STA to prioritize the work plan with the Board and the TAC. This action would result in 
a fully funded forty (40) item STA Overall Work Plan. 

The STIP swap provides the STA Board with resources to progress the transportation 
needs of the county as well as having the flexibility to respond to changing needs. This 
flexibility was provided to the Board as recent as the Spring of2007 by the ability to do 
the State Route 12 Project Study Report/Median Barrier Study update. Programming of 
the remaining 2008 STIP is expected to occur in October 2007. 

Recommendation: 
Forward recommendation to the STA Board authorizing the Executive Director to swap 
$1.9 million of the 2008 STIP Highway Funds for STA planning purposes as shown in 
the Attachment A proposed workplan. 

Attachment: 
A. Draft STIP Swap Workplan 
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ATTACHMENT A 

STIP Swap Work Plan 

Project Name Description Estimated Cost 
State Route 12 M 1St Work with MTC, Caltrans, SJCOG and SACOG to $350,000 
Corridor Study update and coordinate the 2001 STA SR 12 MIS, 

the 2006 SR 12 MIS Implementation Plan and the 
Caltrans D10 2006 Comprehensive 
Transportation Corridor Study; use the Napa-
Solano Travel Demand Model (Phase 2) to project 
future traffic volumes, the location and timing of 
needed improvements, coordination of 
improvements amongst the involved 
jurisdictions, and options for funding 
improvements. Develop implementation plan. 
FY 07-08, 08-09, 09-10. Supports STA Overall 
Work Plan item 6. 

State Route 29 MIS/ 
Corridor Study 

Prepare MIS for SR 29 corridor from SR 37 in 
Vallejo to Napa County line. Coordinate roadway, 
traffic timing signalization_and transit projects 
with Napa County's South County SR 29 Corridor 
Study. FY 08-09. STA Overall Work Plan item 
21. 

$300,000 

Napa/Solano Travel 
Demand Model 2035 
Projections and Freeway 
& Highway Traffic 
Counts 

Upon completion of current Napa-Solano Travel 
Demand Model with 2030 projections, conduct 
land use and network analysis and create 2035 
projections. Establish locations and schedule for 
STA to conduct traffic counts offreeway and 
highway traffic; conduct initial counts. FY 08-09. 
STA Overall Work Plan item 24. 

$175,000 

1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridor 
Study Update 

Revise the 2004 MIS to include updated modeling 
information and revised prioritized projects and 
account for observed impacts of the opening of 
completed projects including initial HOV lane 
segment, the new Carquinez (AI Zampa) and 
Benicia/Martinez bridges. Augment work done 
as part of the $250,000 SP&R operations grant. 
FY 08-09,09-10. 

$300,000 

Solano HOV Lane Conduct new HOV counts along 1-80/1-680/780 $500,000 
Extension Study - Corridor; prepare report on future segments of 
Fairfield to Vacaville HOV Lane system in Solano County, based on 

Napa-Solano Travel Demand model and local 
traffic counts. Determine need and timing. FY 
08-09,09-10,10-11. Supports STA Overall Work 
Plan item 3. 

Environmental 
Mitigation Programs and 
Solano Habitat 
Conservation Plan 

Participate in the preparation of large-scale plans 
to avoid or mitigate impacts to endangered 
species and their habitat. Projects include: 
estimating potential future impacts (nature and 

$75,000 
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Participation extent) ofSTA transportation projects; review 
proposed mitigation banks for usefulness to STA 
projects or possible restrictions on STA projects; 
participate as an observer in preparation of the 
Solano County Habitat Conservation Plan. FY 08­
09,09-10,10-11. Not in STA Overall Work Plan. 

Project Funding Options 
Study 

Conduct study on funding options for current and 
future transportation projects in Solano County 
such as SR 12 and SR 113. Not in STA's Overall 
Work Plan. FY 08-09. 

$75,000 

Solano Pedestrian Plan 
Update 

Update 2004 Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan; 
identify projects that have been constructed, new 
project needs. Coordinate Pedestrian Plan 
projects with regional trail plans (Bay Trail, Bay 
Ridge Trail, Delta trails). Develop Implementation 
Plan. FY 08-09. STA Overall Work Plan item 28. 

$25,000 

Solano Bicycle Plan 
Update 

Update 2004 Solano Countywide Bicycle Plan; 
update the Bikelinks Map (Yolo, Solano and 
southern Napa counies); identify projects that 
have been constructed, new project needs. 
Coordinate Bicycle Plan projects with regional 
trail plans (Bay Trail, Bay Ridge Trail, Delta trails). 
FY 08-09. STA Overall Work Plan item 27. 

$25,000 

Transportation for 
livable Communities 
Plan Update 

Update 2004 Transportation for livable 
Communities Plan; include information from 
2007 MTC Parking Study; include Jepson Parkway, 
North Connector and Rio Vista SR 12 plans and 
update other candidate projects; create 
Alternative Fuels and Funding strategies. FY 08­
09,09-10. STA Overall Work Plan item 26. 

$25,000 

Safety Plan Update, 
including new Disaster 
Mitigation and Response 
element 

Update the 2005 Travel Safety Plan. Include new 
accident data and mapping. Include new Disaster 
Mitigation and Response element. FY 08-09. 

$50,000 
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Agenda Item VI C
 
August 29, 2007
 

S1ra
 
DATE: August 17,2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director ofTransit and Rideshare Services 
RE: State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Fund Estimate Update Fiscal Year 

(FY) 2007-08 and Amendment No.2 

Background: 
The Transportation Development Act (TDA) of 1971 established two sources of funds 
that provide support for public transportation services statewide - the Local 
Transportation Fund (LTF) and the Public Transportation Account (PTA). Solano 
County receives TDA funds through the LTF and State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) 
through the PTA. State law specifies that STAF be used to provide financial assistance 
for public transportation, including funding for transit planning, operations and capital 
acquisition projects. 

Until FY 2006-07, Solano County had typically received between $400,000 - $500,000 
per fiscal year in Northern County STAF. STAF has been used for a wide range of 
activities, including providing matching funds for the purchase of buses, funding several 
countywide and local transit studies, funding transit marketing activities, covering new 
bus purchase shortfalls when the need arises, funding intercity transit operations on a 
short-term or transitional basis, and supporting STA transportation planning and transit 
efforts. 

Annually, the STA works with Transit Consortium staff representatives to develop a 
candidate list ofprojects and programs for STAF for both the Northern Counties and the 
Regional Paratransit. Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)'s February 2007 
NOlihern County-Solano STAF estimate included the FY 2006-07 carryover of 
$2,098,608 and new funds in the amount of$750,387 for a total of$2,848,995. Most of 
the $2 million in carryover resulted from one-time monies that were preliminarily 
programmed in FY 2007 for FY 2008. The list of projects and programs approved by the 
STA Board in June and July, 2007 is outlined on Attachment A which resulted in a 
balance of$428,223. 

Discussion: 
The July 2007 Fund Estimate provided by MTC includes slightly higher revenue 
estimates than the original fund estimate. After honoring all the projects and programs 
preliminarily approved by the STA Board, the balance of funds available for 
programming increased from $807,495 to $1,023,442. The STA Board has already 
approved $379,272 in projects and programs. 

Three new requests for funding are being presented at this time. To continue into Phase 
II of the countywide Transit Consolidation Study, additional funding from STAF is 
proposed. Given the issues raised during Phase I by transit and other local jurisdictions' 
staff, an extensive analysis is expected to be needed on governance, financial, 
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operational, and other issues; this is more fully outlined in the separate Transit 
Consolidation TACIConsortium report. Therefore, over $100,000 is expected to be 
needed for Phase II. Funds will be requested from MTC in addition to the $60,000 of 
Solano STAF recommended to be locally programmed. 

Vallejo Transit has requested funds to evaluate consolidation with Benicia Transit from a 
near-term, operational point of view (See Attachment C). This will be conducted in 
conjunction with the implementation of the transfer ofRt. 70 from Benicia Transit to 
Vallejo Transit as well as with other operational assessment efforts underway. To 
complete this analysis, $30,000 is recommended to be allocated to Vallejo Transit. 

Dixon Readi-Ride has requested funds to complete a study to evaluate current operating 
practices in order to address cost efficiency as well as to develop new performance 
indicators and tracking methods (see Attachment D). Dixon Readi-Ride has experienced 
a nearly doubling of ridership in the past six years and currently utilizes all 
Transportation Development Act (TDA) funds for transit. The findings of this study will 
help guide how future transit is delivered in Dixon. To conduct this study, $30,000 is 
recommended to be allocated to Dixon Readi-Ride. 

With approval of the three items recommended above, a total of$1,512,714 of the 
$2,784,942 of the total STAF funds will be allocated and leave a balance of$524,170. 
With the State Budget that was since approved this past week, staff recommends waiting 
until after MTC's revised fund estimate before programming additional STAF funds. 

Fiscal Impact: 
Along with the MTC Regional STAF to be requested from MTC, the approval ofSTAF 
funds for Transit Consolidation Study would allow the STA to complete Phase II of the 
Transit Consolidation Study and fund two related local transit operational studies. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the amended list ofFY 2007-08 
Northern County Solano STAF transit projects and programs as shown on Attachment B 
for the following projects: 

1. Transit Consolidation Phase II ($60,000) 
2. Vallejo Transit Consolidation/Implementation Study ($30,000) 
3. Dixon Readi-Ride Performance and Operating Study (30,000) 

Attachments: 
A. Approved FY 2007-08 STAF project list 
B. Proposed amended FY 2007-08 STAF project list 
C. Vallejo Letter of Request 
D. Dixon Letter of Request 
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Attachment A ATTACHMENT A: 
Approved l 

State Transit Assistance Funds Program 
Allocation for FY 2007-08 

NORTHERN COUNTIES STAF 

Revenue Estimatei FY 2007-08 
Projected FY 2006-07 Carryover $2,098,608 
Adjusted FY2006-07 Carryover3 

FY2007-08STAF Estitrlilte . 
Prop 42 Increment . . «::: ' 

c. ,/\;~.t~,:'~~~~{~g~ 
~.• : ·····,,$>357,153 

FY2007-08 Projects/Programs Preliminarily Approved 
Capital Funding/Intercity Vehicles $1,000,000 

Fairfield/Suisun Transit $ 230,000 
Vallejo Transit $ 266,000 
Reserved for Capital Funding/ 
Intercity Vehicles $ 504,000 

$1,000,000 

Fairfield/Suisun Transit Rt. 40/90 Operations4 $ 230,000 
Vallejo Transit Rt. 70/80/85 Operations3 $ 165,000 
I-80 HOV/Turner PSR5 $ 65,000 
Intercity SolanoExpress Transit Marketing3 $ 125,000 
I-80/I-680/I-780 Corridor Operations Plan Grant Match4 $ 62,500 
Lifeline Projects Match4 $ 54,000 
Fairfield Transit Studl $ 60,000 
Preliminarily Approved Subtotal: $1,761,500 

"-, -":.:. ' 

FY 2006-07 Carryover not Preliminary Approved $ 57,108 
FY 2007-08 STAF Estimate $ 393,234 
Prop 42 Increment $ 357,153 
TOTAL: $ 807,495 

Draft Projects/Programs 
Transit Coordination & Administration $ 242,711 
Lifeline Program Administration $ 15,000 
Lifeline Projects Match $ 54,000 
Expenditure Plan $ 38,000 
Intercity Transit Funding Operations (Vjo/Rio Vsia)6 $ 9,561 
Safe Routes to Transit Study $ 20,000 
TOTAL: $ 379,272 

Balance $ 428,223 

I STA Board Approved 07/11/07 
2 Based upon MTC Reso 3793 (Feb 2007) 
3 Excludes FY2006-07 funds ($280,000) not allocated at time carryover was estimated, but claimed later in FY2006-07. 
4 Approved as part of the two-year RM2 agreement (12/06) 
5 Unclaimed balance of FY2006-07 approval 
6 Vallejo Transit to claim $9,561 of Northem County STAF for Vallejo's intercity routes. The amount represents the balance of Rio 

Vista's Intercity Transit Funding agreement share not taken fro~Ri0j'ista TDA. 



ATTACHMENTB 
Attachment fi 

Proposed Amendment No. 21
 

State Transit Assistance Funds Program
 
Allocation for FY 2007-08
 

NORTHERN COUNTIES STAF 

Revenue Estimatei FY2007-08 
Projected FY 2006-07 Carryover $1,948,796 
FY 2007-08 STAF Estimate $ 476,944 
Prop 42 Increment $ 359.202 
Total: $2,784,942 

FY2007-08 ProjectslPrograms Preliminarily Approved 
Capital Funding/Intercity Vehicles $1,000,000 

$ 230,000Fairfield/Suisun Transit 
$ 266,000Vallejo Transit 

Reserved for Capital Funding! 
$ 504,000Intercitv Vehicles 
$1,000,000 

Fairfield/Suisun Transit Rt. 40/90 Operations3 $ 230,000 
Vallejo Transit Rt. 70/80/85 Operations3 $ 165,000 
1-80 HOV/Turner PSR4 $ 65,000 
Intercity SolanoExpress Transit Marketing3 $ 125,000 
1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridor Operations Plan Grant Match4 $ 62,500 
Lifeline Projects Match4 $ 54,000 
Fairfield Transit Study4 $ 60,000 
Preliminarily Approved Subtotal: $1,761,500 

FY 2006-07 Carryover not Preliminarily Approved $ 187,296 
FY 2007-08 STAF Estimate $ 476,944 
Prop 42 Increment $ 359,202 
TOTAL: $1,023,442
 

Projects/Programs 
Transit Coordination & Administration $ 242,711 
Lifeline Program Administration $ 15,000 
Lifeline Projects Match $ 54,000 
Expenditure Plan $ 38,000 
Intercity Transit Funding Operations (VjolRio Vsta)5 $ 9,561 
Safe Routes to Transit Study $ 20,000 
Transit Consolidation Phase II $ 60,000 
Vallejo Transit ConsolidationlImplementation Study $ 30,000 
Dixon Readi-Ride Performance and Operating Study $ 30,000 
TOTAL: $ 499,272 

Balance $ 524,170 

1 STA Board Approved 07/11/07 
2 Based upon MTC Reso 3793 (July 2007) 
J Approved as part of the two-year RM2 agreement (12/06) 
4 Unclaimed balance of FY2006-07 approval 
5 Vallejo Transit to claim $9,561 of Northem County STAF for Vallejo's intercity routes. The amount represents the balance of Rio 

Vista's Intercity Transit Funding agreement share not taken from ~il Wsta TDA. 



ATTACHMENT C 

CITY OF VALLEJO 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS
 

Transportation Division
 

555 SANTA CLARA STREET • EO. BOX 3068 • VALLEJO • CAUFOANIA • 94590-5934 • (707) 648-4315 
FAX (707) 648-4691 

August 23,2007 

Mr. Daryl K. Halls, Executive Director 
Solano Transportation Authority 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, California 94585 

SUBJECT: Funding Request - Consolidation Implementation Study 

Dear Mr. Halls: 

The City of VaJIej0 is requesting $30,000 from the Solano Transportation Authority's 
STA(F) funds to cover the costs of a Consolidation Implementation Study. 

The City anticipates that the findings and recommendations from this study will result in 
significant improvements to the transit system as a whole. 

Your favorable consideration of this request is greatly appreciated. 

Cry al Odum Ford 
Transportation Superintendent 

COF:spb 

Cc:	 Gary A. Leach 
Edwin Gato 

H:\TRANSIT\Solano Transit Authority\Consolidation Study 2007\HalIs_funding request.doc 

P,inted on G lli>c;1ciJ Pape' 



~TTACHMENTD 

MAYOR MARY ANN COURVILLE	 COUNCILMEMBERJACK B'ATCHEf,()R, JR. 
VICE MAYOR MICHAEL C. SMITH	 COUNCILMEMBERMlCHAI::L GA:OMEZ 
COUNCILMEMBER STEVE ALEXANDER	 CITY TREASURER DAViOOINGMAN . 

August 16, 2007 

Elizabeth Richards AUG ') 0 'inn'·' 
f- t..!)U!Director of Transit and Rideshare Services 

Solano Transportation Authority
 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130
 
Suisun City, CA 94585
 

Re:	 STAF Funding Support to Complete Evaluation ofthe City ofDI~~'s 

Dial A Ride Transit Service ... 

Dear Elizabeth, 

Over the past six years the City of Dixon's Dial A Ride service, known as Readi-Ride, 
has experienced nearly a 100% increase in ridership. Vehicle service hours, staffing, and 
rolling stock as also more than doubled. Toward the end of the 2006-07 fiscal year, 
Readi-Ride began to offer Saturday service. Through all this tremendous growth the 
systemh~.expenericedan even morerapid'growth in the cost to operate the system on an 
annual basis: Beginning in 2005-06 the City has used 100% of available resources from 
its Transportation DevelopIllentAct Allocation for transit operations. 

The last two Triennial Perfonnance Audits completed by MTC noted the rapid growth in 
operating costs outpacing the growth in service. A recommendation from the audits was 
for the city to take steps to monitor and control operating costs. The audits also 
recommended the city evaluate current performance indicators and implement a system 

s	 of new monitoring standards to better track performance trends. In the city's 2006-07 
IDA application the city committed to address these two issues by hiring a consultant to 
help evaluate current operating practices in order to address cost efficiency as well as to 
develop new performance indicators and tracking methods. 

As costs have again continued to rise the city has reached the ceiling of its IDA 
allocation. In order to cover the cost ofa consultant the city is requesting STAF funding 
support in the amount of $30,000. The City is proposing to complete this study during 
the 2007-08 fiscal year. 

Thanks for your attention and cOnsideration of this request. If you should have any 
questions ple1iSegiv II at 7.07 678-7000 x.l07. 

"-:' 

Jeff Matlle
 
RecI"fiation ~~uro[ffi\uniiWitytY·.•~S~er:vice~ Director
.. 

CitJl:£ll Dixon 
600 East A Street • Dixon, California· 95620-3697 

(707) 678-7000 • FAX (707) 678-0960 • TTY (707) 678-1489 



Agenda Item VI.D 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 17, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Elizabeth Richards, Director of Transit and Rideshare Services 
RE: Solano Transit Consolidation Study Phase I and Phase II Status 

Background: 
In Solano County, each City and the County fund and/or operate transit services. This 
includes local and intercity transit services as well as general public and American with 
Disabilities Act (ADA) paratransit services. A subsidized taxi program and other special 
transportation services are also funded with local transit funds and operated through local 
jurisdictions. 

Over the past several years, the issue of consolidating some or all of the services has been 
discussed and proposed. This topic was discussed by STA Board members at their 
February 2005 Board Retreat and the participants expressed interest and support for transit 
service becoming more convenient through a seamless system, that there should be a 
reasonable level of service throughout the county, and local transit issues and needs would 
have to be considered and addressed. In March 2005, the STA Board directed STA staff to 
initiate a countywide Transit Consolidation Study. In April 2005, the STA Board 
approved goals, objectives and evaluation criteria to be incorporated in the scope of work 
for this study (see Attachment A). Subsequently, STA issued a Request for Proposal 
(RFP) and DKS Associates was selected to lead the Transit Consolidation Study. 

Work began in early 2007. The first major endeavor was to conduct a great deal of 
outreach ranging from interviews with transit operator staff, other city staff, public 
officials, and others. Interviews began with STA Board members and Board alternates in 
March 2007 and with local staff and funding partners in April and continued into May and 
June. To gain a broad perspective of issues and concerns, nearly sixty (60) interviews 
were conducted. Based on initial public official input, outreach to transit users was added 
at this point in the study process. To address this, the consultants held a focus group 
meeting with the STA's Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) members in May. In 
addition, two focus group sessions with transit users were held in June. 

In May 2007, the consultants presented to the STA Board a summary of their findings 
from the interviews completed by that point. It was a broad-based summary of 
commonalities, key issues and potential challenges. Board feedback included extending 
the schedule for the study, completing the interviews, collecting user input, and analyzing 
the issues associated with preliminary consolidation alternatives prior to the return to the 
Board. 

A preliminary analysis of alternatives was presented to the Technical Advisory Committee 
(TAC) and Consortium in June. It included five (5) potential transit consolidation 
alternatives. During discussion at the TAC meeting, a sixth (6th

) alternative was requested. 
The added alternative is to consider consolidating all intercity fixed-route service and 
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American for Disabilities (ADA) paratransit service. The TAC and Consortium received 
the Draft Transit Consolidation Options Report. The Consortium received an additional 
document for review and comment - the Draft Findings on Current Services, Perceptions, 
and Trends. Both the TAC and Consortium requested more time for review and comment 
on the documents. 

Discussion: 
Subsequent to the TAC and Consortium, the STA Executive Committee discussed the 
Transit Consolidation study progress. The Executive Committee recommended that a 
Transit Consolidation Steering Committee be created consisting of the Mayors and City 
Managers of the Cities ofBenicia, Fairfield, Suisun City, and Vallejo. This group would 
guide the study effort after all local jurisdictions' staffhave reviewed and commented on 
the initial documents. 

At the July 2007 STA Board meeting, staff presented the six (6) transit consolidation 
alternatives to the STA Board along with the Executive Committee's recommendation and 
a recommendation to release the Findings report and the Options report once the TAC and 
Consortium had additional time to review. After discussion, the STA Board modified and 
approved the membership of the Transit Consolidation Steering Committee to include all 
eight (8) jurisdictions (Board member and City Manager/County Administrator). 

The Consortium and TAC submitted comments on the draft documents discussed by July 
20,2007 and this was followed by ajoint meeting ofTAC and Consortium staff to discuss 

. comments. Further refinements were requested and the Findings and Options Reports 
were modified further. They are scheduled for public release the week ofAugust 20. 

Many of the comments received on the Findings and Options Reports will be addressed in 
Phase II. The purpose of Phase II is to more deeply analyze the potential impacts of the 
various options presented and evaluate and compare the options to one another and the 
status quo. A draft scope for Phase II is being presented to the TAC and Consortium for 
infonnation at this time and will be presented to the Transit Consolidation Steering 
Committee for approval (see Attachment B). The first Transit Consolidation Steering 
Committee meeting is planned to be held in mid-September. 

Fiscal Impact:
 
Phase I of the Transit Consolidation is being funded by STAF funds included in the STA
 
budget for FY 2006-07 and FY 2007-08. Approximately $30,000 remains from Phase I
 
that will be used to partially fund Phase II. Additional funds are recommended to be
 
allocated from FY 2007-08 Northern County/Solano STAF funds along with this request
 
to MTC for $60,000 of regional STAF funds.
 

Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to authorize the Executive Director to
 
forward a letter to MTC requesting $60,000 to fund Phase II of the Solano Transit
 
Consolidation Study.
 

Attachments: 
A. STA Transit Consolidation Goals and Criteria 
B. Draft Phase II Scope of Work 
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ATTACHMENT A 

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
 

TRANSIT CONSOLIDATION STUDY
 

STA Board Goals and Criteria 

Scope of Consolidation Study: 

•	 All public transit services -local and inter-city fixed route services, local and inter­

city paratransit transit, Dial-A-Ride
 

Potential Goals of Consolidation: 

To streamline transit service, simplifying and improving access to transit use for riders 
To achieve service efficiencies and economies 

• To provide a central focus on transit service for the County 
•
 To create a robust transit service to meet the growing transit needs of the County 

Potential Criteria for Evaluating Consolidation Options: 

Cost effectiveness 
Efficient use of resources - equipment, facilities, personnel 
Service efficiency 
Improved governance -- Accountability to the public and the community 
Streamline decision-making 
Ridership and productivity impacts 
Service coordination 
Recognize local community needs and priorities 
Protect local transit service as requested by local jurisdiction 
Flexibility to meet local changing needs 

• Capacity to deliver new service while maintaining existing service 
Ability to leverage additional funding
 
Implementation needs/requirements (e.g., legal, financial)
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ATTACHMENT B 

Draft Scope of Work 

Solano Transit Consolidation Study 

Phase 2 Scope of Services 

Task 1: Evaluation of Current Operations 
• Financial Analysis. The consultant will evaluate operational financial condition of each 

transit operation in several areas. The consultant will: 
Review past year and current budgets for assessing overall financial condition. 
This includes examining measures to describe, e relative efficiency of the 
current system. 
Review all permanent and one-time revy ,i~rces for both capital and 
operating expen , 
ses. Specifically, a review of trans&,.,~ icat~l\tHp.d sources (TDA, STA, RM2, 
5307 et al) will be made. ,"'\\1;. 

Project current five-year fin~ rojection for ;j~~.Qperator based on current 
level of service (if service c ,.g~s are anticipated, in~6':fRgrate those in 

. . ) ""/:;";",.	 :0:;;""''',
projectIOns ·;;;is';. ,'b'>. "";\,
 
Summarize costs, terms and condit1:~9s ofe~~R operationafi¢~ice contract of
 
the current transiLoR~}.,!~?rs. .'i:r"ii'~ " " ':\
 
Finally, summarize'tt~~l1.fif:ll,trends and ,.".es for each operator based on 
current level of servic~\ il( }!'" "<>S;2I" 

"'-<"¢'::C '--}> ':~j/:;j" 

•	 Facilities Allalys~~.·':rh.~consultadt·~,Ul reviie;cup"~~f:f~Pilities and facilities needs of 
each operator-This will b~;J:lone as foll~~~;:'i;,;>;; 

•	 Per~ol1ll. on-siteyisit with ea€~~t{ rator to rt{'ilew all current capital facilities to 
assess !towmuch!;pf each faciH,t~js used for transit, and whether or not there are 

", any ecoribhJies()t"§,q~1~;tpat cari:t,~~ilchieved. 
", ·R~view status grall cUfi~At:1[~nslt(§i:lpitalprojects and proposals for each 

opej-atqL,,;'''';\;1 "", 
Revie\\'pi()jectedi~~;ri,tal needsf each operator for the next 20 years based on 
current ari:dprojectedd,~;y.t:::ls of service including but not limited to: maintenance 

,.facilities, adJtJ,inistrati\i~;facilities, rolling stock/vessel replacement, parking 
'facilities, dredging, service vehicles and replacement, vessel rehab, engine 
'r~pl~yements,'f~te collection technology improvements etc. 
Identify,curre,p.(;capital resources and capital plans that could be blended into 
the pot~utial cdnsolidation options. 

•	 Support Staff Analysis. The Consultant will examine the organizational systems 
(staffing) assessment of each transit operator. This will entail the following tasks: 

Review the current staffing levels of each operation by cost, FTE, fund source 
and function. 
Identify the functional responsibilities and associated stafflevels with each 
service contract. 
Identify possible issues or deficiencies with the current structures. 
Develop proposed org charts, job descriptions and financial summary of the 
current operations. 
comparisons to the status quo, for each of the potential consolidation options 
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• Service Evaluation. The consultant would evaluate current transit service by examining 
the following elements: 

Review current levels of service and accessibility offered with those services. 
Review performance standards and performance. 
Review fare structure and criteria. 
Review SRTPs to identify service plan changes projected by each operator. 
Review history of service and fare changes. 

• Paratransit Systems Evaluation. The consultant will summarize the Paratransit 
operations according to: 

Rider and trip eligibility 
Reservations systems 
Fares and trip policies 
Taxi scrip programs 
Consultant would review SRTPs an J.>,li1P-s for each operator to 
determine trends and issues surro the sewlce. 

• Governance Summary. The consultan~j;rr uld summarize t~~!~0' 
operation is governed, examining these':~t~9,~,: 

Board representation and meetmg~(~ytting ,:,:;0i;j,<:;;.,:,!;:C 
Recent participatiq£ qy decision-trl~~~~,,~ti~'ti-~hsitoperations!\;Ji;;iJJii; 
Public access andlri .. staff and d~{mf$h makers :/ 
Ways in which coo" '<:'IY, . '0!"~Y.urs wh~ri{;'tfi:W:,~it services in a jurisdiction are 
governed by another j:UQ~ iCtiorlih', ' :~1;: 

.': ";,: ., '~::< :,;>-/ . 'T. '-;g:~,~ 
,:,.:; ,',;;. ::>~:. . '::<;",<\ . ~"-')": '\;:~::~~?}:~.:, 

Task 2: Eva,uatiQ,&)~ip~~a~~a' Corl~~~Jt!,f;onat!p~~. 
Each option will be e~~l~~t~d in te¥:s ofthese\~~~;~reasof stud';. The alternatives would be fully 
detailed in finance, facilitl~~;;~l1PPQft§tSJ,ffand sert1is,~ evaluation. 

.~i~~Jiai~gfiip;~[,s~~.;;~;c::~~~l~~~!~~~aIuateoperational financial condition of 
eaG4 option. Th'e'c(in?ultarit;~W:'t~i:: 

.'>. Developc:O~~eptbU:~~~!s for each option.. The resulting budgets would also be 
T',J;:,structured to:::~~~cribe·t~~:;[elativeefficiency of the current system. 

·'i?].,eview all pe~iment and one-time revenue sources for both capital and 
.6:ilting exp~p~es anticipate for each option. Specifically, the review of 

{5Y)<'!
tra !+t4edic~1~&,.fund sources (TDA, STA, RM2, 5307 et al) will be assessed.
 
Project}~~,J-1:~!1.r:five-year financial projection for each option based on current
 
level ofs~F¥ite (if service changes are anticipated, incorporate those in
 
projections).
 
Summarize implementation issues associated with the transfer of each
 
operational service contract in each option, as needed.
 
Finally, summarize financial outlook for each option based on current level of
 
serVIce.
 
Compare each option to the status quo.
 

• Facilities Comparison. The consultant will elaborate on the facilities and facilities needs 
of each option. This will be done as follows:
 

Determine the required facilities of each option.
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Determine if shared facilities currently in use can be used in the proposed 
option. 
Determine how to create a shared-use facility or obtain "credit" for FTA funded 
facilities that would no longer be used for transit purposes. 
Determine if current transit capital projects and proposals for each operator 
should be modified based on the option. 
Project capital needs of a consolidated operation for the next 20 years based on 
current and projected levels of service including but not limited to: maintenance 
facilities, administrative facilities, rolling stock/vessel replacement, parking 
facilities, dredging, service vehicles and replacement, vessel rehab, engine 
replacements, fare collection technology improvements, etc. 
Compare each option to the status quo. 

•	 Support Staff Co~parison. The Consultant willAs::':}\:"i' .' and assess the needed 
organizational systems (staffing) assessment of,~~~ffN)'Jf£1~n. This will entail the following 
tasks: ' .'e!!$tiit: ";"i{;~r~';;, 

Forecast staffing levels of eacQigRi16n by cost, F'T'E~j?tund source and function. 
Identify the functional respq~~~iflties of each staftp~E§8n. 
Develop proposed org charts;~j~1?: descriptions and finansfal summary of the 
proposed options. "", " .,' , 
Compare each opt!9pto the status Q\19:.; . 

','k~,..;; ,", >\.~., :y.?
:..;:;/~,~<;:.::J~':>~., 

•	 Service Comparison. The cori.~~il'~ritt~9\11dcom~a ,ch option in the ability to provide 
service as follows: -'ii;,!,:,';:;'];: .'. 

Revie\\f,§~rvice levels iR::~~~;~h o~tr~¥~::~R:,? Whrlt'~G()V1mon service policies should 
be ~~~~medjn<~~choptioB'.'t,: ... ;,,;'i,;;:if;;';'~~;~~,,· ····0· 
Id~nirf;Ypoteriti"( ervice efih<J.!1{::~Df~hts ~ha<F:9st savings through possible route 
optifu:i~ation (s route ifil~~tr~ing, reduced deadhead hours, vehicle 
assignments and 'i"9ved ser¥i¢¢contracts) for each of the consolidation 

op~ions. ":;'i>' ".. .......<T,.: 
. It ',' '.• ' Comp~!;e eac~t!£Biion to the~t<lWsquo. 

.~!~~w.nceco;~:tit ~;':;,~\,,?ns~:twould develop options to govern the transit 
faciliti~s;in each optio. his woiJl51 include: 

·'!:§ummarize a ative governance structures (JPAs, districts, MOOs) to 
<la~I1tify whic the most appropriate for each alternative. 
S~~B~~~al1yose and define possible governance structures for each of the 
poteHtt~l" dation options. 

'-~,:.,,'-" 

• Summary Report of omparisons. Summarize an evaluation of each consolidation 
option based on the findings of Task 2 with a: 

Primary focus on governance issues, financial status and service quality. 
Evaluative response to the pros and cons identified in Phase 1. 

Task 3: Guidance and Implementation Documentation 
•	 Paratransit Systems Evaluation. The consultant will summarize the Paratransit operations 

according to:
 
Rider and trip eligibility
 
Reservations systems
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• 
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• 

• 

Fares and trip policies 
Taxi scrip programs 
Consultant would review SRTPs and service plans for each operator to 
determine trends and issues surrounding the service. 

Steering Committee Support. The consultant would support Steering Committee activities 
by assisting on these elements: 

Identify non-technical "fatal flaws" of a consolidation option and determining if 
alternatives can be developed. 
Participate in periodic one-on-one conversions about study findings. 
Participate in steering committee meetings. 
Develop press releases. 

Focus Group Feedback. The study would have a designated for the study to 
assist elected officials in guiding the study concept~. nJ;~~ltant would support Focus 
Group activities by assisting on these elements: /?;, , ."\,';".. 

Prepare and coordinate Focus,~t%\i~meetings asi\~~ged.
 
Determine the level of inter~§ja)§the group towards'~[(;:pnsolidation option.
 
Present study findings in draft(Qrm to obtain feedback.":.
 

",:;::; : ,~>\ 

:-'--'::.,.. . 

Study Consensus-Building andt..~~entations.'Gh9P,si¥g~~d implementifi~a particular 
option will require that a level ofy "'~~~s at the d~ti~iQ:n-making level. To do this, the 
consultant will need to provide info ,:atiQIt;;;i.nd assistaiiq~:fl~ needed. Specific efforts are 
anticipated to include: ".' ', . . . ····n; 

Prepare'~Il4c,00rdinate'1~~~1 Countjtand Boara':~9{Supervisor presentations. 
Prep~f>~:aha~o,QI"dinate di~~l\~si~p.~;>Vitijek~Yregidtial agencies and potentially 
stal~Jigislative,,()ntacts. ,..; ,:;/"';"~' 
Pr~~~ht~tudyfinplilgs in draftform to obtain feedback. 
Reseatc~~I1d ansW~r questions about consolidation option details if needed. 

Fln'llpo)jiilf~ijl\1!;J,:lan(if,~~:d~d):i't;J)n~!document describing the preferred option 
shoulq'lJe prepared, 'feg~dlessD,:t:tl1e outcom~i;··Even ifno consolidation is ultimately 
recomtifellded, this dodiffi~nt sh~j{H{J.c;onsider strategies to achieve a more coordinated system 

«·'//":f<·, -:\--.: ..;:::.--.:, -;;~'0>;-:~/: 

for the tis~r$'9fthe fixed-rout~ and pai-~~l;".ansit services in Solano County. Specific tasks are to: 
./~!epare a detailyd explahhtion of the proposed organization from the preferred 

·'dpt!pn. .:.;::, 
Pf~~}r~ informational materials (such as a four page Summary) about the
 
prefeh-Mre¢qmmendation.
 
Prepare'a§t~ategic plan of actions to achieve the preferred option.
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Agenda Item VIlA 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 13, 1007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Macaulay, Director of Planning 
RE: Final 2007 Solano Congestion Management Program 

(CMP) 

Background: 
Since 1991, California law requires urban areas to develop a Congestion Management 
Program (CMP) that plans strategies for addressing congestion problems by holding 
jurisdictions to a variety of mobility standards in order to obtain state gas tax 
subventions. This includes Level of Service (LOS) standards on the CMP network and 
transit performance measures. To help jurisdictions maintain these mobility standards, 
the CMP lists improvement projects in a seven-year Capital Improvement Program (CIP). 
Jurisdictions that are projected to exceed these standards, based on the STA's Traffic 
Forecasting Model, are required to create a deficiency plan to meet the mobility standards 
within the seven-year time frame of the CIP. 

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

MTC also periodically adopts a new Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), and uses CMPs 
as one of the sources of information for roadway networks and land uses used in the RTP 
update. MTC is in the process of updating the Transportation 2030 plan, and will use the 
2007 Solano CMP to inform that update. 

The STA Board approved the STA's current CMP in October of2005. On May 30,2007 
the STA TAC reviewed the Draft 2007 Solano CMP and forwarded it to the STA Board 
for consideration. On June 27, the STA Board forwarded the Draft 2007 Solano CMP to 
MTC for review and comment. 

Discussion: 
MTC delivered comments on the Draft 2007 Solano CMP on July 30, 2007 (Attachment 
A). The Draft 2007 Solano CMP has been revised to address the MTC comment letter, 
including the addition of a new Goods Movement element; and to provide any data 
missing from the Draft document. Attachment B is the proposed Final CMP. 

MTC requires that the CMP be submitted by September 21, 2007. The Final 2007 
Solano CMP is scheduled for adoption by the STA Board on September 12, thereby 
allowing STA to meet this requirement. 
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Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the Final 2007 Solano CMP and 
submit to MTC. 

Attachments: 
A. MTC Comment Letter dated July 30, 2007 
B. Final 2007 Solano CMP 
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ATTACHMENT A 

METROPOLITAN Joseph K. DOn H.l.... ...roCel1rcr 

Bill Dodo, Cbn;," 
~;IP.l Coumr:.nd Cities 

Scott Hnggot:y, Vice Chair 
Abmt·'Cb C":;UIl':j' 

Tom Ai1t111inuo 
Cit)· ~nd Cutin!)· ofS:ln Fr.ll:dKO 

Tum Azumb,.ado 
u.s. Dep.:utmcnr llF Hnusil'lj; 

.1J1J Urb~n n~\'l:lllrm.::nl 

TomBme5 
'Ciries ni ,..I,J:J:lh!dJ COUrof? 

Bob Blt111cbnrd 
Sl"I.mrnJ Cl.1un~· :lnd Gtic:s 

Dc-nnJ. Clm 
Ciric!'of S;IflI:l QJrA c.:OllJ\~· 

DmeCon~s~ 

,~:HK·iJri~':l ui B;;y A.r~-.l Go\unmeillS 

Dorene ,'\-1. Giocopilli 
us. OcpJlTfllCnl oiTrJJiS(llIfution 

Fedt;,.,,, D. Glf'Jve,· 
Confr.-. C<':~I;' CO'.lm}" 

Awu w: Iialncd 
SJn Fr..ncisco !la\' COtlSC(''':'UiO'l 

':lnd DC"\·dopll1f'~1 Comrnj~)10n 

SIf'i.'t! Kinsey 
i\hrin County ~nd Cil'K-S 

Sue Lm"p(!'n 
CiUl.:> liE 5:1:l ,\hlC:U County 

JOllRubill 
53n Fr:JlI:-i~C'O :\brnr":< Appointee 

BijnllSnrtipi 
Slue Bu<inc~ "frJlIsl)Of(Jtion 

Jo,l Bolfting l\gency 

James P. SperilJg 
SublW County .\tId CitifS 

AdriellilfJ. Tisrie1­
5"n ,\hfeo COllfltr 

A7I.!)'JVortb 
Citjes nfComrJ Com Count)' 

Kcn YC'ager 
SJlll"Cbr"CnUnl}' 

SlCtlC' Hcmblger 
[x.::n:;ti~'t"Direc.lor 

Am' Flem" 
OC:lluty E.'I.'C\I:i\"l;; Din:ctflf, OptrJtilln~ 

Al1dn~1J) B. £I·emier 
nt'Vu~: K,"~ci\"l: Dir~..:U!r, 

Ih~,.-\.ro::l'T.)lIA\l1hllrit}· 

TbC"uC' W. Mci'v1i1lou 
Deputy E.'n:..:uUn; Din.::crnr, Policy 

e !01 Eighth Street 
TRANSPORTATION 

Oakland, CA 94607-4700 

COMMISSION TEL 510.8/7.5700 

TTYiTOD 5l0.K!7.5769 

FAX 510.817.5848 

E-,\WL info@mtc.c•.gov 

\VEB ww·w,Jnrcxtl.gov 

July 30, 2007 

Mr. Daryl Halls 
Executive Director 
Solano Transportation Authority 
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, CA 94585 

RE: COMMENTS ON Tim DRAFT 2007 SOLANO CONGESnON MANAGEMENT 
PROGRAM 

Dear Mr. Halls: 

Thank you for submitting a copy of the Draft 2007 Solano Congestion Management Program to 
MTC for review. As you know, MTC is legally required to evaluate Bay Area congestion 
management programs (CMP) for consistency with the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP), 
and for consistency and compatibility of the programs within the region. 

We have reviewed your Draft 2007 CMP for conformance with policies outlined in MTC's CMP 
Guidance (MTC Resolution 3000, updated in June 2007), and offer the followingcomments: 

1. Goals and objectives established in the RTP 
The Draft 2007 CMP is generally consistent wiih the 2005 RTP goals ofSafety, Reliability, 
Access, Livable Communities, and Clean Air. However, the Draft CMP should be refined to 
address more fidly the EffiCient Freight Movement goal. 

2. Consistency of the system definition with adjoining counties 
The Draft 2007 CMP maintains regional continuity offacilities that cross county borders. 

The Draft 2007 CMP includes an acceptable reference to infill opportunity zones. In 
addition, the Draft 2007 CMP makes reference to current work to ident~ry potential 
candidates for infill opportunity zones or Priority Development Areas per the multi­
regional agency Focusing Our Vision (FOCUS) effort. 

3. Consistency with Federal and State air quality plans 
The Draft 2007 CMP contains a list that correlates the Federal/State TCMs with programs 
andprojects in the CMP 

4. Consistency with MTC;s travel demand model 
As required, STA staffshouldforward the CMP travel demand model, databdse and· 
assumptions to Chuck Purvis ofMTC to review the CMP model for consistency with the 
MTC travel demand model. MTC comments on the. CMP model will be sent separateZv from 
this letter. . 

J:\PROJECnCMP\2007 CMP\2007_Solano_CMPIMTC Commen Is 2007 Draft CMP Solano_v2.doc 
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METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Barr Metrae,nter 

e 10I Eighth Street 
TRANSPORTATION 

Oakland, CA 94607-4700 

COMMISSION TEL 510.817.5700 

TTYfTDD 510.817.5769 

I-l\.'( 510.817.5848 

E-MAIL info@mtc.C3.gov 

\VEB '\.~,,\.rw.mte.c3"gov 

Bill Dodd, Chan' 5. RTP financial assumptions 
i'\3P3 CuunlY :lnll Cilic~ 

T11e Draft 2007 CMP recognizes financial constraints in its Capital Improvement Program, 
Scott Haggerty, Vice Chan­ including the costs for adequately maintaining, rehabilitating, and operating the multi-

Abmed:\ CoUnty' 

modal system. . 
TomAlIrmumo 

CitYilnt' Cou(lIyofSJn Fr~ncbro 

Review Process 
Ttl111 AZflmqrtukJ MTC is scheduled to make consistency findings of the 2007 CMPs with the Transportation 203 

u.s. l)~p.rDllent o(Housiog
 
:mc.l Ur1.»ll Den~lopnleOl
 Plan in November 2007. Note that MTC cannot make a final consistency finding until the 

congestion management agency (CMA) has officially adopted the CMP. We have requestedth 
Tom81!lt:.S CMAs submit their final CMPs to MTC by September 21,2007.Citks of Ab.m~·d;l CoUlll)' 

Bob Blnnchm"d Please feel free to contact me at 510.817.5794 or Valerie Knepper, who is coordinating the CMScnom:J Collnty and Ciric:-s 

consistency review, at 5 IO.81 7.5824 ifyoll have any questions. 
Deal/]. Ch" 

GOd OIS:lnL";1 Cbn COUIlrr 

SinCerelY'.-.-.DOve Corlf'se 
!~s,)\·i.1;jon of lhy _\r~1. Gon:mm.:nts 

DOUJU ~H. Giacopiu; ~. ~~--
V.S. DqulUTlrm ofTunsp"rt;l.tion 

Raymon Kan 
Federnl D. Gluuer Transportation Planner!Analyst 
~ 

Conrra Costa CDunrr 

Amle ~: Halsted cc: Valerie Knepper, MTC 
S31l fr.mnK"O O:tr Cunserv.:uion
 
':1nd D('vdopmc;:nr Conuninion Robert Macaulay, STA
 

Robert Guerrero, STA 
Steve Kinsey 

.\hrin Coumr and CitieS" 

J:\PROJECnCMPI2007 CMP12007_Solano_CMP\Comments_SolanoCMP_2007_Letter-doc 

Slie LcmpeJ-t 
Ci(ies ofS:lIl ;\1:I\co COWl!)" 

Jon Rubin 
S:1n f ...nc1scu ;\'I2)"0r'S Appointeo:::: 

Bijfm Sm"tipi 
SUit: Bosin.:,;",:. Tnnsport:lrivn
 

2nd Housing A~cncy
 

JOlnU P. Spa-ing 
Sobnn C:OUIIC)' ~J Ciries 

AdrienneJ. Tis~iu
 

S~n Ahleo Countr
 

Amy Worth 
Cities: n(C..untn C~t:\ COUJ1I}" 

Ke7J Yenger 
s',m:l. CI30 Count)' 

SUve Heminger 
F,,'ccuu..'e l)irectDr 

AmlFkmu 
De:p':.lty E.~uti~'C Director, OpU3Qol\.( 

Andrew B. H"e1ll;er 
Dcput}, Excctll:h'~ Oirt'Clcw,
 

&y~ToI1Authority
 

Therese W. /IIlcJlIlilJn.n 
l>epll~" JixecuU'I'C DirtC1or, Polic)" J:\PROJECnCMPI2007 CMP12007_Sola"1_lMP\MTC Comments 2007 Draft CMP Solano_v2.doc 



ATTACHMENTB
 

A copy of the Final 2007 Solano CMP
 
has been provided to the
 

TAC members
 
Under separate enclosure.
 

You may obtain a copy of the Final 2007 Solano CMP
 
by contacting the STA at (707) 424-6075.
 

Thank you.
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Agenda Item VII.B 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 17,2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Senior Planner 
RE: Draft North Connector Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) 

Corridor Concept Plan 

Background: 
The STA began the North Connector Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) 
Corridor Concept Plan in January 2007. The corridor concept plan is related to the 1­
80/I-680/State Route (SR) 12 Interchange's North Connector Project. The TLC Corridor 
Concept Plan's scope encompasses the planned North Connector roadway segments 
between Abernathy Road and SR 12/Jameson Canyon as well as adjacent streets in the 
Fairfield and County jurisdictions. The primary purpose of this plan is to develop design 
improvements with TLC concepts, which include alternative modes connections, such as 
bicycle and pedestrian, to residential, employment, civic and retail land uses throughout 
the corridor. 

The planning and engineering firm, ARUP, was selected to assist in the development of 
the plan. ARUP and STA staff met three (3) times with a working group consisting of 
staff from Solano County and City of Fairfield planning and public works departments. 
Staff also provided a presentation of the corridor's opportunities and constraints to a joint 
meeting with the Solano Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and Pedestrian Advisory 
Committee (PAC) on March 8, 2007. On May 10, 2007, the staff working group and 
ARUP hosted a Public Workshop at Nelda Mundy Elementary School. The public 
workshop attendance was relatively small which allowed staff and consultants to give 
participants more detailed information regarding the project's parameters. 

Discussion: 
Since the public workshop in May, a draft North Connector TLC Corridor Concept Plan 
was developed and reviewed by the working group, Solano BAC and PAC. The Draft 
Concept Plan is available under separate cover. The Draft Concept Plan includes: 

• a detailed background on the plan, 
• existing conditions, 
• TLC improvements/components, 
• corridor design themes, 
• conceptual bicycle, pedestrian, and transit improvements, 
• preliminary cost estimates for concept projects 

Comments received to date include minor edits such as clarification on existing transit 
services and street nameslintersection descriptions. There are also follow up comments 
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that need to be evaluated further as they relate to the overall North Connector Project. 
Specifically, STA. staff and ARUP will further evaluate Project # E: Central Section 
Bicycle Lane Network. 

The City of Fairfield identified an inconsistency between what was proposed in the TLC 
Corridor Plan with what will be constructed as part of the North Connector Road Project 
on two potential bike lane alignments. The final draft TLC Corridor Plan will clarify the 
concept route alignment and will be revised ifnecessary in this project area. However, it 
should be noted that all of the projects proposed in the TLC Corridor Plan are concepts 
and will need further evaluation as funding becomes available for each specific project. 
Actual alignments and project components will need to be decided upon by the lead 
project sponsor before design and construction is initiated. The TLC Corridor Plan is a 
planning document identifying the desires of the community given potential future 
opportunities and constraints. The plan will be an advocacy tool for Fairfield Solano 
County and STA for future TLC and bicycle/pedestrian funds. 

STA staff is seeking a recommendation by the STA TAC to release the draft TLC 
Corridor Concept Plan for public comment at this time. All comments received will be 
considered in the development of the final North Connector TLC Corridor Concept Plan. 
Pending Board approval to release the draft for public comment, the deadline for 
comments will be Friday, October 12, 2007. At that point, STA staff and ARUP will 
work to develop a final document for TAC and Board approval consideration at their 
November and December meetings respectively. 

Fiscal Impact: 
This project is fully funded through the STA's Transportation Planning Land Use 
Solutions (T-PLUS) funds for a total of$40,000. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to release the draft North Connector 
Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Corridor Concept Plan for public 
comment with a deadline for comment submittals by Friday, October 12,2007. 

Attachment: 
A.	 Draft North Connector TLC Corridor Concept Plan (To be provided under 

separate cover.) 
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Agenda Item VII1.A 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 20, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects 
RE: 10-Year Funding Outlook for Highway and Transit Facilities 

Background: 
The State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) is expected to bring in $22.320
 
million to $25.838 million every two years for Solano County over the four cycles. The
 
components of the STIP are Highway Funds, Public Transportation Account (PTA) and
 
Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds.
 

In January 2007 the STA Board was presented a two tier funding priority list for future STIP
 
funds. These priorities were the bases of programming the 2006 STIP Augmentation in
 
February 2007. This two-tier priority list is shown in Attachment A.
 

With the passage ofProposition 1B by the voters in November 2006, the county will receive
 
additional funds for transit projects. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
 
passed Resolution 3814 (Attachment B) regarding the distribution and use of the $347
 
million of Bay Area share ofProposition 1B Regional Transit capital funds and $72 million
 
ofuncommitted State Transit Assistance (STA) regional discretionary funds estimated to be
 
available over the next ten years. Of this total $419 million to be available, Solano County
 
will receive a portion of the funds through the $35 million for Small OperatorslNorth
 
Counties - Capital Improvements. In addition the County will also receive a funding from
 
the $133 million Lifeline Funding for Transit Operators and $20 million State Transit
 
Assistance (STA) Base/Proposition 42 Estimates for Lifeline Funding for Transit Operators.
 

Discussion:
 
Development of a ten-year funding plan for both highway element projects and transit
 
projects will guide future programming actions of the Board and help project sponsors
 
understand potential funding availability from these two primary fund sources.
 

MTC staffhas completed ten-year STIP fund estimate. This fund estimate has not been
 
adopted by the California Transportation Commission (CTC), but is rather an anticipated
 
level of funding if no unexpected state budget crises' occur. The fund estimates assumes a
 
5% growth with each STIP cycle. The estimates are:
 

2008 STIP (Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-12 and 2012-13)
 
$12.528 M Highway Funds
 
$8.957 M PTA Funds
 
$0.836 MTE
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2010 STIP (FY 2013-14 and 2014-15) 
$13.154 M Highway Funds 
$9.405 M PTA Funds 
$0.877 M TE 

2012 STIP (FY 2015-16 and 2016-17) 
$13.812 M Highway Funds 
$9.875 M PTA Funds 
$0.921 M TE 

2014 STIP (FY 2017-18 and 2018-19) 
$14.502 M Highway Funds 
$10.369 M PTA Funds 
$0.967 MTE 

The actual funds available for programming in each cycle are based on the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC)'s adopted fund estimate that is completed just prior to the 
actual programming of funds. 

MTC Resolution 3814 may bring to Solano County as much as $1 million per year over the 
next ten years from the $35 million for Small Operators/North Counties - Capital 
Improvements. Specifics regarding the distribution of these funds are expected to be worked 
out by MTC this fall. 

MTC's Lifeline Transportation Funding Program funding is intended to improve mobility for 
residents oflow-income communities and, more specifically, to fund solutions identified 
through the community-based transportation plans. Each community's needs are unique and 
will therefore require different solutions to address local circumstances. In Solano and other 
counties, these funds have been used to fund Welfare to Work and Community Based 
Transportation Planning priority projects. In June 2006, the STA Board allocated the first 
Lifeline Funds for the County. The regional commitment to this program provided for in 
Resolution 3814 will provide additional resources for this program. Based on staff 
discussions with MTC it is estimated that Solano County will receive $8 million over the ten 
years for eligible recipients. 

STA staff will use these estimates as a basis for developing a ten-year highway and transit 
capital plan for the County. The plan will consider projects that can be fully funded and 
constructed over the next ten years with an initial goal of construction within five (5) years. 
The STA staff will be meeting over the next several weeks with project sponsors in 
preparation of this plans development. 

Fiscal Impact: 
There is no fiscal impact as this is an informational item only. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachments: 
A. January 2007 STIP Funding Priorities 
B.	 MTC's Proposition IB Regional Transit Funding - Resolution 3814
 

134
 



STIP Funding Priorities (January 2007)\TTACHMENT A 

Tier One (Near Term Projects): 
Jepson Parkway 

1.	 Walters Road Extension - This new road alignment will provide a grade 
separated crossing ofthe Union Pacific Rail main line as well as a new north­
south route parallel to Peabody Road. It also improves access to the City of 
Fairfield's Industrial Park. 

2.	 Vanden Road - The widening of this existing road in unincorporated Solano 
County is needed to improve safety along this narrow county road that 
provides access to the North Gate of Travis AFE. 

3.	 Walters Road - A minor widening for the segment between E. Tabor and Air 
Base Parkway is planned to provide a raised median and shoulders. 

4.	 Leisure Town Road - The widening of Leisure Town Road to four lanes, 
between 1-80 and Vanden Road, addresses future needs on the northern half of 
the Jepson Parkway corridor. 

S.	 Cement Hill Road - The widening of the segment of Cement Hill between 
Walters Road Extension and Peabody Road provides the final link in the four­
lane parkway. 

North Connector - West Section 
The Central and East Sections are currently fully funded with construction scheduled to 
begin in 2007 for the Central Section and 2008 for the East Section. The West Section 
should be constructed in conjunction with the 1-80/1-680/State Route (SR) 12 Interchange 
Project. 

EB 1-80 Aux. Lane: Travis to Air Base Pkwy 

Potential Tier One Projects (Waiting List): 
~ Travis Air Force Base Access 
~ WB 1-80 Aux. Lane: W. Texas to Abernathy 
~ WB 1-80 Aux. Lane: Waterman to Travis Blvd. 
~ Vallejo Station 
~ Fairfield-Vacaville Train Station (Phase 1) 
~ 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange 
~ Vallejo Ferry Maintenance Facility (Phase 1) 
~ Vacaville Intermodal Station 

Tier Two (Long Term Projects): 
1-80 High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lane Opportunity Project 
Provide for the environmental and design to keep the project shelf ready while 
construction funding is sought from both the Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) and 
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP) for the Project. 

SR 12 Jameson Canyon Project - Phase 2 
Caltrans projects the environmental document will be completed in January 2008. The 
financial support to the Project from STA is important to be sure there is a demonstrated 
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share in the partnership with Napa County Transportation Planning Agency (NCTPA) 
and Caltrans. Should this project be a successful recipient of funding from the Corridor 
Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA), it is recommended that this project be shifted to 
a Tier One project and have Solano County STIP be programmed to provide for 
proportional share of the support costs for design, right-of-way, and construction 

Dixon Multi-Modal Transportation Center 
Based on the demonstrated success of the City of Dixon combined with the determination 
to deliver the next phase of the improvements, it is recommended to provide for funding 
the preliminary engineering and environmental. 

Potential Tier Two Projects (Waiting List): 
~ Curtola Park-and-Ride (Vallejo) 
~ Benicia Intermodal Transportation Center 
~ Fairfield Transportation Center (Phase 4) 
~ Vacaville Intermodal Transportation Center (Phase 2) 
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ATTACHlVIENT B 

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. BortMetroCenter e 10 I Eighth Street 
TRANSPORTATION 

Oakland, CA 9%07-4700 
COMMISSION Tel: 510.%4.7700 

TDDnTY: 510.464.7769 

Fax: nO.%4.78't8 

MemQrandum 
TO: Commission DATE: June 20, 2007 

FR: Executive Director 

RE: Proposition 1B Regional Transit FundirJg - Resolution 3814 

At its May meetirJg, the Commission approved a motion to contirJue this item to the June 27th meetirJg 
to provide more time to resolve the Caltrain Right-of-Way issue and consider the BART Board match 
proposal for the East Contra Costa and Warm SprirJgs BART extension projects. The Commission 
directed staff to develop fundirJg options for consideration on June 27th

. This memo outlirJes the 
original staffproposal and three additional options. Further analysis is included irJ the attached 
PowerpoirJt presentation. 

Summary 
At its January meetirJg, the Legislation Committee directed staff to prepare a draft proposal for the 
Proposition lB Population-based Transit capital fundirJg, with an emphasis on how these funds might 
help address the needs oflow-income and minority communities. 

The staff proposal, released at the March 7, 2007 Programming and Allocations Committee meetirJg, 
developed a framework for the distribution of the roughly $347 million irJ Proposition lB Regional 
Transit capital funds and the $72 million irJ uncommitted State Transit Assistance (STA) regional 
discretionary funds estimated to be available over the next ten years. 

After the March meetirJg and with irJput from advisory committees, partner agencies and the public, 
staff released a revised proposal for the May 9,2007 Programming and Allocations Committee. 

At the May 9th committee meetirJg, staff was directed to contirJue working with the partner agencies 
on the CaltrairJ Right-of-Way (ROW) issue, consider an offer from the BART Board to provide $20 
million Proposition lB-revenue funds each to the East Contra Costa and Warm SprirJgs BART 
extension projects ifMTC would match with Proposition lB-population funds, and review the request 
to elimirJate the match requirement for Small Operator Capital funds. 

On the CaltrairJ ROW condition, discussions between San Francisco, San Mateo, and Santa Clara 
officials have been on-going. We will present an update - and, we hope, a resolution of this issue - at 
the June 2ih Commission meetirJg. 
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Resolution 3814 - Proposition 1B Regional Transit Funding 
June 27, 2007 
Page 2 of3 

Proposal Options 
The chart below outlines the staff proposal and three additional options for funding the BART 
projects. Additional funding detail on each option is included in the Powerpoint presentation. 

Lifeline Funding for Transit Operators 153 134 139 143
 
Urban Core Transit Improvements 169 209 209 203
 
Small Operators - Operating Enhancements 41 41 41 41
 
Small Operators - Capital Improvements 35 35 30 32
 
Zero Emission Buses 10 0 0 0
 
Pro ram Reserves 11 0 0 0
 

Option 1 
Accept BART's $40 million match offer. To make room for the additional $40 million, funding for 
the Program Reserve ($11 million) and the Zero Emission Bus (ZEB) program ($10 million) is 
eliminated. The remaining $19 million is deducted from the Lifeline program. 

Option 2 
Accept BART's $40 million match offer. To make room for the additional $40 million, funding for 
the Program Reserve ($11 million) and ZEB program ($10 million) is eliminated. The remaining $19 
million is deducted proportionally from the Lifeline program and the Small Operator Capital program. 

Option 3 
Accept BART's match offer at a proportionally reduced amount of$34 million ($6 million less than 
the request). To make room for the additional $34 million, funding for the Program Reserve ($11 
million) and the ZEB program ($10 million) is eliminated. The remaining $13 million is deducted 
proportionally from the Lifeline program and the Small Operator Capital program. 

The options assume a static funding level of$419 million. Should the final enacted FY 2007-08 State 
Budget include Spillover revenues, these and future Spillover revenues could backfill any reductions 
made to the Lifeline, Small Operator or Urban Core programs. 

Under all options, staffrecommends that Attachments A and B to Resolution 3814 be amended as 
follows: 

1.	 Increase by $11 million operating funding to the Lifeline program as a result ofshifting 
prior reserve funds (Attachment A); 

2.	 Elimination ofthe match requirement for Small Operator Capital funds (Attachment B, 
#10); 

3.	 Increasing the commitment by $10 million, for a total of $20 million, in federal formula 
program funds for the ZEB program to replace the Proposition IB funds (Attachment 
B, #11); and 

4.	 Any programmatic reductions in the approved option will be restored through FY 
2007-08 and future Spillover revenues. (Attachment B, new general term) 
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Resolution 3814 - Proposition IB Regional Transit Funding 
June 27,2007 
Page 3 of3 

Staff recommends that the above four modifications be included with the option selected by the 
Commission. Once the Commission adopts an option, the attached resolution will be updated to 
reflect the Commission action. 

Steve Heminger 

Attachment 
J:\COMMITTE\Commission\2007IJune 2007\Prop lB Transit-June 2007 memo.doc 
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Date: June 27, 2007 
W.I.: 1515 

Referred by: PAC 

ABSTRACT 

Resolution No. 3814 

This resolution adopts the programming framework for the Proposition IB Regional Transit Funding 

Program for the San Francisco Bay Area. 

Further discussion ofthis action is contained in the MTC Executive Director's Memorandum dated May 

9,2007. 

Attachment A Proposition lB Investment Categories 

Attachment A-I Estimated Uncommitted STA Base and Proposition 42 Investment Categories 

Attachment B Terms and Conditions 
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Date: June 27, 2007 
W.I.: 1515 

Referred by: PAC 

RE: Programming Framework for the Proposition 1B Regional Transit Funding Program 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
 

RESOLUTION NO. 3814
 

WHEREAS, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is the regional 

transportation planning agency for the San Francisco Bay Area pursuant to Government Code 

Section 66500 et seq.; and 

WHEREAS, MTC has adopted, pursuant to Government Code Sections 66508 and 

65080, a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP); and 

WHEREAS, Senate Bill 1266 (Statutes 2006, Chapter 25) establishes the Public 

Transportation Modenllzation, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account as part of the 

Highway, Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Fund of2006 (Government 

Code 8879.20 et seq.) ; and 

WHEREAS, MTC is the recipient of the population-based funding in the Public 

Transportation Modenllzation, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account and State 

Transit Assistance (STA) funds pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99313 and 99314; and 

WHEREAS, MTC is the recipient of the population-based State Transit Assistance (STA) 

funds pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99312; and 

WHEREAS, MTC has developed, in cooperation with partner agencies and public input, a 

Programming Framework for the Proposition IB Regional Transit Funding Program, including 

additional STA base and Proposition 42 funding estimated to be available between FY 2008-09 

and FY 2017-18 after meeting existing commitments; and 

WHEREAS, staff has prepared program priorities for the Proposition IB funding 

established in Attachment A and subject to conditions in Attachment B, said attachments attached 

hereto and incorporated herein as though set forth at length; and 

142
 



WHEREAS, staffhas prepared program priorities for the additional STA Base and 

Proposition 42 funds, after considering existing commitments between FY 2008-09 and FY 2017­

18, established in Attachment A-I, attached hereto and incorporated herein as though set forth at 

length, 'and subject to conditions in Attachment B; and 

WHEREAS, a public comment and input period was held between March 7, 2007 and 

May 1,2007 on the Programming Framework for the Proposition IB Regional Transit Funding 

Program; and 

WHEREAS, MTC's Programming and Allocations Committee has considered public 

comments and input and recommends adoption of the Programming Framework for the 

Proposition IB Regional Transit Funding Program; now, therefore, be it 

RESOLVED, that MTC adopts the Programming Framework for the Proposition lB 

Regional Transit Funding Program, attached hereto as Attachment A and A-I and fmds it 

consistent with the RTP or proposed changes to the RTP; and, be it further 

RESOLVED, that staff is directed to identify and adopt annual priorities for the 

Proposition IB funding based on annual appropriation levels set by the Legislature, project cash 

flow needs, and funding limits and conditions established in Attachments A and B; and 

RESOLVED, that staff is directed to identify a specific allocation method for State Transit 

Assistance (STA) Population Base and Proposition 42 funds, identified in Attachment A-I, no 

later than December 2007, before the development of the FY 2008-09 Fund Estimate; and 

RESOLVED, that staffprepare amendments to the existing STA Population-Based Policy 

(MTC Resolution 2310) to incorporate the funding allocation established to allow annual 

estimates for programs in Attachment A-I for further Commission review and approval; and 

RESOLVED, that MTC's adoption of the Programming Framework for the Proposition 

IB Regional Transit Funding Program is for planning purposes only, with each project still subject 

to MTC's project review and application approval pursuant to MTC Resolution Nos. 3115 and 

3075; and, be it further 
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RESOLVED, that the Executive Director shall forward a copy of this resolution, and such 

other information as may be required to the California Transportation Commission, Caltrans, and 

to such other agencies as may be appropriate. 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Bill Dodd, Chair 

The above resolution was entered 
into by the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission at a regular meeting 
ofthe Commission held in Oakland, 
California, on June 27,2007. 
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Date: June 27,2007 
W.I.: 1515 

Referred by: PAC 

Attachment A 
Resolution No. 3814 
Page 1 of 1 

Proposition IB Commitments 

Amount 
Investment Category Source (in millions) 

Lifeline 
Lifeline Funding for Transit Operators Prop1B 133 

Subtotal - Lifeline Program 133 

Urban Core Transit Improvements 
BART to SFO/Warm Springs Prop1B 24 
San Francisco Muni Central Subway Prop1B 100 
Santa Clara VTA Line 522/523 Bus Rapid Transit Prop1B 45 

Subtotal - Urban Core Transit Improvements 169 

Small Operators/North Counties 
Small Operators - Capital Improvements Prop1B 35 

Subtotal - Small Operators 35 

Zero Emission Bus Program 
ZEB AC Transit 
ZEB Santa Clara VTA 

Prop1B 
Prop1B 

6 
4 

Subtotal - Zero Emission Buses 10 

ITotal $347 

Note: Based on Bay Area population share ofProposition 1B Transit, using 19% of$1.5 billion 
statewide population total. 
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Date: June 27,2007 
W.I.: 1515 

Referred by: PAC 

Attachment A-I 
Resolution No. 3814 
Page 1 of 1 

STA Base and Proposition 42 Estimates
 
(Based on 10-year revenue forecast: FY 2008-09 to FY 2017-2018)
 

t:stlmatea 
Amount 

Investment Category Source (in millions) 

Lifeline 
Lifeline Funding for Transit Operators STA Base 20 

Subtotal - Lifeline Program 20 

Small Operators/North Counties 
Small Operators - Operating Enhancements STA Prop 42 41 
Subtotal - Small Operators 41 

Program Reserve 
Program Reserves 
Program Reserves 

STA Base 
STAProp42 

6 
5 

Subtotal· Program Reserves 11 

ITotal $72 

Note: Based on estimated funding using revenues included in September 2006 Short Range Transit Plans and 
after considering existing program commitments. 
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Date: June 27, 2007 
W.I.: 1515 

Referred by: PAC 

Attachment B 
Resolution No. 3814 
Page 1 of 1 

Terms and Conditions 

General Terms 
1.	 Up to $32 million in Regional Coordination expenses may be swapped to Prop IB capital 

funds to increase the operating capacity within the augmented Lifeline program. 

Lifeline 
2.	 The Lifeline program will be administered through the existing county-level process managed 

by the congestion management agencies (and co-administered in Santa Clara County by VTA 
and the County Social Services Agency). Project selection will be determined county by 
county based on priorities developed through the local Community Based Transportation Plan 
or an equivalent as identified in the Lifeline Transportation Program guidelines. Additional 
r-rojects identified by transit operators that benefit low-income residents may also be eligible if 
approved through the countywide project evaluation process. 

3.	 Funding amounts in the Lifeline program will be assigned to each county, based on that 
county's share ofpoverty population reported in the 2000 Census. The county distribution 
percentages may be revisited when 2010 Census information is available. 

Urban Core 
4.	 The BART to SFOIWSX funds are subject to MTC Resolutions 3795,3147, and 3767 that 

govern the BART-SFO Settlement Agreement. 
5.	 Other projects in the Urban Core Transit Improvements category shall match the Proposition 

IB contribution with a 1:1 match using the Proposition IB Transit Revenue-based funds. 
6.	 Other projects in the Urban Core Transit Improvements category shall demonstrate a full 

funding plan. 
7.	 Proposition IB funding for the Santa Clara VTA Line 522/523 Bus Rapid Transit and the San 

Francisco Muni Central Subway is contingent upon settlement of outstanding Caltrain Right­
of-Way issues between Santa Clara VTA, SFMTA, and Samtrans. 

Small Operators/Northern Counties 
8.	 Eligible agencies for the Small OperatorlNorthern Counties funding category are: Central 

Contra Costa Transit Authority, Eastern Contra Costa Transit Authority, Livermore Amador 
Valley Transit Authority, Union City Transit, Western Contra Costa Transit Authority and all 
STA-eligible transit operators in Marin, Napa, Solano and Sonoma counties. 

9.	 Allocations to Solano county operators in the Small OperatorlNorthern Counties category 
shall follow concurrences by the Solano Transportation Authority to aid in transit service 
coordination and potential agency consolidation efforts. 
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10. Operators in the Small Operator/Northern Counties category shall match the Proposition lB 
contribution with a 2: 1 match (for every $2 in Population-based funds, provide $1 match of 
local/other funds). The Proposition lB funds can be used as the local match for FTA projects. 

Zero Emission Bus (ZEBl Program 
11. Up to $10 million in regional Surface Transportation Program and/or Federal Transit 

Administration formula funds will be directed to the ZEB program to fulfill program 
commitments. 
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Agenda Item VIII.E 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 20, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 
RE: Obligating and Advancing Fiscal Year (FY) 2008-09 Projects 

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). 

A major source of federal aid funding comes from the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient 
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU). This bill authorizes funds for 
federal funding programs such as Surface Transportation Program (STP), Congestion Mitigation 
and Air Quality Program (CMAQ), and the Transportation Enhancements Program (TE). 
Through MTC, the STA uses these fund sources for the following countywide transportation 
funding programs: 

•	 Local Streets and Roads Rehabilitation Program (about $2-3M every two years) 
•	 Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) (about $3-4M every three years) 
•	 Solano Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) Program (about $3M every two 

years) 
•	 Solano Alternative Fuels Grant Program ($200,000 for its first cycle) 
•	 Solano Safe Routes to School Program ($150,000 for its first cycle) 

Local project sponsors who receive a recommendation from the STA to use these federal funds 
must follow additional MTC and Caltrans Local Assistance project delivery procedures to 
program and obligate their funds (e.g., Transportation Improvement Program (TIP) amendments, 
Resolutions of Local Support, E-76 Project Obligation Requests, etc). 

Discussion: 
With the last year ofSAFETEA-LU approaching (FY 2008-09), MTC is recommending that 
projects with funds programmed in FY 2008-09 attempt to obligate their projects in FY 2007-08 
(see attachment A). Potentially, $60 million in STP/CMAQ funding will be rescinded from the 
Bay Area on September 30, 2009. Projects that have STP/CMAQ FY 2008-09 funds that do not 
receive an obligation by May 30, 2009 will not have that funding carried over to the next fiscal 
year, meaning that the Bay Area region will lose funds through the rescission. In the past, these 
unobligated apportionments of funds were allowed to be carried over into the next federal 
transportation bill reauthorization (nearly $100 million in STP/CMAQ). 

149
 



MTC allots programming capacity of federal funds to congestion management agencies for their 
local countywide programs per fiscal year. These funds can be programmed within the 
SAFETEA-LU timeframe (as late as FY 2008-09). The following funding programs have 
additional programming capacity in FY 2007-08: 

STA Funding Program Federal Funds : Federal Fund Capacity 
Programmed in FY 07-08 Remaining in FY 07-08 

Local Streets and Roads $102,000 $672,000 (Vallejo - Lemon St Rehab) 
Solano Bike/Ped $537,640 $625,000 (MTC Regional Bike/Ped) 
SolanoTLC* $0 $650,160 (CMAQ/ECMAQ) 
Alternative Fuels* $0 $100,000 (ECMAQ) 
*STA Staff IS recommendmg projects for these two programs m September. FY 2007-08 capacity IS avaIlable for these new
 
projects. STA TLC projects approved Dec. 2006 have yet to submit TIP amendments for federal funding.
 
**$60,200 in FY 07/08 is reserved for the Safe Routes to School Program; however, a call for projects has not been announced.
 

The STA can advance projects programmed in FY 2008-09 with the funding capacity remaining 
in FY 2007-08. This is not a call for projects with additional funds. 

Fairfield 

Benicia 

Fairfield 

Solano County 

McGary Road Regional Bike 
Path 

State Park Road Overcrossing 

West Texas Street Gateway 
Project 
Old Town Cordelia 

Bike/Ped 

TLC 
Capital 
Bike/Ped 

TLC 

Solano County 

Vacaville 
Vacaville 

Vacaville 

Solano County 

Ulatis Creek Bike Path (Ulatis 
to Leisure Town) 

Vacaville-Dixon Bikeway 
Phase II 

Ulatis Creek Bike Path 
(Allison to 1-80) 

Nob Hill Bike Path 

Improvement Project 

Vacaville-Dixon Bikeway 
Phase III 

Bike/Ped 

Bike/Ped 
Capital 

Bike/Ped 

Bike/Ped 

Bike/Ped 

Ifproject sponsors have projects programmed in FY 2008-09 that they can obligate in FY 2007­
08, please contact Sam Shelton by September 25,2007. 

Recommendation: 
Infonnational. 

Attachment: 
A.	 MTC's SAFETEA STP/CMAQ Delivery Update staff report, 7-16-2007
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ATTACHMENT A 

METROPOLITAN Joseph P. Bort MetroCenrer 

101 Eighth Stteet 
TRANS PO R TAT ION 

Oakland, CA 94607-4700 

Tel: 510.464.7700 

TDDrrTY: 510.464.7769 

Fox: 510.464.7848 

Memorandum 

TO: Programming and DelivelY Working Group DATE: July 16, 2007 

FR: Ross McKeown W.1. 1515 

RE: SAFETEA STP/CMAQ Delivery Update 

Background 

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient, Transportation Equity Act (SAFETEA) expires in 
approximately two years on September 30,2009. This may seem a .Iong way off, but in reality, we need to 
work now to ensure Surface Transportation Program (STP) and Congestion Management and Air Quality 
Improvement (CMAQ) funds will not be lost to the region. A few key issues make it more critical that all 
STP/CMAQ funding programmed under SAFETEA be obligated by the end of SAFETEA, or earlier. The 
Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs), Transit Operators, and project sponsors need to be aware of 
these issues, to avoid loss offunding. These issues are: 1) Regional Delivery Policy Deadlines; 2) TIP 
uncertainty; and 3) SAFETEA Rescission. 

Regional Funding Delivery Deadlines 

The Regional Project Delivery Policy (MTC Resolution 3606) requires that committed funds be obligated
 
by established deadlines. Policy dictates that funding be programmed in the federal Transportation
 
Improvement Program (TIP) in the year of apportionment and that these funds be obligated by May 31 of
 
the apportionment (programmed) year. Although apportionments are available for 4 years under federal
 
regulations, they are only available for three years under state statute (AB 1012). Furthermore, the
 
Obligation Authority (OA) that is provided for the apportionment is only valid for the fiscal year in which
 
the OA is made available. These federal, state and regional deadlines make it imperative that projects be
 
delivered as programmed in the TIP.
 

Specifically, the regional project delivery policy requires that STP/CMAQ funds programmed in
 
FY 2008-09 must be obligated by May 31,2009 (with the obligation request due to Caltrans by March 1,
 
2009). Since FY 2008-09 is the last year of SAFETEA, no exceptions will be allowed, and any funds not
 
obligated by the May 31, 2009 deadline will likely be lost.
 

Potential TIP Lapse 

Under SAFETEA, a region must have a SAFETEA-compliant TIP and Plan by July 1, 2007. MTC will 
meet this deadline for the TIP, but the Plan will not be deemed SAFETEA-compliant until March 2009, 
when the new Plan update is approved. Although amendments may be made to the TIP since it is 
considered SAFTEA-compliant, the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) has indicated it cannot 
approve a new TIP unless and until the RTP is considered SAFETEA-compliant. Unfortunately the 
current 2007 TIP expires on October I, 2008, with the next Plan update not scheduled to be approved 
until March 2009. Therefore, it is possible the TIP will be in a lapse between October 2008 and March 
2009. During this time, amendments to the TIP will not be approved. It is unclear whether FHWA will 
approve obligations during this time. Project sponsors may want to consider advancing a project from 
FY 2008-09 into FY 2007-08 if they need an obligation of funds during the lapse, assuming of course that 
post-obligation deadlines can still be met. MTC has prepared a 'Gap Analysis' for its RTP, and will be 
meeting with FHWA to detennine whether that is sufficient to consider the current RTP as meeting 
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SAFETEA STP/CMAQ Delivery Update 
July 13,2007 

SAFETEA requirements. Until that meeting in late July it remains uncertain whether FHWA will approve 
a new TIP in October 2008. 

SAFETEA Rescission 

Every year Congress rescinds apportion of unobligated apportionment provided to the States. In FY 2006­
07 alone, $4.8 million in CMAQ funding was rescinded from the MTC region, with a similar rescission 
expected for FY 2007-08. Within SAFETEA itself is a provision to rescind unobligated apportionment at 
the end of SAFETEA totaling $8.5 billion nationally with the potential of $60 million in apportionment to 
be rescinded from the region on September 30, 2009 - more than one year's worth ofCMAQ. In previous 
federal Acts unused apportionment was allowed to be carried over into the next Act. This happened in 
TEA 21 when approximately $100 million in unobligated STP/CMAQ apportionment was carried over 
into SAFETEA and obligated using SAFETEA OA. Unfortunately, as a result of the SAFETEA 
rescission, it is expected that any unobligated apportionment balance will not be carried forward into 
reauthorization, meaning that the region will lose funds. 

Conclusion 

As we approach the end of SAFETEA we must pay close attention and respond to these critical factors 
that will impact project delivery and the availability offederal funds at the end of the federal Act: 1) The 
regional project delivery policy (MTC Resolution 3606) requires that all SAFETEA STP/CMAQ funds 
be obligated no later than May 31,2009 (with the obligation request due to Caltrans by March 1,2009); 
2) Under SAFETEA $8.5 billion in federal funds will be rescinded with the potential of $60 million in 
apportionment to be rescinded from the region on September 30, 2009; and 3) The TIP may go into a 
lapse from October 1,2008 through March 2009, with a possibility that federal funds could not be 
obligated during that timeframe. 

It is therefore strongly encouraged that project sponsors review project schedules to ensure they can meet 
the regional obligation deadlines for both FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09, and perhaps consider advancing 
projects from FY 2008-09 into FY 2007-08 if possible, considering the uncertainties that lie ahead. Of 
course the post-obligation deadlines, including the requirement to award a construction contract and to 
invoice and receive reimbursement of funds within 6-12 months of the obligation must be adhered too. 

MTC staff is available to assist the Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs), Transit Operators, and 
project sponsors in developing an Obligation Plan for FY 2007-08 that will encourage the advancement of 
projects from FY 2008-09, so that the region can minimize its risk in FY 2008-09. The CMAs should 
expedite the programming of any remaining balances in the county administered programs such as the 
County Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) and County Regional Bicycle/Pedestrian Program 
(RBP) programs. It should be expected that obligation requests for SAFETEA STP/CMAQ funds not 
submitted to Caltrans by March 1, 2009, and not obligated by May 31, 2009, will lose funding. 

The following MTC staff are available for assistance. 
Craig Goldblatt - STP/CMAQ Program Manager 510-464-5837, cgoldblatt@mtc.ca.iwv 
Raymond Odunlami - TIP Administrator, 510-464-5799, rodulllami({Dmtc.ca.gov 
Ross McKeown - Programming and Funding Manager, 510-464-7842, 111lckeown({i~mtc.ca.gov 

Attached for your consideration is a list ofprojects with STP/CMAQ funds programmed for delivery 
(obligation) in FY 2007-08 and FY 2008-09. 

J:IPROJECTlFundingISAFETEA ReauthorizationlSAFETEA - STP-CMAQISAFETEA - Cycle Progranullingll-2-3 First CycielPolicy DevelopmelltlSAFETEA 
STP-CMAQ Delivery Memo.doc 

mailto:cgoldblatt@mtc.ca.iwv
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
 
Projecls with STPfCMAQ fund in
 

FY 2007-08 with an Obligation Deadline of May 31, 2008 • or in
 
FY2008-Q9 with an Obligation Deadline of May 31, 2009'
 

Projectlisl based on current programming and subjecllo change
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
 
Projects with STP/CMAQ fund in
 

FY 2007-08 with an Obligation Deadline of May 31,2008' or in
 
FY2008.{)9 with an Obligation Deadline of May 31, 2009'
 

Project list based on current programming and subject to change
 

as of July 1, 2007
 

J:ICOMMITTEIPar1nershipIPartnership PDWGI_2007 PDWGI07 PDWG Memosl07 July\[4d_'_SAFETEA STP-CMAQ Delivery Update Listing 07-01-07.xls)Sheet1 

Note: 

This listing is a representation of projects with STP/CMAQ funds programmed in FY 2007-08 or FY 2008-09 in the 2007 TIP as of July 1, 2007, and may nol reflect all projects 
due 10 fulure or in-process programming changes. 

Project Sponsors are responsible for tracking their own projects, and may view the latest STP/CMAQ funding changes in MTC's Fund Managment System (FMS) at: 
hltp:/lwww.mtc.C8.gov/funding/fms_intro.htm 

, Obligalion Requesls are due to Callrans by March 1 of the year programmed in the TIP 
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Agenda Item VIII. C 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 17,2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects 
RE: Highway Projects Status Report: 

1.) 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange 
2.) North Connector 
3.) 1-80 HOV Lanes: Red Top Road to Air Base 

Parkway 
4.) 1-80 HOV/Turner Overcrossing 
5.) Jepson Parkway 
6.) State Route 12 (Jameson Canyon) 
7.) State Route 12 East SHOPP Projects 
8.) 1-80 SHOPP Rehabilitation Projects 

Background: 
Highway projects in Solano County are funded from a variety of Federal, State and local 
fund sources. With the passage of the Proposition IB Bond in November 2006, the 
county was able to secure additional funding from the Corridor Mobility Improvement 
Account (CMIA) for the State Route (SR) 12 Jameson Canyon and the 1-80 High 
Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes projects. The 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange 
environmental studies, the North COlmector environmental studies, and the SR 12 
Jameson Canyon environmental studies have all continued to receive reimbursements 
from the State through the Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP). The 1-80/1­
680/SR 12 Interchange received are-allocation of the TCRP funds in July 2007 from the 
California Transportation Commission (CTC). This action was required as the TCRP 
funds lapse 5 years after an allocation has been made. The North Connector TCRP funds 
have been fully expended and the STA is in the process of closing out this fund source. 

Discussion: 
The following provides an update to major highway and reliever route projects in Solano 
County: 

1.)	 1-80/1-680/SR 12 Interchange Project 
Based on the Traffic Demand Model and the Purpose and Need ofthe Project, the 
STAin partnership with Caltrans and FHWA have developed and considered a wide 
variety of alternatives for the Project. The Project is moving forward with two build 
alternatives and a non-build alternative into the Environmental Impact 
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (EIRIEIS). For each build alternative, the 
project team is evaluating fundable phasing elements. 
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The 1-80/1-680 interchange for both build alternatives are in close proximity to 
seismic fault zones. These are the Cordelia and Green Yalley fault zones. As a result, 
the project team to undergoing a seismic fault zone study at this nearly phase of the 
Project to better understand the location of the fault zones and to understand historical 
movements. Obtaining this information early in the project is important to insure that 
the alternatives being studied do not have a fatal flaw and to adjust, if needed, any 
proposed structure locations. 

The Project geometrics will require FHWA Headquarter approval due to proposed 
new interstate accesses and exceptions to design standards that are existing conditions 
with respect to the close proximity of interchanges through the project on 1-80. This 
process requires several steps of approval: I) Caltrans approves the traffic operations 
technical report, 2) Caltrans approves all design exceptions and access changes, 3) 
FHWA California Division approves design exceptions and access changes, and 4) 
FHWA Headquarters (Washington DC) approves the geometrics and design 
exceptions. 

All technical studies are underway and draft reports will begin to be submitted to 
Caltrans for approval starting in the fall and going on through spring 2008. The draft 
environmental document (ED) is currently anticipated to be completed in summer 
2008. The Final ED is anticipated to be completed in the fall of 2009. The ED is 
being funded with $8.1 million from the TCRP. 

2.)	 North Connector Project 
The proposed North Connector Project is a new intra-city/county roadway to provide 
a parallel arterial to ensure the local roadway system can serve local traffic and 1-80 
can better serve regional traffic through the I-80/I-680/SR 12 interchange area. 

The proposed Project consists of four lanes from Chadbourne Road at SR 12 East 
heading north to Abernathy Road and continuing west (parallel to 1-80) over a new 
bridge at Suisun Creek, thereby connecting to the recently approved local 
devolvement project (Fairfield Corporate Commons Project). In addition, the North 
Connector would construct a two-lane roadway, west from the existing Business 
Center Drive to SR 12 (Jameson Canyon) at Red Top Road. 

An Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is being prepared for the Project. The report 
is expected to be made available for public comment at the end of August 2007. 
Detailed preliminary engineering continues on the East Segment. For the portion of 
work that falls within Caltrans right-of-way at the 1-80/Abernathy Road area, this 
work will be constructed under an encroachment permit for the new signals and 
minor roadway work. Preliminary plan submittals have been made to Caltrans for 
this portion of the work. 

3.) 1-80 HOV Lanes Project: Red Top Road to Air Base Parkway 
This project includes an additional lane in each direction on 1-80 for High Occupancy 
Yehicle (HOY) use between the I-80/Red Top Road Interchange East to 
approximately 0.5 miles east of the I-80/Air Base Parkway Interchange. The lanes, 
8.7 miles in length, will be constructed primarily in the median of the existing
 
highway.
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The Green Valley Creek Bridge widening project, an advanced construction project 
to the HOV Lanes Project is well underway and expected to be completed in October 
2007. This project widens the outside shoulder of westbound 1-80 at this structure 12 
feet. By completing this advanced work in the summer of2007, the larger 
construction project will not have to complete both outside and inside widening on 
this bridge, which takes two construction seasons. 

The 100% Plans, Specifications & Estimates (PS&E) for the HOV Lane Project will 
go to Caltrans Headquarters on September 15th in preparation to obtain a CTC 
allocation at the December 2007 meeting. Construction of this Project must begin by 
the spring of2008 to allow the contractor the full working window as allowed by the 
resource agency permits for completing the structure widening at the Green Valley 
Creek and Suisun Creek Bridges. 

4.) 1-80 HOV Lanes/Turner Overcrossing Project 
This project was identified as part ofthe 1-80/1-680/1-780 Major Investment and 
Corridor Study. The proposed project includes a westbound and eastbound High 
Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lane between SR 37 and the Carquinez Bridge, 
improvements to the Redwood Parkway/I-80 Interchange, a new Turner Pkwy. 
Extension Overcrossing, direct HOV Lane connections from a new Turner Pkwy. 
Overcrossing and an adjacent park-and-ride lot. The next step to further studying 
these alternatives is to develop a Project Study Report (PSR). STA initiated the PSR 
with a primary source of funding from Solano County's federal earmark from the 
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act, A Legacy for Users 
(SAFETEA-LU) transportation bill which was signed into law on August 10, 2005, 
along with a required 20% local match funds. 

The consultant, HQE, Inc. began work on the PSR in the spring 2007. The initial 
work includes mapping the 1-80 corridor, initiating traffic modal runs for the major 
alternates and doing traffic counts. Monthly Project Development Team (PDT) with 
Caltrans are underway 

5.)	 Jepson Parkway Project 
The 12-mile Jepson Parkway project will improve intra-county mobility for Solano 
County residents. The project upgrades a series ofnarrow local roads to provide a 
north-south travel route for residents as an alternative to 1-80. The plan proposes a 
continuous four-lane roadway from the State Route 121 Walters Road intersection in 
Suisun City to the 1-801 Leisure Town Road interchange in Vacaville. The project 
also includes safety improvements, such as the provision for medians, traffic signals, 
shoulders. The project is divided into 10 segments for design and construction 
purposes. Four construction projects on the Jepson Parkway have been completed: 
the extension of Leisure Town Road from Alamo to Vanden; the relocation of the 
Vanden/Peabody intersection; and improvements to Leisure Town Road bridges and 
the Walters Road Widening (Suisun City). The I-80/Leisure Town Road Interchange 
(Vacaville) has been completed. 

The remaining segments of the Jepson Parkway Project are obtaining environmental 
clearance as one project. Since 2002, STA has been working to prepare alignment 
plans for the four (4) Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement 

159
 



(EIRJEIS) alternatives and to complete a range of environmental studies. The overall 
estimated construction cost of the remaining segments is estimated at $125 million. 
These costs will be updated in conjunction with the environmental document. 

The Administrative Draft EIRJEIS was submitted to Caltrans in early July 2007. It is 
planned to release the document for public comment in September 2007. 

6.)	 State Route 12 (Jameson Canyon) Project 
The existing State Route (SR) 12 has one lane in each direction with no median 
barrier. It has sections that do not meet current highway standards and consistently 
maintains a poor level of service in many sections. This Project will widen 
approximately 6 miles of SR 12 from two to four lanes and upgrade the highway to 
current standards from 1-80 in Solano County to SR 29 in Napa County. The purpose 
of this Project is to add capacity to relieve traffic congestion and upgrade the facility 
to improving safety and operations along the route. 

The environmental document will combine the Project and the SR 12/29 Interchange 
Improvements into a single study area for a comprehensive environmental evaluation 
and approval. The environmental document is a Negative Declaration for California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and FONSI for National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA). This Draft document is expected to be released for public comment on 
August 24, 2007 with a final in January 2008. 

The STA, Napa County Transportation and Planning Authority (NCTPA) and 
Caltrans interviewed for a consultant co-project manager for this project on August 
16,2007. Final determination of the co-project manager is expected by the end of 
August. This work will be funded by $100,000 ofthe STA's Planning, Programming 
and Monitoring (PPM) funds as approved the Board in July 2007. As project 
management is a direct project cost, the STA, NCTPA and Caltrans will work toward 
implementing a cooperative agreement to insure this work, beyond the $100,000 is 
reimbursed by the project funds through Caltrans. 

7.) State Route 12 East SHOPP Projects 
Caltrans announced immediate improvements along this corridor are well underway. 
The most recent set of improvements is the installation ofk-rail (or temporary barrier 
railing) in the median of SR 12 starting in Suisun City heading east. The project is 
12.7 miles long, consisting of placing 5.7 miles ofk-rail in the median with rumble 
strip outside the white stripe, (Fog-line). In addition, the project will place 7 miles of 
channelizes in the median. The work is expected to begin in early September with 
completion expected in early November 2007. 

Starting in 2008, Caltrans is still on track to begin construction of the $46 million 
safety improvements along this corridor. 

STAin partnership with Caltrans and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) will update the Major Investment Study. This update will include an 
important component of safety projects. STA in partnership with MTC will complete 
a PSR to study a median barrier. 

8.) 1-80 SHOPP Rehabilitation Projects (Vacaville to Vallejo) 
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Caltrans has over $140 million of State Highway Operations & Protection Program 
(SHOPP) rehabilitation projects programmed for 1-80 between Vacaville and Vallejo. 
This work will start in Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 with work in the cities of Vacaville 
and Vallejo. This work will occur concurrently with the construction of the new 1-80 
HOV lanes project. The overlay within the limits of the 1-80 HOV lanes will occur 
after the HOV lanes construction is completed. Caltrans is still on schedule to begin 
this rehabilitation work 

Approximately 4.5 miles of this project overlaps with the 1-80 HOV Project: Red Top 
Road to Air Base Parkway, which is currently under design by the STA. Because of 
this overlap, the 1-80 HOV Lane Project and this SHOPP Project will stage the work 
for coordination during construction. 

Attachment A provides the current 2006 SHOPP listings as of the July 2007 CTC 
meeting. There are six (6) roadway rehabilitation projects listed along 1-80 in Solano 
County, of these the $2 million emergency project has been completed. In addition, 
Caltrans is programmed to upgrade the median barrier on 1-80 from American 
Canyon to Suisun Creek. The summary is as follows: 

Near Fairfield Replaced failed PCC $2 million 2006-07 
Near Vallejo Rehabilitate Roadway $32 million 2007-08 
In Vallejo Rehabilitate Roadway $35 million 2007-08 
Near Fairfield Rehabilitate Roadway $43 million 2007-08 
Near Fairfield Rehabilitate Roadway $21 million 2008-09 
Near Fairfield Shlds & Ramp Resurfacing $13 million 2009-10 
Near Fairfield Upgrade Median Barrier $6 million 2007-08 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachment: 
A. 2006 SHOPP After July 2007 CTC, Solano County 
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2006 SHOPP After July 2007 eTe 
Excludes Federal ER Funds 

($1,000) 
Dist County Route Post Miles Location/Description EA PPNO Program FY RW CON Vote 

04 Solano 12 26.4 In Rio Vista - Sacramento River Bridge #23-0024 - rehabilitate bridge 1A280K 0307S 201.110 2006/07 $ 5 $ 1,223 $ 1,223 

04 Solano 12 26.2 Near Rio Vista - west end of Rio Vista bridge - repair girders 3A700 03680 201.130 2006/07 $ $ 1,500 $ 1,500 

04 Solano 12 L2.1/7.9 In Fairfield and Suisun - west of Chadburn Rd. to west of Union Creek ­ OC7901 5001A 201.121 2006/07 $ $ 9,356 $ 9,356 
rehabilitate pavement 

04 Solano 12 2.4 In Fairfield, at Chadbourne Road. Repair slide. 3S680 5001C 201.131 2007/08 $ 5 $ 240 $ 
04 Solano 12 20.8/22.6 Near Rio Vista, from Route 113 to Azevedo Road. Replace failed cuiverts and 3S690 8085C 201.131 2007/08 $ 5 $ 327 $ 327 

backfill sinkholes. 
04 Solano 12 1.512,8 In Suisun City, near Red Top Road. Construct truck climbing lane. OA040K 8068 201.310 2008/09 $ 2,255 $ 8,613 $ 
04 Solano 12 7.9/R14.7 Near Suisun City, east of Scandia Road to Denverton Overhead. Rehabilitate OT0900 4020B 201.120 2009/10 $ 98 $ 17,936 $ 

roadway. 
04 Solano 12 R14.7/R20.6 Near Suisun City, from Denverton Overhead to Currie Road. Rehabilitate OT1011 8059A 201.120 2009/10 $ 227 $ 28,419 $ 

roadway. 
04 Solano 12 7.9/20.6 In Rio Vista - west of Scally Road to Currie Road - install "K" rail or centerline 3A630 4020C 201.010 2006/07 $ 5 $ 2,938 $ 2,938 

channelizer 
04 Solano 12 20,6/25.6 In Rio Vista - Currie Road to Drouin Drive - install soft median barrier and OA210 8085B 201.010 2006/07 $ 5 $ 560 $ 560 

shoulder rumble strip 
04 Solano 12 22,7/R23.7 Near Rio Vista, from Azevedo Road to Liberty Island Road. Shoulder widening. 2A620 8085A 201.015 2009/10 $ 10 $ 3,905 $ 

04 Solano 505 RO.2 In Vacaville - north of Route 80 at Horse Creek Bridge· repair embankment 3S440 8207A 201,130 2006/07 $ $ 250 $ 250 
washout 

04 Solano 680 R1.5/R13.1 In Benicia and Fairfield - Benicia Arsenal Viaduct to Route 680 • rehabilitate 258721 5902A 201.120 2006/07 $ 5 $ 1,100 $ 1,100 
I-' roadway (required offsite mitigation) 

OZI'I Solano 780 7.1 Near Benicia - at Laurel Street Overcrossing - repair structure 3A660 0757C 201.130 2006/07 $ $ 2,000 $ 2,000 
cW Solano 80 R26,0/R27.2 In Vacaville - Davis Street to Allison Drive at Mason Street #23-0051 L/R and 4C080K 5302 201.111 2006/07 $ 602 $ 7,441 $ 7,441 

Ulatis Creek #23-0052L/R - replace bridges (scour) 
04 Solano 80 5.6/R28.4 Vallejo to Vacavile - at various locations; also in Napa County at PM 6.8/8.0 • 15290 0259Q 201.315 2006/07 $ 10 $ 1,060 $ 1,060 

fill in gaps in detection and motorist information systems 
04 Solano 80 6.3 Near Vallejo - west of the Hunter Hill Rest Area - stabilize slope and repair 3S870 4317 201.130 2006/07 $ $ 1,000 $ 1,000 

roadway 
04 Solano 80 17,2 In Fairfield - at Rockville Road and West Texas Street - modify ramp and exit 2751 OK 5301E 201.310 2006/07 $ 2 $ 1,505 $ 1,505 

traffic signals 
04 Solano 80 13.0/42,0 In Solano County· at various locations; also on Routes 505 and 780 - remove 271001 5301N 201,015 2006/07 $ $ 4,865 $ 4,865 

gore signs and replace with overhead signs 
04 Solano 80 12.0/22.2 In and near Fairfield· Route 12 to 1.1 miles south of Cherry Glen Road­ 4A31 0 5301P 201.121 2006/07 $ $ 2,000 $ 2,000 

replace failed PCC pavement with AC pavement 
04 Solano 80 8.1111.5 Near Vallejo, from American Canyon Road to Green Valley Creek; also in 24090K 4318 201.120 2007/08 $ 50 $ 31,938 $ 

Napa County (PM 6.8 to 8.0). Rehabilitate roadway. 
04 Solano 80 27.0/28.3 In Vacaville, Mason Street and Orange Drive. Repair slides. 3S700 4362A 201.131 2007/08 $ 5 $ 855 $ 
04 Solano 80 3.918.1 In Vallejo, from Tennessee Street to American Canyon Road. Rehabilitate OT240K 5301G 201.120 2007/08 $ 60 $ 35.051 $ 35,051 

roadway. 
04 Solano 80 20.1/30.6 Near Fairfield, from Route 12 to 1 mile east of Leisure Town. Rehabilitate 4C152 83150 201.120 2007/08 $ 30 $ 43,000 $ 

roadway. 
04 Solano 80 6.616.8 In Vallejo, at Hunter Hill Safety Roadside Rest Area. Rehabilitate Safety 29900K 4319 201.250 2008/09 $ 10 $ 8,217 $ 

Roadside Rest Area. 
04 Solano 80 15.4/20.1 Near Fairfield· Route 12 to 1 mile east of Leisure Town - rehabilitate roadway 4C151 8315L 201.120 2008/09 $ 10 $ 21,000 $ 

04 Solano 80 R24.9/R25.1 In Vacaville, west of Aiamo Creek Bridge to Alamo west-bound on-ramp. OA090 5302C 201.310 2009/10 $ 5 $ 2,846 $ 
Lengthen on-ramp and widen bridge, 

04 Solano 80 R9.6/0.0 Near Fairfield, west of Lynch Road to west of Red Top Road. Required 25902 53040 201.131 2009/10 $ 5 $ 563 $ 
mitigation for EA 259014. 
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2006 SHOPP After July 2007 eTe 
Excludes Federal ER Funds 

($1,000) 
Dist County Route Post Miles Location/Description EA PPNO Program FY RW CON Vote 

04 Solano 80 15.4/30.6 Near Fairfield· Route 12 to 1 mile east of Leisure Town - shoulder widening 4C153 8315M 201.120 2009/10 $ 10 $ 13,246 $ 
and ramps resurfacing 

04 Solano 80 14.4 Near Fairfield - at Cordelia weigh station (both directions) - overlay parking 444701 0017H 201.321 2006/07 $ $ 761 $ 761 
and expand racetrack 

04 Solano 80 14.3 Near Fairfield· at Cordelia weigh station (both directions) - replace platform 1A1100 0017J 201.321 2006/07 $ $ 877 $ 877 
and generator 

04 Solano 80 8.1112.9 Near Fairfield, from American Canyon Road to Suisun Creek. Upgrade 270400 5301B 201,020 2007/08 $ 5 $ 5,853 $ 
median barrier. 

04 Solano 84 2.5 Near Rio Vista· Cache Slough Ferry bridge # 23·0034 - replace bridge 44630K 5402 201.110 2006/07 $ $ 2,921 $ 2,921 
04 Solano In Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, 1A390K 0785Y 201.210 2006/07 $ $ 1,617 $ 1,617 

Solono, and Sonoma Counties - at various locations· highway planting 
restoration (remove trees phase 2) 

I-' 
0'1 
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Attachment A SHOPP July 2007 CTC Solano County 2 of 2 8/20/2007 



Agenda Item VIIID 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 16, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Macaulay, Director ofPlanning 
RE: State Route (SR) 12 Status Update 

Background: 
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Board approved several near term safety 
implementation recommendations for State Route (SR) 12 at their January 10,2007 
meeting. Immediate strategies were to 1.) Obtain an Office ofTraffic Safety (OTS) 
grant with Solano County's Law enforcement agencies, 2.) Sponsor state legislation to 
designate SR 12 Corridor as a double fine enforcement zone, and 3.) Re-engage the SR 
12 Steering Committee to make recommendations to the STA Board with regard to 
strategies and actions to improve safety on SR 12. 

The overall approach to improving safety on SR 12 is comprised of four (4) elements: 
1. Increased Enforcement 
2. Legislation 
3. Education 
4. Engineering 

Monthly updates to these elements are provided to the TAC and STA Board. 

Discussion: 
1) OTSGrant 

Because of a change in application requirements, CHP was required to resubmit 
their application for the Office ofTraffic Safety (OTS) Grant. Solano CHP 
officers have been told that they are at the top of the list for corridor safety awards 
from OTS, but no formal announcements on grant awards have been made. 

In the mean time, the Solano County office of the California Highway Patrol 
(CHP) continues to use the 2,000 hours ofovertime it has been allotted to conduct 
enhanced enforcement on SR 12 between Suisun City and Rio Vista. The 
communities with the greatest number ofcited drivers are Fairfield, Stockton, 
Suisun City, Rio Vista and Antioch. CHP citation statistics for June, July and 
August are expected to be available for the September 12 STA Board meeting. 

2) State Lem~lation 

AB 112 V!0uble fine zone criteria and designation) and ACR 7 (Officer David 
Lamoree'Memorial Highway) were both passed out ofthe Senate committees in 
early July. There has been no legislative movement since then, as the State 
Senate grapples with the budget. Once the budget is passed, there will be a short 
window for action by the full Senate and then rehearing of the amended bills by 
the Assembly. Ifpassed by both Houses, bills will be sent to the Governor. 
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3) Education 
STA has published and begun distribution of the SR 12 STATUS information 
sheet. Further educational and outreach activities are expected in Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2007-08 as part of the OTS grant. 

4) Engineering 
Caltrans has awarded the contract for installation ofapproximately 5.5 miles of 
concrete "K-Rail" barriers from the Suisun City city limits to Lambie Road. The 
contractor is currently staging equipment and preparing for the wor~ and 
changeable message signs have been put in place to notifY motorists ofexpected 
traffic delays. This project will complete the near-term improvements promised 
by Caltrans at the March 2007 news conference. 
Caltrans has completed installation of shoulder and median rumble strips, and has 
striped the entire centerline from Suisun City to Rio Vista as a double-yellow ''No 
Passing" line. Changeable message and speed feedback signs have also been 
installed. 

The next meeting of the SR 12 Steering Committee is set for September 27 at 9:30 a.m. at 
Suisun City Hall. The focus ofthis meeting will be actions taken to date and the status of 
future capacity and safety improvement studies. 

The members of the SR 12 Steering Committee are: 
Ed Woodruff, Committee Chairperson, Mayor, City ofRio Vista 
Pete Sanchez, Mayor, City of Suisun City 
Harry Price, Mayor, City ofFairfield 
Jim Spering, Solano County Board of Supervisors 
Mike Reagan, Solano County Board of Supervisors 

In addition to the Steering Committee, there is a SR 12 Technical Advisory Committee 
comprised of: 

Sue Ward, California Highway Patrol, Solano County 
Bijan Sartipi, Caltrans District 4/Doanh Nguyen, Caltrans District 4 
Wil Ridder, San Joaquin Council ofGovernments 
Brent Salmi, Rio Vista Public Works 
Gene Cortright, Fairfield Public Works 
Lee Evans, Suisun City Public Works 
Birgetta Corsello, Solano County 
Daryl Halls, STA/Janet Adams, STA 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 
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Agenda Item VIIIE 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 13, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Macaulay, Director of Planning 
RE: Bay Area Regional Rail Plan 

Background: 
As a part of the passage of Regional Measure 2 (RM 2) in 2004, the Metropolitan 
Transportation Commission (MTC), California high Speed Rail Authority, BART and 
Caltrain were required to develop a Bay Area Regional Rail Plan (the Plan). The Plan's 
purposes include looking at ways to integrate passenger train service with existing rail 
systems, provide connections between rail and other transit services, increase rail 
capacity and coordinate rail investment. The Plan also considers alternative routes for 
connection of the proposed high speed rail system to the Bay Area. 

The regional rail system includes both public rail systems like BART and private systems 
like the Union Pacific and Burlington Northern Santa Fe railroads. The system moves 
both freight and passengers. Some lines such as BART are dedicated exclusively to 
passenger movement, while others carry both passenger and freight rail. Passenger 
service primarily focuses on the local and regional commuter market, and is an 
alternative to auto or bus commuting. The proposed high-speed rail system would 
compete with airline travel between northern and southern California. Freight traffic is 
more closely balanced between local and national service, with significant amounts of 
cargo from the Bay Area ports passing through the region on rail. As with passenger 
service, cargo moved by rail reduces congestion on Bay Area roads. 

The Draft Bay Area Regional Rail Plan was released on July 24,2007. The Plan includes 
an analysis of existing and projected future conditions, and lays out investment strategies 
for 10 corridors, for BART and for grade separated tracks and crossings. The corridor of 
greatest interest to STA and its member agencies is the 1-80 corridor from Oakland to 
Auburn. 

The Plan has six key elements for the vision of Bay Area rail: 
The Right Technology Should be Used with the Right Corridor - for example, 
BART may best serve the urban core while the Capitol Corridor serves outlying 
communities with established heavy rail systems. 
BART is the System Backbone - BART moves more people regionally than any 
other system, and all passenger system components should link and coordinate 
with BART service. 
BART's Outward Expansion is Nearly Complete - After completion ofplanned 
extensions to San Jose, Livermore and east Contra Costa County, there will be no 
outward extension of BART, although there may be new stations on the existing 
lines. 
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The Bay Area Needs a Regional Rail Plan - Individual systems that abut one 
another are not as effective as a complimentary, integrated system operating in 
accordance with a master plan. 
Rail Infrastructure Must Be Expanded - Current facilities are not adequate to 
handle the existing need, and future population and economic growth will create 
additional demands on the system. 
High Speed Rail Enhances Regional Rail - The proposed high speed rail system 
will not compete with local and regional rail, but will instead compliment it. 

Discussion: 
The proposed improvements are all in addition to the MTC Resolution 3434 projects. 
The investments along the 1-80 corridor do not envision the extension of BART or other 
light rail services from the Bay Area to Solano County. Instead, the heavy rail system 
owned and operated by Union Pacific Railroad and Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
Railroad would be expanded to three tracks from San Jose to Sacrament, with 4-track 
segments in portions of Contra Costa County where tracks into the Sacramento Valley 
join in. The railroad bridge at the Benicia - Martinez Bridge would be rehabilitated by 
2030, and fully replaced by 2050. 

There are two alternative investment strategies laid out for the 1-80 corridor. 
•	 Alternative 1 works entirely within the existing rail corridors, and has a capital 

investment between now and 2050 of $1.8 billion to $2.4 billion; if BART were to 
be extended from EI Cerrito Del Norte to Hercules, an additional capital 
investment of $1.5 billion to $1.8 billion would be needed. 

•	 Alternative 2 envisions extension of a heavy rail line, dedicated to passenger 
service only, across the Carqinez Straights to directly serve Vallejo, but is 
otherwise similar to Alternative 1. The total capital cost for this alternative is 
from $3.7 billion to $4.6 billion. 

Based on the analysis of costs, improvements in system performance and environmental 
impacts, the Plan recommends Alternative 1 for investment in the 1-80 corridor. 

The Bay Area Regional Rail Plan is undergoing a series of regional hearings. On 
Monday, August 20th

, two hearings will be held at Suisun City Hall (from 3 to 5 p.m., 
and again from 6 to 8 p.m.). Subsequently, the MTC Planning Committee will consider 
the Bay Area Regional Rail Plan and the public comments on September 14th 

. The MTC 
Board is scheduled to take action on the report on September 24t

• Action by this date is 
necessary in order to meet deadlines established in the enabling legislation. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachments: 
A.	 Bay Area Regional Rail Plan Draft Executive Summary - July 24, 2007 
B.	 Alternative Evaluations 
C.	 2050 System Maps 
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ATTACHMENT A - C
 

A copy of the
 
Bay Area Regional Rail Draft
 

Executive Summary, Alternative Evaluations,
 
and 2050 System Maps
 

has been provided to the
 
TACmembers
 

Under separate enclosure.
 

You may obtain a copy of the above by contacting the
 
STA at (707) 424-6075.
 

Thank you.
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Agenda Item VIII.F 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 17, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Senior Planner 
RE: SR 113 Major Investment and Corridor Study Update 

Background: 
In 2006, 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. The STA grant is to develop a major investment and corridor 
study for State Route (SR) 113. MTC and the STA were awarded a $250,000 Partnership 
Planning Grant to complete the project with a required match of20% ($62,500). 

The study has allowed the STA to form a partnership with Caltrans, MTC, Sacramento Area 
Council of Governments (SACOG), County of Solano, County ofYolo, 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. The study area is all of SR 113 from 1-80 to SR 12, and the 
southern portion of Yolo County. The project will study five specific segments along the SR 113 
corridor: 

1.	 SR 113/ SR 12 Intersection 
2.	 Sharp turns north of SR 113/ SR 12 Intersection 
3.	 SR 113 through Downtown Dixon 
4.	 SR 113/1-80 Intersection 
5.	 SR 113 Mainline Improvements 

In February 2007, the STA obtained the planning and engineering consultant services of Kimley 
Hom and Associates to assist in developing the study. A working group consisting of voting 
members from STA, Solano County, and the City of Dixon planning and public works staff with 
participants from the various agencies identified above. 

Discussion: 
The following activities have been accomplished since February 2007: 

•	 April9th 
: Presentation to the Yolo County Transportation District (YCTD) 

Members of the YCTD Board invited STA staff to discuss the SR 113 study as it relates 
to SR 113 through Yolo County near the City of Davis. YCTD Board members are 
interested in potential improvements and impacts that the STA's SR 113 study will 
address just south of Davis near 1-80. 

•	 April 26th
: Kickoffmeeting with SR 113 Working Group 

STA held a kickoff meeting to establish the partnership with the working group and the 
various participating agencies. The partnership/working group was introduced to the 
overall project scope, objectives and schedule. STA staff and the consultants clarified 
how the SR 113 study related to the STA's overall effort to study improvement needs for 
the freeway and highway corridors in Solano County. 
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•	 July 31, 2007: 2nd SR 113 Working Group Meeting 
A Draft Existing Conditions report was distributed to the working group. The consultant 
presented accident data and an analysis of traffic origins and destinations related to the 
113 corridor with current land use activities. The consultant also engaged the working 
group in preliminary discussions regarding potential alternative alignments to the existing 
SR 113 segment located at the City of Dixon. 

The SR 113 Working Group is scheduled to meet again on September 27,2007 to further discuss 
the potential alignments to the corridor. As part of the discussion, the consultant team will 
present traffic forecast and future land use assumptions. Also, STA staff is developing an 
outreach plan to discuss at the next working group meeting. The outreach plan will include a 
schedule for meetings with either a policy group specifically for SR 113 or the Arterials, 
Highways, and Freeways Subcommittee. The outreach plan will have tentative meeting dates for 
at least two (2) public workshops for public input. 

Recommendation: 
Infonnational. 
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Agenda Item VIII. G 
August 29, 2007 

S1ra
 
DATE: August 20, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 
RE: Safe Routes to School (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 

All cities in Solano County are participating in the Safe Routes to School Study. Between 
April and June, the STA helped schools conduct additional independent SR2S events, by 
providing large 22" x 34" maps of schools in addition to workshop materials found online 
at W\vw.solanolinks.com. Four (4) schools were able to conduct their own SR2S Events: 
Dixon's Tremont Elementary (May 15th 

), Vacaville's Callison (June 5th
) and Alamo (May 

30th
) Elementary, and Suisun City's Suisun Elementary (June i h

). 

Discussion: 
To increase the number of school conducting walking audits, the STA has offered to assist 
in the facilitation of these meetings during the months of August and September. The STA 
will help facilitate one (1) meeting per school district on a "first come/first serve" basis. 
Schools who request this assistance are responsible for the meeting's outreach and setup. 
STA staff will bring materials for the meeting, such as maps, toolkits, and presentation 
equipment. 

The STA's SR2S consultants, Alta Planning + Design, will draft Local SR2S Plans for 
each city by the end of July. These plans will be reviewed by public works staff and 
school district staffbefore being recommended as a draft SR2S plan at local SR2S 
Community Task Force meetings in August, September, and October. 

This additional outreach and local plan review periods may push the Final Countywide 
SR2S Plan adoption date from December 2007 to January or February 2008. The initial 
goal was to have the countywide plan adopted before the deadline to submit Federal Safe 
Routes to School grant applications, due by January 1,2008. However, local SR2S plans 
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should be adopted before the end of the year, which will help make grant applications more 
competitive. 

As part of the adopted STA SR2S Program goals, SR2S Program updates will be given on 
a regular basis. Attached is the "Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program Status Report", 
containing a countywide summary and the status of each community involved in the 
program. 

Recommendation: 
Infonnational. 

Attachment: 
A. STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program Status Report, 08-20-2007 
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ATTACHMENT A 

STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program 
Status Report Summary 
08-20-2007 

Phase 1 - Complete 
Introductory Safe Routes to School (SR2S) STA Presentations to City Councils and 
School Boards 

Phase 2 - Underway 
Public Input Process 

Community Task Next Meeting Status 
Forces 
Benicia Review Draft Benicia SR2S Local plan to be recommended to 

Plan 9/6107 city council and school board. 
Dixon Review Draft Local SR2S Local plan to be recommended to 

Plan in September 2007 city council and school board. 
Fairfield/Suisun Review Draft Local SR2S Local plan to be recommended to 

Plan in August 2007 city council and school board. 
Rio Vista SR2S Event to be Rio Vista/School Board Joint Use 

scheduled, possibly at Ad-hoc Committee to be appointed 
Riverview Elementary by the city council and school 
School board as the Safe Routes to School 

Community Task Force in Rio Vista. 
Vacaville Review Draft Local SR2S Local plan to be recommended to , 

Plan in August 2007 city council and school board. 
Vallejo Review Draft Local SR2S Local plan to be recommended to 

Plan in August 2007 city council and school board. 
County of Solano To be determined. Solano County Board of Supervisors 

roles not defined. 

To complete the SR2S Study before the next Federal Safe Routes to School (SRTS) grant 
applications are due (January 2008), target dates for the remaining SR2S meetings have 
been revised. Draft local plans will be reviewed by local community task forces in 
August, September, and October. 

Between August and September, schools who have not conducted a SR2S planning event 
can request STA staff assistance to help facilitate the event. This assistance will be 
provided on a first-come/first-serve basis. SR2S Project and Program Recommendation 
Forms, which are filled out by school staff after an event, are due to the STA by 
September 25,2007. STA Staffwill also be conducting a student travel mode survey 
during August and September, with the aid ofparticipating schools. 
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Phase 3 - Not underway 
STA Countywide SR2S Study Development 

The STA's Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC), 
and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) will review the countywide plan this fall and 
recommend the plan to the STA Board in either December 2007 or early 2008. 

STA Committees	 Target Meeting Dates 
Technical, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Draft review, September 2007. 
Advisory Committees Final review, October 2007. 
STA Board Adoption, December 2007. 

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 
•	 STA Staff presented introductory presentations to all school boards and 

city councils regarding the SR2S Study and Public Input Process. 

2)	 Community Task Force meetings
 
Multi-disciplinary community task forces are responsible for:
 

•	 Holding a training walking audit at a school of their choice 
•	 Reviewing a draft SR2S Plan of local projects and programs 
•	 Recommending a final SR2S Plan to their school board and city council 

3)	 City Council, School District Board, and STA Board adoption of the SR2S Study. 
•	 City councils and school boards adopt the recommended local SR2S Plans 

and forward them to the STA Board for inclusion in the Countywide SR2S 
Plan. 

•	 STA advisory committees review and recommend the final Countywide 
SR2S Plan. 

•	 STA Board adopts the final Solano Countywide SR2S Plan. 
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STA SR2S Countywide Steering Committee 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

The STA's Countywide Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Steering Committee is a multi­
disciplinary committee that makes recommendations to the STA Board regarding how the 
STA's SR2S Study and Program should be handled. 

; W1ffiWr@uw
'. \j!);<;rII[liJFl.
",".. >"~ ;t"~ 

TAC Member Gary Leach Public Works Director 
TAC Member Dan Schiada Public Works Director 
BAC Member Mike Se ala BAC Representative 
PAC Member Eva Laevastu PAC Representative 
Solano County Office of 
Education 

Dee Alarcon County Superintendent of Schools 

School District 
Superintendent 

John Aycock Vacaville USD Superintendent 

Public Safety Rep Bill Bowen Rio Vista Chief of Police 
Public Safety Rep Ken Davena Benicia Police Department Captain 
Air Quality Rep Jim Antone Yolo-Solano Air District Rep 
Public Health Rep Robin Cox Solano County Public Health Rep 

Phase 1 - Establish SR2S Study Process - COMPLETE
 
This committee met monthly to establish the SR2S Study Process:
 

•	 May 30, 2006 
•	 Introductory Materials, Layout Workplan 
•	 Discussed Goals, Policies, and Measurable Objectives for the program 

•	 June 13,2006 
•	 Recommended Goals, Policies, and Measurable Objectives 
•	 Recommended additional Air Quality and Public Health 

Representatives to the Steering Committee 
•	 July 18, 2006 

• Discussed SR2S Public Input Process & Discussion Materials 
•	 August 15,2006 

•	 Recommended SR2S Public Input Process & Discussion Materials 
•	 September 19,2006 

• Made final recommendations for Discussion Materials 
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Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 
Quarterly status reports will be made by Community Task Forces to the Steering 
Committee, which will be forwarded to the STA Board. The next Steering Committee 
meeting is tentatively scheduled for February 13, 2006. 

•	 December 12, 2006 
•	 Discussed Safe Route to Schools federal grants 
•	 Received update from Benicia's recent walking audit experience 
•	 Reviewed STA SR2S Status report. 
•	 Discussed potential for countywide SR2S projects and programs 

•	 February 13,2007 
•	 Received update from Benicia's SR2S representative 
•	 Discuss draft SR2S meeting timeline 
•	 Discuss details of task force agendas, roles, and responsibilities 

•	 June 12, 2007 
•	 Receive countywide update on task forces from STA 
•	 Review draft outline of countywide SR2S plan 
•	 Review Federal SR2S Grant scoring criteria 

Phase 3 -STA Board adoption of the SR2S Study 
The STA SR2S Steering Committee will review the draft and final SR2S Plans and make 
a recommendation to the STA Board for their adoption in December, 2007. 

•	 September 11, 2007 
•	 Receive countywide update on task forces from STA 
•	 Review draft text ofcountywide SR2S plan 
•	 Forward draft text to STA advisory committees for review 

•	 November 13, 2007 
•	 Receive countywide update on task forces from STA 
•	 Review final draft countywide SR2S plan 
•	 Recommend STA Board Adoption of the STA Countywide SR2S 

Plan, after all local agencies have adopted local SR2S plans. 
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Benicia 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

Phase 1 - Introductory Presentations - COMPLETE 
• City Council Meeting, May 2, 2006 
• School Board Meeting, 

• Benicia USD, August 24, 2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 

Community Task Force responsibilities were delegated by the City Council and School 
Board to the Traffic Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety Committee (TPBS) and the City 
Council & School Board Liaison Committee: 

Alan Schwartzman 
Bill Whitney 
Dirk Fulton 
Shirin Samiljan 
Jim Erickson 
Janice Adams 

City Vice-Mayor 
City Councilmember 
School Board member 
School Board member 
City Manager 
School Superintendent 

Elizabeth Patterson 
Mark Hughes 
Jim Trimble 
Dan Schiada 
Michael Throne 

City Councilmember 
City Councilmember 
Police Chief 
Director of Public WorksfTraffic Engineer 
City Engineer 

Meeting/Event Dates 

Local SR2S Process Discussion 
September 14, 2006 
City Council/School Board Liaison Committee 

First Community Task Force Meeting 

• Introductions, SR2S Process Overview 

October 19, 2006 
Traffic Pedestrian and Bicycle Safety (TBPS) 
Committee, Benicia City Hall Commission Room, 
7:00pm 

School Based Training Audit 
November 28,2006 
Benicia High School 
2:30pm to 5:00pm 

Independent School Based Audits Conducted • Jan 30, Benicia Middle School 

• All other schools completed June 2007 
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Second Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 
comments 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan 

•	 August 16, 2007 
(TPBS Committee recommended a revised plan 
to the Liaison Committee for approval) 

•	 September 6, 2007 
(City Council/School Board Liaison Committee) 

•	 City Council Adoption, October 2007 

•	 School Board Adoption, October 2007 

Private schools have been contacted for program inclusion: 

•• 
Kinder-care Learn Center 
St Dominic Elementa School 
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Dixon 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

Phase 1 - Introductory Presentations - COMPLETE 
• School Board Meeting, 

• Dixon USD, June 22, 2006 
• City Council Meeting, June 27,2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 

City Appointment 
Public Safety Rep 
School Board A t. 
STA TAC Rep 
STA BAC Rep 
STA PAC Rep 

Mary Ann Courville 
Tony Welch 
Chad Koo meiners 
Royce Cunningham 
James Fisk 
Michael Smith 

Mayor 
Dixon Police Department 
Dixon Unified School District 
Dixon City Engineer 
Dixon Resident 
Council Member 

Below are target dates for community task force meetings. 

Meeting/Event Dates 

First Community Task Force Meeting 

• Introductions, SR2S Process Overview 
February 28 

School Based Training Audit 

March 29 
Principal's meeting 
April 18 
Anderson Elementary School Event 

Independent School Based Audits Conducted 
April to September 
May IS 
Tremont Elementary 

Second Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 
comments 

Recommended: August 27th 
Also available: September 4th and 5th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
Recommended: October 3rd 
Also Available: October 1st, 2nd, and 10th 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, November 2007 
School Board Adoption, November 2007 

Benicia's private schools have been contacted for program inclusion: 
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Fairfield 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

Phase 1 - Introductory Presentations - COMPLETE 
• School Board Meetings 

• Fairfield/Suisun USD, May 25, 2006 
• TravisUSD, May 9,2006 

• City Council Meeting, June 20, 2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 

City Appointment 
Public Safety Rep 
Fairfield/Suisun Re 
Travis USD Re 
STA TAC Rep 
STABAC Rep 
STA PAC Rep 

Gian Aggerwal 
Mark Schraer 
Kath Marianno 
Wanona Ireland 
Gene Cortwri ht 
Rand Carlson 
Pat Moran 

Planning Commissioner 
Fairfield PD Traffic Division 
Fairfield/Suisun School Board member 
Vice President 
Director of Public Works 
Fairfield Resident 
Fairfield Resident 

The City of Fairfield coordinates two committees, a "3E's Committee" which discusses 
SR2S issues between the City ofFairfield and the Fairfield/Suisun USD and an Ad Hoc 
Committee which includes representatives of the Solano Community College, the City of 
Fairfield, Fairfield/Suisun USD, and the Travis USD. 

Meeting/Event Dates 

First Community Task Force Meeting 
March 12• Introductions, SR2S Process Overview 

March 26 
Principal's meeting, 

School Based Training Audit 
April 26 
Anna Kyle Elementary School Event 

Independent School Based Audits Conducted April - October 

Second Community Task Force Meeting 
Recommended: September 5th

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial Also available: August 29th, September 11 th 
comments 

Third Community Task Force Meeting Recommended: October 15th 
Also Available: October 4th, and 9th • Present Final SR2S Plan 
Fairfield City Council Adoption, November 2007 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan Fairfield Suisun USD, November 2007 
Travis USD, November 2007 
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Fairfield's private schools have been contacted for program inclusion: 

Area School name Students Grades 
Fairfield Calvary Baptist School nia -

Fairfield Children's WorId Learning Center 24 PK-K 

Fairfield Community United Methodist Kingdom 27 PK-K 
Fairfield Fairfield Montessori 12 KG-KG 
Fairfield Harvest Valley School 79 K-12 
Fairfield Holy Spirit School 357 K-8 
Fairfield Kinder Care Learning Center 19 PK-K 
Fairfield Lighthouse Christian School 64 PK-4 
Fairfield Solano Christian Academy 236 PK-8 

Fairfield St Timothy Orthodox Academy 3 10-11 

Fairfield Trinity Lutheran School 75 K-5 
Fairfield We R Family Christian School 16 PK-3 
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Rio Vista 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

Phase 1 - Introductory Presentations - COMPLETE 
• School Board Meetings 

• River Delta USD, June 20, 2006 
• City Council Meeting, July 6, 2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 

City Council Rep Eddie Woodruff Mayor of Rio Vista 
City Council Rep Cherie Cabral Councilmember 
Cit Dept Re Hector De La Rosa Cit Mana er 
Public Works Rep Brent Salmi Public Works Director/Cit En ineer 
Planning Dept Rep Tom Bland Community Development Director 
Police Rep Bill Bowen Police Chief 
Fire Rep Mark Nelson Fire Chief 
School Board Rep Marilyn Riley School Board member 
School Board Rep Lee Williams School Board member 
School Superintendent Alan Newell School District Superintendent 
School Facilities Rep Wayne Rebstock Director of Maintenance and Operations 

Task force meetings will be scheduled once all committee appointments are made. 

Meeting/Event Dates 

First Community Task Force Meeting 

• Introductions, SR2S Process Overview 
May 9th 

School Based Training Audit 

May 23 
Informal audit at D.H. White Elementary. 
August 2007, 

Formal Audit to be at Riverview Middle School: 
Recommended: September 2ih 

Also Available: September 18th 
, 19th 

, 25th 
, and 26th 

Independent School Based Audits Conducted October 
Second Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 
comments 

Recommended: October 25th or 26th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
November 2007 

Local Adoption ofSR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, Nov/Dec 2007 
School District, NovlDec 2007 
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City Appointment 
Public Safety Rep 
Fairfield/Suisun Re 
STA TAC Rep 

Mike Hudson 
Bob Szmurlo 
Kath Marianno 
Lee Evans 

Councilmember 
Suisun City Police Department 
Fairfield/Suisun School Board member 
Interim Public Works Director 

STA BAC Rep
f---------'-----------j Mike Segala 

STA PAC Rep 
Councilmember 

Suisun City 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

Phase 1 - Introductory Presentations - COMPLETE 
• School Board Meetings 

• Fairfield/Suisun USD, May 25, 2006 
• City Council Meeting, July 18, 2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 

·e 

To better facilitate SR2S discussions for Farifield and Suisun City, both committees will 
meet together to expedite the study process as well as share the same representative for 
the Fairfield/Suisun Unified School District. 

Meeting/Event Dates 

First Community Task Force Meeting 

• Introductions, SR2S Process Overview 
March 12 

School Based Training Audit 
March 26 
Principal's meeting 

Independent School Based Audits Conducted 
April- October 
June 7 
Suisun Elementary 

Second Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 
comments 

Recommended: September 19th 
Also available: September 11 th and 17th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
Recommended: October 29th 
Also Available: October 22nd and 23rd 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, November 2007 
Fairfield-Suisun USD, November 2007 

Suisun's private schools to be contacted for program inclusion: 

Area School name Students Grades 
Suisun City Children's World Learning Center 7 KG-KG 
Suisun City Our Christian Scholastic Academy 5 K-8 
Suisun City St Martin's Inc. 8 5-7 
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Vacaville 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

Phase 1 - Introductory Presentations - COMPLETE 
• School Board Meeting, 

• Vacaville USD, May 18, 2006 
• City Council Meeting, June 13, 2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 

, .. @S'I.{@;'·
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City Appointment
 
Public Safety Rep
 
School Board A t.
 
STA TAC Rep
 
STABAC Rep
 
STA PAC Rep
 

Below are target dates for community task force meetings. 

Meeting/Event Dates 

First Community Task Force Meeting 

• Introductions, SR2S Process Overview 
February 21 

School Based Training Audit 

March 13 &27 
Principal's meeting 
May 16 
Will C. Wood High School event 

Independent School Based Audits Conducted 
May - September 
May 23 
Alamo Elementary 

Second Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 
comments 

Recommended: September 10th 
Also available: August 30th and September 12th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
Recommended: October 17th 
Also Available: October 11 th, 15th and 22nd 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, OctINovember 2007 
Vacaville USD, OctINovember 2007 

Vacaville's private schools to be contacted for program inclusion: 

Area School name Students Grades 
Vacaville Bethany Lutheran Ps & Day School 151 K-6 
Vacaville Notre Dame School 338 K-8 
Vacaville Royal Oaks Academy 41 PK-6 
Vacaville Vacaville Adventist 34 K-8 
Vacaville Vacaville Christian Schools 1248 PK-12 
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Vallejo 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

Phase 1 - Introductory Presentations - COMPLETE 
• School Board Meeting, 

• Vallejo USD, May 17,2006 
• City Council Meeting, May 23,2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 

City Appointment 
Public Safety Rep 
School Board A 1. 
STATAC Rep 
STA BAC Rep 
STA PAC Rep 

Councilmember 
Officer 
Vice President 
Public Works Director 
Valle"o Resident 
Valle"o Resident 

Below are target dates for community task force meetings. 
Meeting/Event Dates 

First Community Task Force Meeting 

• Introductions, SR2S Process Overview 
February 15 

School Based Training Audit 

March 5 
Principal meeting, 
April 19 
Steffan Manor Elementary event 

Independent School Based Audits Conducted March - September 

Second Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 
comments 

Recommended: September 13th 
Also available: August 29th & September 12th & 17th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
Recommended: October 24th 
Also Available: October 18th, 22nd, and 25th 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, October 2007 
School Board Adoption, October 2007 

Vallejo's private schools to be contacted for program inclusion: 
Area School name Students Grades 
Vallejo Hilltop Christian School 167 PK-8 
Vallejo La Petice Academy 9 PK-K 
Vallejo New Horizons 5 PK-K 
Vallejo North Hills Christian Schools 541 K-12 
Vallejo Reignierd School 84 K-12 
Vallejo St Basil Elementary School 354 PK-8 
Vallejo St Catherine Of Siena School 327 K-8 
Vallejo St Patrick - St. Vincent High School 644 9-12 
Vallejo St Vincent Ferrer School 350 K-8 
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County of Solano 
STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program - Status Report 

Phase 1 - Introductory Presentations - COMPLETE 
• Solano Community College, May 3,2006 
• Board of Supervisors Meeting, May 23, 2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - IN PROGRESS 

, , 

Maize Brewington 
Vice President of Administrative and 
Business Services 

VACANT 
VACANT 

Solano County Board of Supervisors and Solano Community College representative roles 
in the Safe Routes to School Program are not defined. 

Although private schools cannot receive funding from certain public funding sources, 
improvements made within the public right-of-way can be funded. There are many 
private schools in Solano County that are not represented by public school districts. 

County of Solano representatives will serve on several Community Task Forces 
representing schools and residents not located within public school districts or within city 
boundaries. 

The SR2S Steering committee recognized that the recommended public input process 
would not properly address the SR2S needs ofprivate institutions that draw students 
countywide. The SR2S Steering committee recommended that if private institutions 
wished to be involved in the SR2S process, it would be up to the jurisdiction that has 
public right-of-way around that institution to aid in conducting a walking audit for 
inclusion in the locally adopted SR2S plans and the STA Countywide SR2S Plan. 

Walking audit information collected from private schools will be incorporated into the 
local area's SR2S Plan. Private institutions will be invited to the Safe Routes to School 
training audit in their area to aid them in conducting a future walking audit. 

Concerning Solano Community College, other STA area plans and programs have the 
potential to be better suited to help increase safety as well as biking and walking to 
campus (e.g., the North Connector Transportation for Livable Communities Plan or the 
Solano Napa Community Information Program). Improvements and programs 
recommended through these other efforts will be incorporated into the STA's Safe Routes 
to School Program. 
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Agenda Item VIII.H 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 20, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 
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 5 project delivery reminders for the TAC: 

1.	 Follow up on MTC Federal Obligation Plan Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2007-08 for 
Surface Transportation Program (STP)/ Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality 
Improvement Program (CMAQ) funds: 

The following two projects were the last projects to obligate funding in FY 2007-08: 

Revised £-76 request and award 
package sent to Caltrans HQ 

SOLOI0021 Benicia - West "K" StreetBenicia 
Rehabilitation 

August 15, 2007. 
Revised £-76 request and award 
package sent to Caltrans HQ 

Fairfield SOLOI0023 Hilborn Road 
Rehabilitation 

August 15,2007. 

The following are projects that will be included in the FY 2007-08 Federal Obligation 
Plan since they are the current projects in the TIP: 

Vallejo 

Rio Vista - 2" St. 
Rehabilitation 

SOLOI0027 Vallejo - Lemon St. 
Rehabilitation 

Possible reprogramming of 
funds. 
Additional $672,000 in FY 
2008-09 can be advanced. 
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The following are STA funding program projects that will be amended into the TIP for 
either FY 2007-08 funds or FY 2008-09 funds: 

Vacaville Ulatis Creek Bike Path 
(Ulatis to Leisure Town) 

Vacaville-Dixon Bikeway Bike/Ped 
Phase III 

West Texas Street Gateway Bike/Ped 
Project 

$1,000,000TLC 
Capital 
Bike/Ped 

Bike/Ped 

TLC 
Capital 

Bike/Ped 
Bike/Ped 

Bike/Ped 

State Park Road 
Overcrossing 
State Park Road 
Overcrossing 
McGary Road Regional 
Bike Path 

Old Town Cordelia 
Improvement Project 
Vacaville-Dixon Bikeway 
Phase II 

Ulatis Creek Bike Path 
(Allison to 1-80) 

Nob Hill Bike Path 

Benicia 

Fairfield 

Fairfield 

Vacaville 

Solano 
County 

Solano 
County 

Solano 
County 

Vacaville 

*TE funded projects are considered federal, but are programmed by the California 
Transportation Commission (CTC) as part of the State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) process, not the MTC TIP process. Solano Bicycle Pedestrian Projects 
use a combination ofTDA Article 3 funding and federal funding. TDA-Article 3 funding 
is not listed. 

Projects that are programmed in FY 2008-09 have the opportunity to advance their 
projects into FY 2007-08 using the remaining programming capacity (see "Obligating 
and Advancing Fiscal Year 2008-09 Projects" staff report). Projects that are advanced in 
this fashion will be held to FY 2008-09 project delivery deadlines and given the 
flexibility to request obligation sooner using FY 2007-08 obligation authority. 

2.	 Inactive Obligations 
To adhere to FHWA project delivery guidelines and MTC's Resolution 3606, project 
sponsors must invoice for obligated projects every 6 months. 

Intersection of SR 29 and 
Carolina Street, Install Traffic 
Signal 

$24,771.00 In final voucher process 



,.	 . II 
Solano 
County 

Cook Lane At Baker Slough 
Bridge Replacement 
(BRLO 923145) 

$0 Need to close out project 

Solano 
County 

Pleasants Valley Rd; Cherry 
Glen To Foothill, Road 
Rehabilitation (STPL 923527) 

$0 Need to close out project 

Solano 
County 

Abernathy Rd From Fairfield's 
Linear Park North, Bike Path 
(CML 923526) 

$0 Need to close out project 

3.	 STA Project Delivery Working Group, June 26, 2007: 
The Solano PDWG agenda for August 28 will be emailed out to PDWG and TAC 
members by August 23 for their review. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 
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Agenda Item VIII.I 
August 29, 2007 

S1ra
 
DATE: August 17,2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Judy Leaks, SNCI Program Manager/Analyst 
RE: Solano Commute Challenge Update 

Background: 
The Solano Commute Challenge (The Challenge) is a targeted outreach campaign for 
Solano County employers that involves the local business community in addition to 
employers and employees. The overall goal for this campaign is to increase and sustain 
Solano County employees' use of alternative transportation. The Challenge is to "Use 
transit, carpool, vanpool, bike, or walk to work at least 30 times from July to October." 
Incentives will be provided to employees and employers who "meet" the Challenge. 

STA staff met with Chambers of Commerce to get input and feedback about the 
Challenge. The Chambers were enthusiastic and supportive of the campaign and 
suggested employer targets in each of their areas. 

Challenge campaign materials (Attachments A & B) were mailed to the targeted 
employers in July with telephone follow-up a week later. Information about the 
Challenge was posted on the STA's website along with a registration form where targeted 
employers could indicate their interest in participating. 

Discussion: 
Each Solano County city is represented by the twenty-five (25) employers that have 
registered to participate in the Challenge as of mid-August. Over 160 employees have 
signed-up to use the Monthly Commute Logs to track their use of commute alternatives 
through October 31. Attachment C provides the current status ofThe Challenge. 

Two employers, Genentech in Vacaville and Goodrich in Fairfield, have met the required 
20 employee sign-ups to be eligible for the Commute Champion Workplace designation. 
Genentech leads all employers with 49 sign-ups to date. 

As individual employees sign up for The Challenge, each receives a Welcome letter and a 
Monthly Commute Log (Attachment D), as well as any information requested about 
transit, bicycling, and carpooling options. At the end of each month, individuals submit 
the completed Commute Log and the next month's Log is forwarded to them. 
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Staff is working on two levels to continue to promote The Challenge. The 25 registered 
employers are regularly contacted to encourage the promotion of The Challenge to their 
employees. The individual employees receive encouragement to maintain and submit the 
commute logs to track their progress to receive their incentive rewards. 

Fiscal Impact: 
The Solano Commute Challenge (SCC) campaign expenses are included in the Solano 
Napa Commuter Information budget and is funded by a combination ofTFCA and 
Eastern Solano CMAQ funds. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachments: 
A. SCC Employer Information and Registration 
B. SCC Employee Brochure 
C. SCC Employee Results Table - 8.17.07 
D. Monthly Commute Log 
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ATTACHMENT A 

SOLaNO COIVIMU1re Cl-iaLLeNGe ..
 
VANPOOL 

HOW TO ENTER:
 
1.	 Complete the "Employer Challenge Form" below and return it to SNCI by mail 

or fax. We will send you information for your employees. 
2.	 Get the word out to your employees. 
3. Encourage employees to complete the "Solano Commute Challenge Form" and 

complete their Monthly Commute Logs. 

EMPLOYER CHALLENGE FORM 
Fill in information below and FAX to: 707-424-6074, or MAIL to: Solano Commute Challenge, c/o SNCI, One Harbor 
Center, Suite 130, Suisun City, CA 94SBS(or visit our special employer web page, http://www.solanolinks.com/snci­
solanocommutechallenge.html and register there). 

Company Name:.	 _ 

Your Name:	 _ 

Your Title: 

Company Mailing Address: _
 

City: Zip: _
 

Work Phone: _
 

Fax: _
 

E-mail:	 _
 

# of employees: _
 

Approx # of employees currently using Commute Alternatives: _ 

I prefer to receive information to distribute to employees by (circle one): 

Hard Copy (paper) E-mail 

For hard coPy (paper), # of Employee Flyers requested: _
 

How Did You Hear About the Solano Commute Challenge? (circle one):
 
SNCI Direct Mailing SI\lCI E-mail Chamber of Commerce Other _
 

We will provide you with status reports during the Solano Commute Challenge. 
Qualifying commuters and employers will be notified in November and rewards will be 
sent. 

- If your company wins the "Most Outstanding Workplace, /I choose a date for the catered 
lunch! 195 



ATTACHMENT B 

SOLaNO C:OMMU1re C:1-IaLLENGE 

tJlake a difference in your com~nunity!
 

Use a Commute Alternative
 
(Carpool, Vanpoolf Bus, Train, FerrYl Bicycle, Walk)
 

at least 30 times during the
 
Solano Commute Challenge
 

July = October 2007
 
Help reduce traffic congestion and air pollution!
 

EmployerITransportation Coordinator Challenge:
 
Motivate 20 or more employees to successfully meet the Solano Commute Challenge
 

Rewards for Employer/Transportation Coordinators (YOU!):
 
Cornrnu-r~c; Champion Workplace - If 20 or more employees from your company meet the Chalfenge,
 

you will receive: $100 in Commute Bucks"; plus entry in a drawing for a Monterey Vacation for Two,
 

including round-trip Amtrak train tickets, accommodations for 2 nights, local transit transfers
 

and admission to Monterey Bay AquariUm.
 

!Y''--Qf!.t Q1Lt:~&0-(!0LU1£L\6i.QL~DI0~_Q_- If your company/organization has more employees who meet the
 

Challenge than any other participating company, you (and al.l.employees who participated) will
 

receive a free catered lunch.
 

Commute Contender Vkrkplace If at least 10, but fewer than 20 of your employees meet the
 

Challenge, you will receive: $25 in Commute Bucks",
 

Rewards for your Employees: 
~ tvleet the Challenge-Be a Ccrrxmrt-e Cham~!ioni Use a Commute Alternative 30 times between 

July 1 and October 31 - In addition to saving money, time and stress, receive $50 in Commute 

Bucks", plus entry in a Local Prize Drawing for prizes worth $100, like gift cards for home 

improvement and electronic stores, local restaurants and a spa package, 

~ Be the t00st Outstanding Commuter - Use a commute alternative more than anyone at your 

company - and win $100 in Commute Bucks", plus entry in the Grand Prize Drawing for a $500 
Prize of Commute Bucks". 

Give it a fly! If you try but do not meet the Challenge, you may be eligible to receive $25 in 

Commute Bucks". 

-'Commute Bucks are your choice of gas cards, transit passes, or gift cards from a local bike shop 

or athletic shoe store. 
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ATTACHMENT C 

Solano Commute Challenge 
Results as of 8/17/07 

25 employers 
161 registered employees 

City Employers # of registered employees 

Benicia 
City of Benicia 4 

Benicia Fabrication & Machine 0 
The Henry Wine Group 1 

Dixon 

Cardinal Health 0 

First Northern Bank 3 

Superior Farms 0 

Fairfield/Suisun City 
City of Fairfield 6 

Goodrich 22 

Kaiser Permanente Medical Offices 1 

Solano Family & Children's Services 1 

Abbott Labs 4 

Papyrus 7 

Travis AFB 4 

Professional Hospital Supply 0 

Rio Vista 
City of Rio Vista 1 
California Vegetable Specialties 6 

Vacaville 

City of Vacaville 10 

Genentech 49 

Kaiser Permanente Medical Offices 13 

Pacific Cycle 0 
Vacaville Unified School District 4 

NorthBay Health Care 18 

Vallejo 

City of Vallejo 3 

Kaiser Permanente Medical Center 3 

Crestwood Manor 1 
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ATTACHMENT D 

SOLANO COMMUTE CHALLENGE 
MONTHLY COMMUTE LOG 

M *~; ~ 
J;j;;,CARPOOL f.\ll<£~iY~~EQQk<; 

Please check the appropriate box to indicate the way you commute to and from work on 
each day. 

For the Month of: 
Date Drive Alone Carpool Vanpool Transit Bike Walk 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

Daily Commute Mileage: _
 

I certify that this statement is true, correct and complete to the best of my knowledge and belief.
 

Name (printed) & Signature required Date 

Employer Name Employer Address 

At the end of each month, please return this form to: SNCl, One Harbor Center, Suite 130, Suisun 
City, CA 94585 or fax to 707-424-6074. 
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Agenda Item VIII.J 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 10, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 
RE: Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan Update: Pedestrian Priority Projects List 

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

Staff from Solano County and the seven cities initially identified the pedestrian priority projects 
included in the current Solano Countywide Pedestrian Plan. With an increased portion of 
funding available for pedestrian facilities in Solano County, the PAC requested to revisit and 
reprioritize the current list of pedestrian projects. Per that request, the STA Board issued a call 
for any new or revised pedestrian projects on October 11, 2006. Initially, the updated list of 
pedestrian priority projects was tentatively scheduled to be included as an action item for 
recommendation to the STA Board at the November 16,2006 PAC meeting. However, the 
complete revision of the pedestrian priority projects list has since experienced delays (See 
Attachment A for a summary ofPAC activities). 

Discussion: 
On July 10, 2007, Larry Mork, Eva Laevastu, and Pat Moran participated on the PAC sub­
committee to review the project application scores. The PAC sub-committee agreed upon a top 
priority projects list that includes seven (7) projects. STA staff clarified applications regarding 
multi-jurisdictional projects and recommended the group consider including the North Connector 
TLC Corridor in the priority projects list. After an extensive discussion, the group recommended 
the following seven (7) pedestrian projects as the top priority projects for the Solano Countywide 
Pedestrian Plan Update (in order): 

1. Rio Vista Waterfront Plan and Improvement; 
2. Benicia State Park Road Bike and Pedestrian Bridge; 
3. Solano County Old Town Cordelia Improvement; 
4. North Connector TLC Corridor (multi-jurisdictional); 
5. Dixon West "B" Street Pedestrian Grade Separation; 
6. Vallejo Ferry Station Pedestrian and Streetscape; and 
7. Fairfield West Texas Street Gateway 
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The remaining project submittals were recommended by the group to be included in the 
Countywide Pedestrian Plan updated list of countywide significant pedestrian projects (See 
Attachment B). 

On July 19, 2007, the PAC was scheduled to meet and discuss the recommendations made by the 
sub-committee members. At this meeting, the goal was for the PAC to provide a 
recommendation to the STA Board. However, a quorum of committee members was not present, 
thus no action could be taken. In absence of a quorum, the consensus among committee 
members who were present was to postpone the action until their next meeting on September 20, 
2007 at 6:00 p.m. Interested TAC Members are encouraged to attend this meeting. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachments: 
A Summary of PAC Activities 
B. Priority Projects List 
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Attachment A 

Summary of PAC Activities: 

Date of PAC Meeting PAC Activities Related to Pedestrian Project Prioritization 

July 19, 2007 Action postponed by PAC to September 20, 2007 PAC meeting.
 
The recommendation was finalized for PAC approval; however, a quorum
 
was not present. In the absence of a quorum, action was postponed by PAC
 
one last time.
 

The PAC's regular meeting is scheduled for every third Thursday of every odd month. The first 
PAC meeting for review of the pedestrian priority projects list was on November 9,2006. The 
next PAC meeting is scheduled for September 20, 2007. 
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Attachment B 

PAC Priority Projects List: 

Pro"ect Name 
1 Rio Vista Waterfront Plan and Improvement Project 

2 City of Benicia State Park Road Bike and Pedestrian Bridge 

3 Solano County Old Town Cordelia Improvement project 

4 City of Dixon West "B" Street Pedestrian Grade Separation Project 

5 Multi- jurisdictional North Connector Multi-Use Path 

6 Vallejo Public Works Vallejo Ferry Station Pedestrian and Streetscape Enhancements 

7 City of Fairfield - Public Works West Texas Street Gateway Project
 

City of Dixon
 Transportation Center Rail Station Improvements
 

City of Dixon
 Downtown Dixon Streetscape Program
 

City of Fairfield - Public Works
 Jefferson Street Corridor Pedestrian Project
 

City of Fairfield - Public Works
 Linear Park Dover to Peabody Project
 

City of Fairfield - Public Works
 Civic Center-to-Downtown Fairfield Pedestrian Enhancements Project 

City of Fairfield - Public Works Linear Park Crossings Traffic Calming Project
 

City of Rio Vista
 Citywide Loop
 

Multi- jurisdictional
 Jepson Parkway Project
 

Multi- jurisdictional
 McGary Road Project
 

Solano County
 Homeacres Avenue Improvement Project
 

Solano County
 Jepson Parkway Multi-use Path
 

Solano County
 English Hills Multi-Use Path
 

Solano County
 Vacaville - Dixon Bike Route
 

Suisun City Public Works
 The Railroad and Sunset Avenue Widening and Realignment 

Creek Walk Extension 

Vallejo Station Pedestrian and Bicycle Links Project 

Vallejo Public Works Downtown Vallejo renaissance Project 

Vallejo Public Works 
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Agenda Item Vlll.K 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 17, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 
RE: Funding Opportunities Summary 

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

California State Parks Habitat 
Conservation Fund 

California State Parks Regional 
Trails Program* 

Caltrans Transp0l1ation Planning 
Grant - Environmental Justice: 
Context-Sensitive Planning* 

Caltrans Planning Grant ­
Community-Based Planning* 

Caltrans Planning Grant ­
Federal Transportation Account 
(FTA) 5303 Partnership 
Planning* 

Caltrans Planning Grant - FTA 
5303 Statewide Transit Planning 
Studies* 

Caltrans Planning Grant - FTA 
5303 Transit Technical Planning 
Assistance* 

Caltrans Planning Grant - FTA 
5303 Transit Professionals 
Deve1opment* 

San Francisco Bay Trails 
Project* 

Matthew Farris, 
California Department of Parks 

and Recreation (DPR) 
(916) 651-7738 

Non-Motorized Projects: 
Matthew Farris, Cal DPR, 

(916) 651-7738 
Motorized Projects: 

Dan Canfield, Cal DPR, 
(916)324-1574 

Surinder Sikand, Caltrans, 
(510) 286-5472 

Beth Thomas, Caltrans, 
(510) 286-7227 

Cameron Oakes, Caltrans, 
(510) 622-5758 

Blesilda Gebreyesus, Caltrans, 
(510) 286-5578 

Blesilda Gebreyesus, Caltrans, 
(510) 286-5578 

Blesilda Gebreyesus, Caltrans, 
(510) 286-5578 

Maureen Gaffney, 
Association of Bay Area 
Governments (ABAG) 

(510) 464-7909 

October 1,2007 

October 1,2007 

October 13, 2007 

October 13, 2007 

October 13, 2007 

October 13, 2007 

October 13, 2007 

October 13, 2007 

$6 Million Available; 
Open Until Funds Exhausted 

*New funding opportunity 
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TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

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

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

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. Cities, counties and districts are 
eligible to apply. The HCF program requires a dollar for dollar match from a 
non-state source. 

Eligible Projects:	 The following categories will be funded during the upcoming grant cycle: 
1.	 Rare, Threatened, Endangered, or Fully Protected Species Habitat 
2.	 Wetland Habitat 
3.	 Riparian Habitat 

Examples: 
•	 City of Vacaville - Alamo Creek Acquisition $500,000, FY 2007/08 
•	 City of Vacaville - Pleasants Valley Encinosa Acquisition $250,000, 

FY 2005/06 
•	 City of Vacaville - Ulatis Creek $72,000, FY 1997/98; $86,400 & 

$54,000, FY 1996/97 

Further Details:	 http://www.parks.ca.gov 

Program Contact Person:	 Matthew Farris, California Department of Parks and Recreation 
(916) 651-7738 
mfarr@parks.ca.gov 

STA Contact Person:	 Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

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

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

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

Funding Available:	 Approximately $3-4 million will be available for non-motorized projects and 
approximately $1.65 million for motorized proj ects based on the federal 
Fiscal Year 2006-07 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; 

•	 Purchase and lease of recreational trail construction and 
maintenance equipment (motorized projects only); 

•	 Construction of new recreational trails 
•	 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 

Program Contact Person:	 Non-Motorized Projects: Matthew Farris, (916) 651-7738, 
mfarr@parks.ca.gov 

Motorized Projects: Dan Canfield, (916) 324-1574, dcanfield@parks.ca.gov 

STA Contact Person:	 Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 

205
 



TO: STATAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

This summary of the Caltrans Planning Grant for Environmental Justice: Context-Sensitive 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:	 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:	 $3 million from the State Highway Account for FY 07/08. 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: •	 Identification and involvement ofunder-represented groups in 
planning and project development. 

•	 Planning and Safety improvements for pedestrians and bicycles 
•	 Developing Guidelines and supporting information for EJ element of 

a General Plan 
•	 Transportation Projects in underdeveloped rural agricultural areas 
•	 Transportation Planning that enhances the business climate, 

affordable housing, and economic development in under-served 
communities development 

Examples: 
•	 Monument Corridor Marketing and Outreach Project, Central Contra 

Costa Transit Authority - $87,200, FY 05/06 
•	 Fruitvale Alive!/City of Oakland - $170,000, FY 03/04 
•	 Le Grand, Circulation Plan - 68,400, FY 03/04 

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

Program Contact Person:	 Surinder Sikand, Caltrans District 4, (510) 286-5472 

STA Contact Person:	 Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant for Community-Based 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:	 $3 million from the State Highway Account for FY 06/07. Maximum grant 
amount is $300,000. 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 Oriented/Adjacent Development or "transit village" studies or 

plans 
•	 Community transit facilitylinfrastructure 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-friendly goods movement transportation 

corridors, ports, and airports 

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

Program Contact Person:	 Beth Thomas, Caltrans District 4, (510) 286-7227 

STA Contact Person:	 Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

This sununary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant for 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: 

Program Description: 

Funding Available: 

Eligible Projects: 

Further Details:
 

Program Contact Person:
 

STA Contact Person:
 

MPOsIRTPs as applicants. Others may apply as sub-recipients. Contact 
MTC for their sub-recipient process details. 

The Partnership Planning Grant promotes planning studies that have a 
statewide benefit or multi-regional significance or both. 

Approximately $1 million will be available in FY 2007-08. The maximum 
amount per grant is $300,000 with a 20% non-federal local match. 

•	 Regional, inter-county, and/or statewide mobility and access needs 
•	 Land use and smart growth studies 
•	 Corridor studies and corridor preservation studies 
•	 Projects that evaluate transportation issues involving ground access 

to international borders, seaports, airports, intermodal facilities, 
freight hubs, and recreational sites 

http://www.doLca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.htm 

Cameron Oakes, Caltrans District 4, (510) 622-5758 

Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

This summary of the Caltrans Transportation Planning Grant for Statewide Transit Planning Studies 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:	 Funds studies that reduce urban transportation needs and improve transit on 
a statewide or multi-regional level. 

Funding Available:	 $1,200,000 available with a grant cap of$300,000. 11.47% non-Federal 
funds or in-kind local match required. 

Eligible Projects:	 • GIS development 
•	 Transit-oriented development (TOD) studies 
•	 Transit planning 
•	 Development tools 
• Development models 

Example: 
•	 Transit-Related Child Care Study, Child Care Coordinating Council 

of San Mateo County - $84,100 

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

Program Contact Person:	 Blesilda Gebreyesus, Caltrans District 4, (510) 286-5578 

STA Contact Person:	 Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STATAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

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

Eligible Project Sponsors:	 MPOs/RTPs as applicants. Others may apply as sub-recipients. Contact 
MTC for their sub-recipient process details. 

Program Description:	 Funds public intermodal transportation planning studies for rural transit 
service (Population of 50K or less). 

Funding Available:	 $900,000 available with a grant cap of $100,000. 11.47% non-Federal funds 
or in-kind local match required. 

Eligible Projects:	 • Short-range transit development plans 
•	 Ridership surveys 
• Transit coordination studies 

Example: 
•	 Western Placer County Options for Transit Service Consolidation, 

Placer County Transportation Planning Agency - $13,280 

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

Program Contact Person: Blesilda Gebreyesus, Caltrans District 4, (510) 286-5578 

STA Contact Person:	 Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

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

Eligible Project Sponsors:	 MPOs/RTPs as applicants. Others may apply as sub-recipients. Contact 
MTC for their sub-recipient process details. 

Program Description:	 Transit Professionals Development: Fund training and development of 
transit planning professionals and students. 

Funding Available:	 $200,000 available with a grant cap of $50,000. 11.47% non-Federal funds 
or in-kind local match required. 

Eligible Projects:	 • Training manuals 
• Internships 

Example: 
•	 Professional Development and Transit Internships, Yolo County 

Transportation District - $46,478 

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

Program Contact Person:	 Blesilda Gebreyesus, Caltrans District 4, (510) 286-5578 

STA Contact Person:	 Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 

211
 



TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 

This summary of the San Francisco Bay Trails Project 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 and districts with planned trails are eligible to apply. 

Program Description: The Bay Trail Project proposes the development of a regional hiking and 
bicycling trail around the perimeter of San Francisco and San Pablo Bays. 

Funding Available: Approximately $6 million is available under the program. 

Eligible Projects: Projects with San Francisco Bay Trails. 

Examples: 
•	 City of Benicia - Benicia State Recreation Area Bay Trail $100,000, 

FY 01/02; Completed September 2003 
•	 County of Solano - Solano Countywide Trails Plan $46,000, FY 

01/02; Completed February 2004 

Further Details:	 http://baytrail.abag.ca.gov/ 

Program Contact Person:	 Maureen Gaffney, Bay Trail Planner (ABAG), (916) 651-8576, 
mureeng@abag.ca.gov 

STA Contact Person:	 Sara Woo, Planning Assistant, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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Agenda Item VIII.L 
August 29, 2007 

DATE: August 20, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Johanna Masic1at, Clerk of the Board 
RE: Updated STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 2007 

Background: 
Attached are the STA Board and Advisory Committee meeting schedule for calendar year 
2007 that maybe of interest to the STA TAC. 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachment: 
A. STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 2007 
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1r STA BOARD AND ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE MEETING SCHEDULE 

CALENDAR YEAR 2007 
soeano 'ltanspotlafion ;Au.thot:lbJ 

September 6 6:30 p.m. Bicycle Adyisory Committee (BAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
September 12 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
September 20 6:00 p.m. Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
September 21 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Fairfield Community Center Confirmed 
September 26 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

October 4 6:30p.m. Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) STA Conference Room Tentative 
October 10 6:00 p.m. STA Board~:=~i~g. . Suisun City Hall Confirmed 

November 14 6:00 p.m. STA's 10m Annual Awards Valleio Confirmed 
November 15 6:00p.m. Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) S TA Conference Room Tentative 
November 16 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinalinq Council (PCC) Fairfield Community Center Confirmed 
November 28 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

December 6 6:30 p.m. Bicvcle Advisory Committee (BAC) STA Conference Room Tentative 
December 12 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meetinq Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
December 26 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Tentative 

-­ 1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Tentative 

N 
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