
One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, California 94585 

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

AGENDA 

Members: 
1:30 p.m., Wednesday, January 30, 2008 

Benicia Solano Transportation Authority 
Dixon One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Fairfield Suisun City, CA 94585 
Rio Vista 
Solano County 

ITEM	 STAFF PERSON Suisun City 
Vacaville 
Vallejo 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
 
(1:35 -1:40 p.m.) 

V.	 CONSENT CALENDAR 
Recommendation: Approve the following consent items in one motion. 
(1:40 -1:45 p.m.) 

A.	 Minutes of the TAC Meeting of January 2, 2008 Johanna Masiclat 
Recommendation:
 
Approve minutes ofJanuary 2, 2008.
 
Pg.l
 

B.	 Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC)/Pedestrian Advisory Sara Woo 
Committee (pAC) Letter of Support Regarding Priority 
Development Area (PDA) Funds 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Boardfor approval ofthe
 
attached letterfrom the BAC and PAC to the Metropolitan
 
Transportation Commission (MTC) regarding PDA Funds.
 
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 VacaviUe Vallejo Solano 



C.	 Bicycle Advisory Committee (HAC) and Pedestrian Advisory Sara Woo 
Committee (PAC) 2008 By-Laws Revision 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
 
attached 2008 BAC and PAC By-Laws Revision.
 
Pg.13 

VI. ACTION NON-FINANCIAL ITEMS 

A.	 Draft Countywide Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Plan Sam Shelton 
Recommendation:
 
Recommend the following to the STA Board:
 

1.	 Approve STA 's Countywide Safe Routes to School Plan; 
2.	 Authorize STA Staffto create a STA Safe Routes to School 

Program based on the STA's Countywide Safe Routes to 
School Plan's countywide priorities; and 

3.	 Establish the STA 's Saft Routes to School Steering 
Committee as a permanent advisory committee to the STA 
Boardfor the new STA Safe Route to School Program. 

(1 :45 - 2:00 p.m.)
 
Pg.25
 

B.	 Project Study Report (PSR) Priorities for Caltrans Janet Adams 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt the Solano
 
County FY 2008-09 Project Study Report Prioritized Workplan to
 
submit to Caltrans as specified in Attachment C.
 
(2:00 - 2:15 p.m.)
 
Pg.43
 

C.	 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Call for Projects and Robert Macaulay 
Project List 
Recommendation:
 
Forward the project list included as shown in Attachment A to the
 
STA Boardfor discussion at a Solano County RTP Public
 
Hearing on February 13, 2008.
 
(2:15 - 2:30 p.m.)
 
Pg.63
 

D.	 Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CTP) Robert Macaulay 
TAC Representative Appointments to STA Committees 
Recommendation:
 
Approve the following:
 

1.	 Appoint a TAC representative to the Transit Committee; 
2.	 Appoint a TAC representative to the Alternative Modes 

Committee; and 
3.	 Appoint a TAC representative to the Arterials, Highways 

and Freeways Committee. 
(2:30 - 2:40 p.m.)
 
Pg.67
 



E.	 Legislative Update Jayne Bauer 
Recommendation:
 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the
 
following:
 

1.	 Support ACA 10 (Feuer); 
2.	 Watch SB 1093 (Wiggins); and 
3.	 Approve the following priority as an amendment to the 

2008 STA Legislative Priorities and Platform: "Support 
initiatives to pursue the 55% voter thresholdfor county 
transportation infrastructure measures. " 

(2:40 - 2:50 p.m.)
 
Pg.69
 

VII. INFORMATIONAL ITEMS - DISCUSSION 

A.	 1-80 Freeway Performance Initiative (FPI) Update Janet Adams 
Informational 
(2:50 - 3:05 p.m.)
 
Pg.I0l
 

B.	 Review of Corridor Construction Schedules for 2008 and Janet Adams 
2009 
Informational 
(3:05 - 3:15 p.m.)
 
Pg.I03
 

C.	 Status of Transportation Funds for Clean Air (TFCA) 40% Robert Guerrero 
Program Manager Funds 
Informational 
(3:15 - 3:25 p.m.)
 
Pg.I05
 

NO DISCUSSION 

D.	 State Route (SR) 12 Status Update Robert Macaulay 
Informational 
Pg.ll1 

E.	 Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) 2008 Sara Woo 
Update 
Informational 
Pg.123 

F.	 Project Delivery Update Sam Shelton 
Informational 
Pg.125 

G.	 Funding Opportunities Summary Sara Woo 
Informational 
Pg.129 



H.	 STA Board Highlights - January 9, 2008 Johanna Masiclat 
InfOrmational 
Pg.138 

I.	 STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule Johanna Masiclat 
for 2008 
InfOrmational 
Pg.142 

VIII. ADJOURNMENT 

The next regular meeting ofthe Technical Advisory Committee is scheduled at 
1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, February 27, 2008. 



Agenda Item VA
 
January 30, 2008
 

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
 
Minutes for the meeting of
 

January 2, 2008
 

I. CALL TO ORDER 

The regular meeting ofthe Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) was called to order at 
approximately I :50 p.m. in the Solano Transportation Authority's Conference Room. 

Present: 
TAC Members Present:	 Michael Throne City ofBenicia 

Janet Koster City ofDixon 
Kevin Daughton City ofFairfield 
Brent Salmi City of Rio Vista 
Fernando Bravo City of Suisun City 
Dale Pfeiffer City ofVacaville 
Gary Leach City of Vallejo 
Paul Wiese County of Solano 

STA Staff Present:	 Daryl Halls STA
 
Janet Adams STA
 
Elizabeth Richards STAJSNCI
 
Liz Niedziela STAJSNCI
 
Jayne Bauer STA
 
Robert Guerrero STA
 
Sam Shelton STA
 
Johanna Masiclat STA
 

Others Present: 
(In Alphabetical Order)	 Ngozi Ezekwo Caltrans District 4 

Ed Huestis City ofVacaville 
Denis Jackson MV Transportation 
Jeff Knowles City of Vacaville 

II. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA 

On a motion by Janet Koster, and a second by Michael Throne, the STA TAC unanimously 
approved the agenda with the exception to table Agenda Item, VILA, Draft Countywide Safe 
Routes to School (SR2S) Plan, at the request of STA staff, until the next meeting scheduled 
for January 30, 2008. 
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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: None presented. 

V. CONSENT CALENDAR 
On a motion by Michael Throne, and a second by Brent Salmi, the STA TAC approved 
Consent Calendar Items A through C. (The Cities of Benicia, Dixon, and Fairfield 
abstained from the vote on Item A.) 

A. Minutes of the TAC Meeting of November 28, 2007 
Recommendation: 
Approve minutes of November 28, 2007. 

B. Solano County Fiscal Year (FY) 2008-09 Transportation Funds for Clean Air 
(TFCA) 40% Program Manager Call for Projects 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the following: 

1. $207,253 in FY 2008-09 TFCA Program Manager Funds for Solano Napa 
Commuter Incentives Program; and 

2. Issue a call for projects for the remaining FY 2008-09 TFCA Program 
Manager Funds. 

c. North Connector Transportation for Livable Communities (TLC) 
Corridor Concept Plan 
Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt the North Connector 
Transportation for Livable Communities Corridor Concept Plan. 

obert ( 

VI. ACTION ­ FINANCIAL ITEMS 

A. Request for Proposals for 1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridors Highway Operations 
Implementation Study 
Sam Shelton reviewed the Request for Proposals for the 1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridors 
Highway Operations Implementation Study. He stated that staffplans to hold a RFP 
workshop at the end of January 2008 to help consultants better understand what is 
requested in the RFP and to encourage multiple applicants. 
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Recommendation:
 
Recommend that the STA Board authorize the Executive Director to:
 

1.	 Issue a Request for Proposals for consultant services for the 1-80/1-680/1-780 
Corridors Highway Operations Implementation Study; and 

2.	 Execute a consultant contract for an amount not to exceed $300,000 for the 1­
80/1-680/1-780 Corridors Highway Operations Implementation Study. 

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

B.	 State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Fund Fiscal Year (FY) 2007-08 
Amendment No.3 
Elizabeth Richards indicated that MTC is expected to have funding forecast estimates 
in January 2008 for FY 2008-09. She stated that staff is requesting that a priority for 
funds be made for efforts to consolidate intercity paratransit in Vallejo and Benicia as 
well as assisting in the establishment ofthe new express Route 70. 

Daryl Halls summarized the discussion and action of the Consortium that morning to 
support the actions Items I.b and I.c proposed by the TAC, but not to support La by 
a 3 to 2 vote. 

Elizabeth Richards summarized the Consortium proposed modifications to the 
recommendation by STA staff (shown below in striketlfrtJUgh bold italics) 

1.	 The amended list ofFY 2007-08 Northern County Solano STAF transit 
projects and programs as shown on Attachment B for the following projects: 

a.	 Transit Consolidation Study Phase II ($60,000); 
b.	 Vallejo Request for SB 976 Transition Plan Support ($70,000) and a 

copy ofthe plan to be provided to the Consortium; 
c.	 Benicia Local Transit Assessment Study ($30,000) with a copy ofthe 

study to be provided to the Consortium; and 
2.	 Pri6ritiu Consider future STAF funding to cover costs associated with 

Vallejo Transit's operation ofRt. 70 and potential operation of Benicia's 
Intercity Paratransit service. 

Recommendation:
 
Recommend the STA Board approve the following:
 

1.	 The amended list ofFY 2007-08 Northern County Solano STAF transit 
projects and programs as shown on Attachment B for the following projects: 

a.	 Transit Consolidation Study Phase II ($60,000); 
b.	 Vallejo Request for SB 976 Transition Plan Support ($70,000); 
c.	 Benicia Local Transit Assessment Study ($30,000); and 

2.	 Pri6ritiu Consider future STAF funding to cover costs associated with 
Vallejo Transit operation ofRt. 70 and potential operation of Benicia's 
Intercity Paratransit service. 

On a motion by Dale Pfeiffer, and a second by Fernando Bravo, the STA TAC 
unanimously approved the recommendation as amended shown above in 
strikethr6ugh bold italics. 
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C.	 Request for State Partnership Planning Grant Funds for Local Match for State 
Route (SR) 12 1-80 to 1-5 Corridor Study and Formation of SR 12 Corridor 
Advisory Committee 
Robert Guerrero stated that the State Partnership Planning Grant application is due to 
Caltrans by January 11, 2008. He indicated that staff is working to obtain letters of 
support from state legislators, Solano County and the Cities of Rio Vista, Suisun City 
and Fairfield, and MTC. He also stated that at the December 12,2007 meeting of the 
SR 12 Steering Committee, the Committee recommended the STA Board initiate 
formation of a SR 12 Corridor Advisory Committee to include Sacramento and San 
Joaquin Counties. 

Recommendation:
 
Recommend the STA Board approve the following:
 

1.	 Adopt a Resolution authorizing the Executive Director to submit an 
application for Caltrans' State Transportation Planning Grant Program for 
$300,000 for the SR 121-80 to 1-5 Corridor Study; and 

2.	 Initiate creation of the SR 12 Corridor Advisory Committee, and invite 
participation of SJCOG and SACOG, with the membership and purposes 
specified in Attachment A. 

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

VII. ACTION - NON-FINANCIAL ITEMS 

A.	 Draft Countywide Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Plan 
This item was pulled at the request of STA staff until the next meeting scheduled 
for January 30, 2008. 

B.	 Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan Purpose Statement and 
Organization 
Robert Guerrero reviewed the development of the Purpose Statements, Goals, and 
Organization for each of the Solano CTP elements to be adopted by the STA 
committees. He indicated that after the STA Board adopts the Purpose Statement, 
Goals, and Organization, meetings will be scheduled with the STA Committees: 
Freeways, Highways and Arterials; Transit; and Alternative Modes. 

Based on input, the STA TAC requested a modification to the CTP Purpose Statement
 
to read as follows:
 
"The Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan will help fulfIll the STA's mission
 
by identifying a transportation system and the policies and program needed to provide
 
mobility, travel safety, and economic vitality for Solano County."
 

Recommendation:
 
Recommend that the STA Board adopt the Purpose Statement, Goals and
 
Organization as specified in the staff report for the Solano Comprehensive
 
Transportation Plan.
 

On a motion by Fernando Bravo, and a second by Dale Pfeiffer, the STA TAC
 
unanimously approved the recommendation with the revised Purpose Statement.
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C.	 SR 113 Major Investment and" Corridor Study Update 
Robert Guerrero provided an update to the SR 113 Major Investment and Corridor 
Study. He stated that it is the current STA direction that the SR 113 Major Investment 
and Corridor Study should continue to focus on safety improvements that continue to 
serve local and sub-regional trips. He added that the SR 113 Steering Committee· 
recommended focusing on what would be needed should a toll road be a viable 
alternative rather than conducting a detailed analysis for constructing a toll road 
alignment. 

Daryl Halls added that it was suggested that STA Board Member, Mayor Augustine, 
be appointed to the SR 113 Steering Committee to participate in the discussions given 
the potential alignment ofSR 113 to Midway Road to 1-5 in Vacaville. With the 
appointment ofMayor Augustine, the SR 113 Steering Committee will be able 
discussing the two issues further before providing a recommendation to the STA 
Board. The next SR 113 Steering Committee is expected to take place in early 
February 2008. 

After further discussion, the STATAC recommended to table this item until the 
meeting on February 27,2008. 

On a motion by Paul Wiese, and a second by Fernando Bravo, the STA TAC 
unanimously approved to table this item until the meeting on February 27,2008. 

D.	 Route 30 and Route 90 Status Update 
Liz Niedziela provided status updates to Route 30's ridership, farebox ratio, history of 
ridership growth as well as Route 90's ridership data for FY 2006-07. She noted the 
increase in rideshare and productivity ofboth services. 

Recommendation:
 
Forward to the STA Board to receive and file.
 

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

E.	 Solano Paratransit Status Update 
Liz Niedzie1a provided a status update to Solano Paratransit's ridership, farebox ratio, 
and ridership ofresidence for FY 2006-07. She stated that staffwill continue to work 
with Fairfield/Suisun Transit to monitor ridership, performance, and improve the 
service's efficiency. 

Recommendation:
 
Forward to the STA Board to receive and file.
 

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

F.	 STA's Final Draft 2008 Legislative Priorities and Platform 
Jayne Bauer reviewed the Final Draft 2008 Legislative Platform and Priorities 
scheduled to be approved by the STA Board at the January 9,2008 meeting. 
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At an earlier meeting, the Consortium requested to add Vallejo Transit under section 
10. 2 of the Legislative Priorities and Platform to read as follows (shown in bold 
italics): 

10. 2 Support cleanup legislation of SB 976 (Torlakson) that addresses the following: 
Provide assurances that the existing Baylink/Vallejo Transit levels of operation, 
funding and service will be maintained or enhanced. 

The STA TAC concurred with this modification. 

Recommendation:
 
Forward STA's Final Draft 2008 Legislative Priorities and Platform to the STA Board
 
for approval.
 

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

VIII.	 INFORMATION ITEMS 

A.	 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Call for Projects Status 
Robert Guerrero reviewed the guiding criteria for RTP project submittals to MTC. He 
indicated that there was significant concern expressed by Partnership Technical 
Advisory Committee (PTAC) members about the February 15th deadline. MTC staff 
stated that the February 15,2008 deadline was not flexible. 

NO DISCUSSION 

B.	 Unmet Transit Needs Public Hearing for Fiscal Year (FY) 2008-09 

C.	 Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 5311 Funding for Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2007-08 and 2008-09 

D.	 State Route (SR) 12 Status Update 

E.	 Project Delivery Update 

F.	 Funding Opportunities Summary 

G.	 STA Board Highlights - December 12, 2007 

H.	 STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule
 
for 2008
 

IX.	 ADJOURNMENT 

The meeting was adjourned at 3:00 p.m. The next meeting ofthe STA TAC is scheduled at 
1:30 p.m. on Wednesday, January 30, 2008. 
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Agenda Item V.A
 
January 30, 2008
 

S1ra
 
DATE: January 18, 2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 
RE: Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC)/Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) 

Letter of Support Regarding Priority Development Area (PDA) Funds 

Background: 
The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) held their regional bicycle advisory 
committee (MTC Regional Bicycle Working Group) and pedestrian advisory committee (MTC 
Regional Pedestrian Committee) meetings on Thursday, December 13, 2007. At each meeting, 
MTC solicited committee member input regarding the potential to focus funds from the Bay 
Area Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Program toward communities in the Bay Area designated 
as a Priority Development Area (PDA). By definition, PDAs are infill development 
opportunities within existing communities which emphasize higher density housing in locations 
easily accessible to transit, jobs, shopping and services. These PDA concepts have been 
developed by the Association ofBay Area Governments, MTC, and the Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District to define communities for possible future transportation investments and 
grant funding. The goal is to incentivize the expansion of"Smart Growth" and Transit Oriented 
Development types ofprojects. 

Discussion: 
As part ofthe 2005 Regional Transportation Plan (Transportation 2030 Plan), MTC committed 
$200 million for the Bay Area Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. For the first four years 
ofthe program, Fiscal Years (FY) 2005-06 through FY 2008-09, MTC made $32 million 
available. Of the $32 million, 75 percent ($24 million) was allocated for Bay Area county 
priority projects and 25 percent ($8 million) was allocated for Bay Area regional priority 
projects. Each of the nine Bay Area Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs; i.e. Solano 
Transportation Authority) was responsible for administering their respective county portion and 
received their county share based upon population size. Solano County received a total of 
$1.395 million which the STA Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and Pedestrian Advisory 
Committee (PAC) programmed as part ofthe countywide Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian 
Program. Ifthese same funds are shifted to PDA projects, approximately 40 percent of Solano 
County's funding for priority bicycle and pedestrian projects will be restricted to transit and high 
density housing areas. 

As a result, it will become very difficult for Solano County to fund the completion ofpriority 
bicycle and pedestrian projects such as Fairfield's McGary Road, Solano County's Dixon to 
Vacaville Bikeway project, and Benicia's State Park Road Overcrossing project. STA Staff 
responded to MTC staffs discussions with the attached letter (Attachment A). When the STA 
Bicycle Advisory Committee and Pedestrian Advisory Committee met on January 10, 2008 and 
January 17,2008 (respectively), STA staff presented their response to MTC Staffs discussions. 
The two advisory committees' recommendation was to write a joint letter to support STA's 
opposition toward shifting Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Program funds to PDAs (Attachment 
B). 
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Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board for approval of the attached letter from the BAC 
and PAC to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) regarding PDA Funds. 

Attachments: 
A. Letter from STA Staff to MTC Staff (dated December 20, 2007) 
B. Draft Letters from STA BAC and STA PAC to MTC 
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Attachment A s,ra 
Sol_ 'a~Authotit'l 

One HarbOr Center, Suite 130 
Suisun City, California 94585 

Area Code 707 December 20, 2007 
424·6075 • Fax 424-6074 

Members:	 Sean Co
 
Regional Bicycle Working Group Coordinator
 Benicia 

. Dixon Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
... Fairfield 101 Eighth Street 

Rio Vista Oakland, CA 94607-4700 
Solano County 
Suisun City Re: Regional Bicycle Pedestrian Program and Project Development Area Funding 
Vacaville
 
Vallejo
 

Mr. Co: 

I am writing this letter in response to the discussions held at the Regional Bicycle 
Working Group (RBWG) and Regional Pedestrian Committee (RPC) meetings on 
December 13, 2007 regarding the potential reallocation ofthe Regional Bicycle 
Pedestrian Program (RBPP) funds to serve as planning or capital funds for Project 
Development Areas (PDA). The RBWG and RPC were presented the following 
questions to guide the group's discussion on shifting RBPP funds to PDAs: 

1.	 Can focusing bicycle projects compared to the Regional Bicycle Network 
into PDA's result in larger mode shifts? 

2.	 Does the committee agree that regional environmental goals can be 
achieved by higher bicycle mode share within PDA's? A mode shift from 
auto to bike reduces C02 emissions. 

3.	 How does this focus affect the regional network? 
4.	 Do FOCUS projects represent areas ofhigher potential bicycle use? 
5~	 What would be the trade-offs using available bicycle project funds for 

projects within PONs? 
6.	 How do the links to transit impact bicycle usage? 

With the RBPP a few years into implementation, it is difficult to gauge the success 
ofthe program and discuss its merits in relation to the newly proposed PDAs. The 
Regional Bicycle Network is not complete. Once completed, a more fruitful 
discussion comparing the two programs can take place. It is important to keep in 
mind the benefits for completing the Regional Bicycle Network, including having a 
viable bicycle connection to and from PDAs and other important connections 
prioritized by each Bay Area county. 

The Solano Countywide Bicycle Plan and Countywide Pedestrian Plan were 
developed with local consensus on what the priority bicycle and pedestrian projects 
are for Solano County. Both plans include direct route segments that feed into the 
Regional Bicycle Network that mayor may not be included as part of a PDA.· In 
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fact, the STA approved the McGary Road bicycle project and the Benicia State Park 
Road Overcrossing for RBPP funding recently. Both projects are recognized by the 
STA's Bicycle Advisory Committee and Pedestrian Advisory Committee as 
important gap closures to the Regional Bicycle Network. Neither project may have 
qualified if the fimding were shifted to PDA projects. Another consideration is that a 
viable bicycle connection between the Vallejo and Fairfield PDAs would be 
established from the construction of the McGary Road bicycle project. 

Although the RBPP should be periodically re-evaluated, STA staff recommends 
MTC continue to explore other options to fund PDA projects and recommends not 
shifting the RBPP funds at this time. MTC staffshould focus more on how to bring 
addition;tl RBPP funding back to the CMA's for implementing local projects that 
benefit the Regional Bicycle Network and regionally significant pedestrian projects. 

Please contact me at 707.424.6006 ifyou have any questions or concerns regard our 
comments on taking away RBPP funding to fund PDAs. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Robert Macaulay 
Director ofPlanning 

Cc: Jim Spering, MTC Commissioner 
Daryl Halls, Executive Director 
Solano Bicycle Advisory Committee 
Solano Pedestrian Advisory Committee 
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Attachment B 

DRAFT LETTER:
 
From BAC and PAC Regarding PDA Funding
 

Sean Co 
Regional Bicycle Working Group Coordinator 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
101 Eighth Street 
Oakland, CA 94607-4700 

Re:	 Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Program and Priority Development Area 
Funding 

Mr. Co: 

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) are writing in response to the discussions held 
at the December 13,2007 Regional Bicycle Working Group (RBWG) and Pedestrian 
Advisory Committee (RPC) meetings. The STA BAC and PAC met in January 2008 
to discuss the Metropolitan Transportation Commission's (MTC) consideration to use 
Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Program funds for expenditure toward Priority 
Development Areas (PDAs). Although the intent ofPDAs is an innovative approach 
to increasing the development of higher density transit communities, it will be 
especially important to remain sensitive to the less urban counties such as Solano 
County. 

The County is currently taking advantage ofsmart growth practices whenever it is 
possible. The STA BAC and PAC are supporting the Association ofBay Area 
Governments, MTC, and Bay Area Air Quality Management District partnership PDA 
effort. However, the source of funding for Priority Development Areas should not 
come at the expense of Solano's priorities for walking and biking. After a thorough 
discussion, both the STA BAC and PAC agree that PDA projects mayor may not 
enhance priority bicycle and pedestrian connectivity for Solano County. If RBPP 
funding is shifted to PDAs, this will hinder Solano County's ability to reasonably fund 
and construct its priority routes of regional intermodal connectivity such as Fairfield's 
McGary Road, Solano County's Dixon to Vacaville Bikeway project, or Benicia's 
State Park Road Overcrossing project. 

Solano County has its local countywide Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program that 
depends on RBPP funds to make it possible. Without the indispensable RBPP funds, 
Solano County could lose its potential to effectively encourage walking and biking to 
and from transit oriented areas as the County's communities continue to grow in 
density and economic vitality. It would truly be a mistake to eliminate an efficient 
countywide bicycle and pedestrian program that was developed by Solano County's 
bicycle and pedestrian advocates through an open public process. The STA's 
countywide bicycle and pedestrian program enables the County's ability to deliver 
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quality bicycle and pedestrian projects that lay the foundation for true transit oriented 
development in the future. 

The STA BAC and PAC recommends that MTC continue investigating other methods 
to fund PDA projects and proposes not shifting the RBPP funds at this time. MTC 
staff should focus on bringing additional RBPP funding back to the County for 
implementing local projects that benefit the Regional Bikeway Network and regionally 
significant pedestrian projects. 

Sincerely, 

Barbara Wood 
STA Bicycle Advisory Committee Chair 

Lynne Williams 
STA Pedestrian Advisory Committee Chair 
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Agenda Item V. C
 
January 30,2008
 

s,ra
 
DATE: January 18, 2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 
RE: Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and Pedestrian Advisory 

Committee (PAC) 2008 By-Laws Revision 

Background: 
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) By-Laws were established in 1993 and 2004 
respectively. The by-laws document for each committee serves to provide the purpose 
and guidelines for committee operation. When it was first established, the BAC was 
responsible for the review of both bicycle and pedestrian related projects in Solano 
County. When the PAC was established in 2004, pedestrian references in the BAC by­
laws were no longer appropriate. After a recent review by the BAC and PAC of their 
committee By-Laws, it was determined that some areas of their respective documents are 
inconsistent and in need of revision. 

Discussion: 
In November 2007, the BAC and PAC created a process for updating the committee By­
Laws by appointing ajoint subcommittee ofBAC and PAC members. On December 13, 
2007, Pat Moran (PAC member), Mike Segala (BAC and PAC member), and Larry Mork 
(BAC and PAC member) met to discuss recommendations for updating the BAC and 
PAC By-Laws. The attached revision of the BAC and PAC by-laws are the 
recommended changes by the subcommittee (Attachment A and B). When each 
committee held their January 2008 meeting, the BAC and PAC members reviewed the 
recommended changes from the subcommittee and unanimously agreed to forward them 
to the STA Board for approval. Revisions or changes are underlined, italicized, or shown 
as strikethrough. 

One item to note regarding the PAC By-Laws is that Article IX Section 3 from the 
previous By-Laws states that the PAC may take action to propose amendments to the 
PAC By-Laws at any regular meeting of the PAC "provided that the amendment has been 
submitted in writing at the previous regular meeting." However, the PAC did not act as 
quoted. Instead, the PAC acted according to the By-Laws with the proposed amendments 
which do not require that an amendment be submitted in writing at a previous regular 
meeting. The majority voted for the approval of the amendments as written at their 
January 17, 2008 meeting. Therefore, bringing the By-Laws back will be unnecessary. 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 
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Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to approve the attached 2008 BAC and 
PAC By-Laws Revision. 

Attachments: 
A. 2008 BAC By-Laws Revision 
B. 2008 PAC By-Laws Revision 
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Attachment A 

BY LA\¥S
 
OF THE
 

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
 
BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMITTEE BY-LAWS
 

ARTICLE I. NAME OF ORGANIZATION 

The name ofthis organization shall be the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) Bicycle 
Advisory Committee (BAC), hereafter called the BAC. 

ARTICLE II. AUTHORIZING AGENCY 

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA), as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA) of 
Solano County, pursuant to California State Transportation Control Measure (STCM #9), 
adopted by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) on November 28, 1990, MTC 
Resolution No. 2179, Revised, authorize~d the establishment ofthe BAC and shall approve all 
appointments to the BAC, the BAC by-laws, and all amendments to the BAC by-laws. 

ARTICLE III. PURPOSE 

Section 1. Duties/Responsibilities 

The BAC shall act to advise the STA on the development ofbicycle!pedestrian facilities as an 
alternative mode of transportation. The BAC shall review andfef prioritize Transportation 
Development Act (TDA), Article 3 bicycle projects. Solano Countywide Bicvcle and Pedestrian 
Program (SBPP) projects. Pedestrian/Bicycle .Projects and participate in the development and 
review of comprehensive bicycle plans. 

Section 2. Review Process 

The BAC review process shall ensure that bicycle!pedestrian projects within the seven (7) Cities 
(Benicia. Dixon. Fairfield. Rio Vista. Suisun City. Vacaville. and Vallejo) and County of Solano: 
promote and encourage bicycle use for~ commutinge, shopping, and other personal trips; reduce 
motor vehicle; reduce reducing motor vehicle trips; reducing motor vehicle miles traveled; 
reduce reducing motor vehicle congestion; increasing safety and access to transit; and 
promotfuge health. and air quality benefitss. 

ARTICLE IV. MEMBERSHIP 

Section 1. Representation 

The BAC shall be composed ofbicycle !pedestrian enthusiasts who live or work in the Cities and 
County of Solano. The BAC shall include: one representative from each ofthe seven (7) Cities 
(Benicia. Dixon. Fairfield. Rio Vista. Suisun Citv. Vacaville. and Vallejo). the County o(So[ano. 
and one (1) member at large for a total membership o(nine (9). Members ofthe BAC shall be 
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approved by majority vote ofthe STA Board ofDirectors. Preference should be given to non­
elected citizens and who are not employed by member agencies. 

Section 2. Voting Members 

Voting privileges are vested exclusively in the BAC members. Voting members of the BAC will 
beshall be the aforementioned nine (9) members representing representatives of the incorporated 
Cities. the and the County, and community at large as stated in Article IV. Section 1. Jt-i.s 
intended that the BAC shall include a representative from each of the seven (7) Cities and the 
County 'tVith one (1) member at large for a total membership of nine (9). In the event that a 
jurisdiction crn:mot forward a nominee or a nominee does 110t qualify; then a member may be 
appointed from the remaining nominees. At no time shall fewer than six (6) of the eight (8) 
jurisdictions be represented. Three (3) of the nine (9) voting members may be representatives at 
large. Each member ofthe BAC shall have one (I) vote. Jurisdictions may fof\vard more than 
one (1) nominee. 

Section 3. Non-Voting Members 

Non-voting members ofthe BAC may consist ofrepresentatives from each 6f-the...jurisdiction~s2. 

planning and public works staff, MTC, Caltrans, and the public at large. 

Section 4. Appointments 

Voting membership shall be derived from an eligibility list provided by each jurisdiction and 
appointed to the BAC by the STA Board for a period of up to three (3) years. £hould it occur 
that an insufficient number of eligible candidates are provided by the jurisdictions, the HAeC may 
then make recommendations to the Authority Board for appointments in keeping with Article 
IV., £ection 2. 

Section 5. Vacancies 

If and when vacancies occur, they must be filled according to Article IV., Sections 2 and 4. 

Section 6. Role ofSTA Staff 

The STA shall, under direction of the Board of Directors, provide staff and organizational 
support to the BAC. 

ARTICLE V. ORGI\NIZATION OFFICERS 

£ection 1. The elected officers of the BAC will be: 
a. Chair 
b. Vice chair 

ARTICLE VI. OFFICER£ 
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Section 1. Elected Officers
 
The elected officers ofthe BAC shall be the Chair and Vice-Chair.
 

The BAC shall, at the first meeting of the calendar year, nominate and elect annually the Chair
 
and the Vice chair for one (1) calendar year term. No officer shall serve more than t..,/O (2)
 
consecutive terms in a given office.
 

Section 2. Election ofOfficers 
. The BAC shall. at the last meeting ofeach calendar veal'. nominate and elect ennuel!:v the Chair 
and the Vice-Chair for one (1) calendar year term. No officer shall serve more than two (2) 
consecutive terms in a given office. 

The Chair shall preside over all meetings and have general direction and control over the
 
activities of the BAeC.
 

Section 3. Role ofChair
 
The Chair shall preside over all BAC meetings, coordinate the meeting agendas with STA sta[£
 
represent the BAC's actions to appropriate agencies or designate a representative(s) to do so,
 
and have general direction and control over the activities ofthe BAC.
 

Section 4. Role ofVice-Chair 
The Vice-Chairehair shall assist the Chair in the execution of the duties oUhe Chairthat office 
and, in office. In the absence of the Chair, the Vice-Chair shall preside over the meetings, and Be 

when so acting, shall have all the powers of the Chair. 

Section 5. Vacancy in the Office ofChair Qffiee 

In the event o(fhe a vacancy in the office o(the Chair-ejfiee. the Vice-chair shall be elevated to 
the office ofChair for the remainder o(the calendar veal' term, and the BAC shall nominate and 
elect a new Vice-chair. 

ARTICLE VU. MEETINGS 

Section 1. Meetings/Attendance 

The BAC shall hold a regular meetil1g at least once a calendar year quarter and as necessary to 
fulfill the mandate of Article III, Sections 1 and 2. Members oOhe BAC that do not attend three· 
scheduled meetings in succession and do not contact staffto indicate that they will not be present 
is considered to be an 'un-contacted absence' and may have their position declared vacant by 
the STA Board. Absence after contacting sta(fis considered a 'contacted absence.' Contacted 
absences and un-contacted absences shall be documented in the minutes o(each meeting. Ifa 
BAC member has missed a combination ofsix contacted and un-contacted absences in anv one­
year period, he or she will be sent a written notice ofintent to declare the position vacant. If 
there is no adequate response before or at the next scheduled meeting. and based upon a 
recommendation from the BAC. the position may be declared vacant bv the STA Board. 
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Section 2. Special Meetings
 
All meetings shall be posted public meetings.TIze BAC may convene special meetings as
 
necessary to conduct its business.
 

Section 3. Public Process
 
All meetings shall be posted public meetings conducted in compliance with the Brown Act.
 

Section 4. Definition ora Quorum
 
A quorum shall consist ofthe majority ofthe BAC members ofthe Cities, the County and member
 
at large.
 

Section 5. Actions
 
Actions orthe BA C require a quorum and the majority vote ofthe voting members present.
 

Actions of the BAG require a majority of those voting members present. 

ARTICLE VII SUBCOMMITTEES 

The Chair may establish subcommittees or special task forces when they are deemed necessary
 
to carry out the BAC's mandate.
 

ARTICLE VIII. PARLIAMENTARYAUTHORITY
 

The BAC shall use "Robert's Rules o{Order" as a general guide for meeting procedures when
 
they are consistent with the BAC by-laws. When applicable and consistent with STA Board
 
policies, the BAC may use any rules o{order the Committee may adopt.
 

ARTICLE IX ADOPTION AND AMENDMENTS TO THE BY-LAWS
 

Section 1. Adoption o{the BAC By-laws
 

Adoption ofthe BAC by-laws will be by a majority vote of the STA Board ofDirectors.
 

Section 2.
 

Amendments to the BAG by laws vAll be by a majority vote of the STl\... Board of Directors.
 

Section 23-. Amendments to the BAC By-laws 

The BAC may take action, by two-thirds vote, to propose amendments to the BAC bv-Iaws at any 
regular meeting ol'the BAC, provided that the amendment has been submitted in writing for the 
BAC to review prior to voting. Suggested amendments to the BAC by-laws by the BAC shall be 
forwarded to the STA Board ofDirectors via the STA Technical Advisory Committee (TAO. with 
comments from the STl\ Technical Advisory Gommittee (TAG). 
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Section 3. Approval ofAmendments to BAC By-laws 
Official amendments to the BAC by-laws will be by a majority vote ofthe STA Board of 
Directors. 

ARTICLE IX. BICYCLE ADVISORY COMMITTEE LEITER WRITING POLICY 

i\ny I L Letter§f§l-written by the Bicycle Advisory Committee or by a member of the PAC on 
their behalf and that are that are directed outside the Authority must be reviewed by the 
Executive Director~ aad-ilf in the opinion of the Executive Director, the contents and intent of the 
letter is either non-controversial or is consistent with STA Board policies, the letter will be sent 
out. In all other cases the letter must be approved by STA Board action. 

Revised January 2008 
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Attachment B I 

SOLANO TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
 
PEDESTRIL\N ADVISORY COMMITTEE
 

BYLAi:\VS
 
PEDESTRIANADVISORY COMMITTEE BY-LAWS 

ARTICLE I. NAME OF ORGANIZATION 

The name of this organization shall be the Solano Transportation Authoritv (STA) Pedestrian 
Advisory Committee (PAC), hereafter called the PAC. 

ARTICLE II. AUTHORIZING AGENCY 

The Solano Transportation Authority (STA), as the Congestion Management Agency (CMA)~ 

Solano County. authorizes the establishment of the PAC and shall approve all appointments to 
the PAC, the PAC by=laws, and all amendments to the PAC by=laws. 

ARTICLE III. PURPOSE 

Section 1. Duties/Responsibilities 
The PAC shall advise the STA on the development ofpedestrian facilities as an alternative mode 
of transportation. The PAC shall review andkf prioritize Transportation Development Act 
(TDA) Article 3 PQedestrian PQrojects, Solano Countywide Bicycle and tPedestrian Program 
(SBPP) PQrojects, and participate in the development and review of comprehensive pedestrian 
plans. 

Section 2. Review Process 
The PAC review process shall ensure that pedestrian projects within the Cities (Benicia, Dixon, 
Fairfield. Rio Vista. Suisun City, Vacaville. and Vallejo) and County of Solano promote and 
encourage pedestrian use for: commuting, shopping, and other personal trips; reduci!:!gtieR--ffi 
motor vehicle trips; reduci!:!gtieR--ffi motor vehicle miles traveled; reducillgtion in motor vehicle 
congestion; increasillgetl safety and access to transit; and-and promoting health and air quality 
benefit~. 

ARTICLE N. ORGANIZATION A1EM~BERSHIP 

Section 1. Representation/Voting Members 
The STA Board of Directors shall detennine membership of the PAC and appointment 
requirements. The PAC shall include a representative trom each ofthe seven 0) Cities (Benicia. 
Dixon. Fairfield. Rio Vista, Suisun City, Vacaville, and Vallejo), the County ofSolano. one (I) 
member at large, the Bav Area Ridge Trail Council. the San Francisco Bav Trail, Solano 
Communitv College. the Solano County Agriculture Commission. the Solano Land Trust, and the 
Tri City and County Cooperative Planning Group for a total membership offifteen (15). 
Members of the PAC shall be approved by majority vote of the STA Board of Directors. 
Preference should be given to non-elected citizens and who are not employed by member 
agenCIes. 
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Section 2. Voting Members 
Voting privileges are vested exclusively in the BfAC members. Voting members ofthe PAC 
vfill beshall be the aforementioned 15 members representing representatives of the incorporated 
Cities, the County, the community at large. and special interest groups as listed in Article IV, 
Section 1. Each member ofthe the PA C shall have one 0) vote. 

Members of the PAC that do not attend three scheduled meetings in succession and do not 
contact staff to indicate that they will not be present is considered to be an 'un contacted 
absence' and may have their position declared vacant by the STA Board. Absence after 
contacting staffis considered a 'contacted absence.' Contacted absences and un contacted 
absences shall be documented in the minutes of each meeting. If a PAC member has missed a 
combination of six contacted and un contacted absences in anyone year period, he or she will be 
sent a written notice of intent to declare the position vacant. If there is no adequate response 
befure or at the next scheduled meeting, based upon the recommendation the PAC the position 
may be declared vacant by the STA Board. 

Section 3. Non-Voting Members
 
The STA shall, under direction of the Board ofDirectors, provide staff and organizational
 
support to the PAC.Non-voting members ofthe PAC may consist ofrepresentatives kom each
 
jurisdiction's planning and public works sta{f: MTe, Caltrans. and the public at large.
 

Section 4. Appointments
 
Voting membership shall be derived from an eligibility list provided by each jurisdiction and
 
appointed to the PAC by the STA Board fOr a period ofup to three (3) years.
 

Section 5. Vacancies
 
Ifand when vacancies occur, they must be filled according to Article IV., Sections 2 and 4.
 

Section 6. Role ofSTA Starr
 
The STA shall. under direction ofthe STA Board ofDirectors. provide staffand organizational
 
support to the PAC
 

ARTICLE V. OFFICERS
 

Section 1. Elected O(ficers
 
The elected officers of the PAC shall be the Chairperson and Vice-Chairperson~","
 

Section 2. Election ofOfficers
 
The PAC shall, at the flrst.-last meeting of each calendar year, nominate and elect the
 
Chairperson and the Vice-ChairChairperson for one ilicalendar year term. No officer shall
 
serve more than two fficonsecutive terms in a given office.
 

Section 3. Role ofChair
 
The Chairperson shall preside over all PAC meetings, coordinate the meeting agenda with STA
 
staff, te-represent the PAC's actions to appropriate agencies or te-designate ~representative(s).1Q
 

do so, and have general direction and control over the activities of the PAC.
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Section 4. Role ofVice-Chair 
The Vice-Chairperson shall assist the Chairperson in the execution oftflat.-the duties ofthe Chair 
o(fice. or office and, iIn the absence of the Chairperson, the Vice-Chair shall preside over the 
meetings, and se-when so acting, shall have the duties of the Chairperson. 

Section 5. Vacancy in the Office ofChair Gfflce 
In the event of the ~vacancy in the office of the-Chairperson office, the Vice-Chairchairperson 
shall be elevated to the office ofChairperson for the remainder of the calendar year term, and the 
PAC shall nominate and elect a new Vice-ChairChairperson. 

ARTICLE VI. MEETINGS MEETINGS 

Section 1. Meetings/Attendance 
The PAC shall hold a regular meeting at least once a calendar year quarter and as necessary to 
fulfill the mandate ofArticle III Sections 1 and 2. Members oUhe PAC that do not attend three 
scheduled meetings in succession and do not contact sta{[to indicate that they VIJil! not be present 
is considered to be an 'un-contacted absence' and may have their position declared vacant bv 
the STA Board. Absence after contacting sta(fis considered a 'contacted absence.' Contacted 
absences and un-contacted absences shall be documented in the minutes ofeach meeting. Ifa 
PAC member has missed a combination ofsix contacted and un-contacted absences in any one­
year period, he or she will be sent a written notice ofintent to declare the position vacant. If 
there is no adequate response before or at the next scheduled meeting. and based upon a 
recommendation from the PAC. the position may be declared vacant by the STA Board. 

Section 2. Special Meetings
 
The PAC may convene special meetings as necessary to conduct its business.
 

Section 3. Public Process
 
All meetings shall be posted public meetings conducted in compliance with the Brown Act.
 

Section 4. Definition ofa Quorum 
A quorum shall consist of the majority of the PAC members of the Cities, the County. and 
member at largeFAG. 

Section 5. Actions
 
Actions of the PAC require a quorum and the majority vote ofth~ese voting members present.
 

ARTICLE VII. SUBCOMMITTEES
 

The Chairperson may establish subcommittees or special task forces when they are deemed it
 
deems them necessary to carry out the PAC's mandate.
 

23
 



ARTICLE VIII. PARLIAMENTARY AUTHORITY 

The PAC shall use ~Robert's Rules ofOrder" as a general guide for meeting procedures when 
they are consistent with the PAC by-laws. When applicable and consistent with STA Board 
policies, the PAC may usev/hen these are not inconsistent with these bylav/s, the 8TA's rules of
 
order, or _any rules oforder the Committee may adopt.
 

ARTICLE IX. ADOPTION AND AMENDMENTS TO THE BYLAWS
 

Section 1. Adoption ofthe PAC By-laws
 
Adoption ofthe PAC Bby.:laws will be by a majority vote of the STA Board ofDirectors.
 

Section 2. Amendments to the PAC By-laws 
Amendments to the PAC will be by tI: majority vote o/the STA Botl:rd ofDirectors. 
The PAC may take action, by a two-thirds vote, to propose amendments to the PAC by-laws at 
any regular meeting ofthe PAC, provided that the amendment has been submitted in writing for 
the PAC to review prior to voting. Suggested amendments to the PAC by-laws shall be 
.forwarded to the STA Board ofDirectors via the STA Technical AdvisOlY Committee (TAC). 

Section 3. Approval ofAmendments to PAC By-laws 
The PAC may ttl:ke tl:ction, by tI: n.,,·o thirds vote, to propose tl:mendments to the PAC byltl:ws tl:t 
tl:ny rcgultl:r meeting a/the PAC, pro....ided thtl:t the tl:mendment htl:s been submitted in writing tl:t 
the pre1ious reguffir meeting. The suggested tl:mendments shtl:lI: be fORwtrded to the STA Hotl:m 
a/Directors viti: the STA Technietll Advisory Committee far comment. 

Official amendments to the PAC by-laws will be by a majority vote ofthe STA Board of 
Directors. 

ARTICLE X. PEDESTRIAN ADVISORY COMMITTEE LETTER WRITING POLICY 

A!!YJLetterW Letters written by the Pedestrian Advisory Committee or by a member ofthe PAC 
on their behalf and that are Committee that are directed outside the Authority must be reviewed 
by the Executive Director,--an4-j!fin the opinion of the Executive Director, the contents and 
intent ofthe letter is either non-controversial or is consistent with STA Board policies, the letter 
will be sent out. In all other cases the letter must be approved by STA Board action. 

Revised January 2008 
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Agenda Item VIA
 
January 30, 2008
 

s,ra
 
DATE: January 16, 2007 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sam Shelton, Assistant Project Manager 
RE: Draft Countywide Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Plan 

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, encouragement activities, and 
programs such as developing safety and health awareness materials and education 
programs. 

The STA's development of the SR2S Plan was 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 ofthe SR2S Plan 

Discussion: 
The STA has completed meetings with all local Safe Routes to School (SR2S) task forces 
to revise and recommend their local SR2S plans to their city councils and school boards. 
Attachment A lists the planned adoption dates for each city council and school board in the 
county and details about each city's public input process. 

Once all of the local SR2S plans have been adopted and recommended to the STA for 
inclusion in the STA Countywide SR2S Plan, the STA Board will consider adoption of the 
countywide plan, currently planned for February 13, 2008. Attached is the Draft STA 
Countywide Safe Routes to School Plan for the TAC's review (Attachment C). STA Staff 
is recommending that the TAC recommend the countywide plan for the STA Board's 
approval in February 2008. 

After the Plan is adopted, STA staff is recommending that a call for projects through a 
Pilot SR2S hnplementation Program will be considered by the STA Board. Since 
currently the only identified source of this funding will be Eastern Congestion Mitigation 
and Air Quality (ECMAQ), only the cities of Dixon, Vacaville, Rio Vista and Solano 
County will be eligible to apply for this first pilot program. Currently, $240,000 in 
ECMAQ funding is available as part of this pilot program for pedestrian path, bike path, 
and transit improvements near schools. 

STA staff is currently reviewing other options to fund pilot SR2S projects Countywide, 
such as Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) Transportation for Clean 
Air (TFCA) funds and Federal Safe Routes to School (SR2S) grants. 

25 



STA Staff is recommending that the Safe Routes to School Steering Committee be made a 
permanent advisory committee to the STA Board to guide this new STA Safe Routes to 
School Program. . 

STA's Countywide SR2S Steering Committee 

~Il~~'h 
, 

TAC Member 
TAC Member 
BAC Member 
PAC Member 
Solano County Office 
of Education 
School District
 
Superintendent
 
Public Safety Rep 
Public Safety Rep 
Air Quality Rep 
Public Health Rep 

Gary Leach 
Dan Schiada 
Mike Seqala 
Pat Moran 

Dee Alarcon 

John Aycock 

Bill Bowen 
Ken Davena 
Jim Antone 
Robin Cox 

Public Works Director 
Public Works Director 
BAC Representative 
PAC Representative 

County Superintendent of Schools 

Vacaville USD Superintendent 

Rio Vista Chief of Police 
Benicia Police Department Captain 
Yolo-Solano Air District Rep 
Solano County Public Health Rep 

Recommendation:
 
Recommend the following to the STA Board:
 

1.	 Approve STA's Countywide Safe Routes to School Plan; 
2.	 Authorize STA Staff to create a STA Safe Routes to School Program based on the 

STA's Countywide Safe Routes to School Plan's countywide priorities; and 
3.	 Establish the STA's Safe Routes to School Steering Committee as a permanent 

advisory committee to the STA Board for the new STA Safe Route to School 
Program. 

Attachments: 
A.	 STA Safe Routes to School (SR2S) Program Status Report, 12-14-2007 
B.	 SR2S Task Force and STA Committee meeting schedule, 09-18-2007 (Provided 

under separate cover) 
C.	 Draft STA Countywide Safe Routes to School Plan (Provided under separate cover) 
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- ---- ---- -- -

ATTACHMENT A
 

STA Safe Routes to School (SRlS) Program 
Status Report Summary 
01-09-08 

Phase 1 - Complete 
Introductory Safe Routes to School (SR1S) STA Presentations to City Councils and 
School Boards 

Phase 2 - Nearly Complete 
Public Input Process 

Community Task Adopt-io~ Dales 
----~ 

Forces Status City Council School Board 

City Council School Board 
COMPLETEBenicia Adopted, 11-06-07 Adopted, 11-01-07 

City Council School Board 
COMPLETEDixon Adopted, 10-23-07 Adopted, 10-18-07 

Local plan adoptions City Council 
Fairfield Planned, 02-05-08 in January/February School Board 

FSUSD,02-07-08 
TUSD,02-12-08City Council Local plan adoptions 

Suisun City in January/February Adopted, 01-15-08 

City Council School Board 
COMPLETERio Vista Adopted, 12-06-07 Adopted, 01-15-08 

Local plan adoptions City Council School Board 
Vacaville Adopted, 01-22-08 in February Planned, 02-07-08 

City Council Local plan adoptions School Board 
Vallejo in January Planned, 01-29-08 Adopted, 01-16-08 

Review draft 
County Board of Supervisors

Countywide STA County of Solano Planned, 02-05-08 
SR1S Plan in January 
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Below are the 29 schools currently participating in the STA's Safe Routes to School 
Program: 

City 28 Schools Participating 
Benicia • Benicia High School 

• Benicia Middle School 

• Henderson Elementary School 

• Mary Farmar Elementary School 

• Matthew Turner Elementary School 

• Robert Semple Elementary School 

• St. Dominic's Catholic School 

• Anderson Elementary School 

• Tremont Elementary School 

• Anna Kyle Elementary School 

• David Weir Elementary School 

• Laurel Creek Elementary School 

• E. Ruth Sheldon Elementary School 

• Nelda Mundy Elementary 

• Vanden High School 

• Dan O. Root Elementary School 

• Suisun Elementary School 

• D.H. White Elementary School 

• Riverview Middle School 

• Alamo Elementary School 

• Callison Elementary School 

• Cambridge Elementary School 

• Hemlock Elementary School 

• Foxboro Elementary School 

• Paden Elementary School 

• Sierra Vista Elementary School 

• Will C. Wood High School 

• Steffan Manor Elementary School 

• Widenmann Elementary School 

Dixon 

Fairfield 

Suisun City 

Rio Vista 

Vacaville 

Vallejo 
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Phase 3 -Nearly Complete 
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, November 2007. 
Advisory Committees Final review, January 2007. 
STABoard Review, January 2008 

Adoption, Feb 2008. 

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: 

I)	 City Council & School District-Board presentations 
•	 STA Staffpresented 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 oftheir 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 ofthe 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. 

STA's Countywide SR2S Steering Committee 

l~mr_~~iI
. 

TAC Member Gary Leach Public Works Director 
Public Works Director 
BAC Representative 
PAC Representative 

County Superintendent of Schools 

TAC Member Dan Schiada 
BAC Member Mike Seqala 
PAC Member Eva Laevastu 
Solano County Office of 
Education Dee Alarcon 

School District 
Superintendent John Aycock Vacaville USD Superintendent 

Public Safety Rep Bill Bowen Rio Vista Chief of Police 
Benicia Police Department Captain 
Yolo-Solano Air District Rep 
Solano County Public Health Rep 

Public Safety Rep Ken Davena 
Air Quality Rep Jim Antone 
Public Health Rep Robin Cox 

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 time1ine 
•	 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. 

•	 October 25, 2007 
•	 Receive countywide update on task forces from STA 
•	 Review draft text of countywide SR2S plan 
•	 Forward draft text to STA advisory committees for review 
•	 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 - COMPLETE 

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 Su erintendent 

Elizabeth Patterson City Councilmember 
Mark Hughes City Councilmember 
Jim Trimble Police Chief 
Dan Schiada Director of Public Worksrrraffic Engineer 
Michael Throne City Engineer 

Meeting/Event Dates 

Local SR2S Process Discussion 
September 14, 2006 
City CounciVSchool 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, 
7:00 pm 

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 ofSR2S 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, Nov 1, 2007 

•	 School Board Adoption, Nov 6, 2007 

Private schools have been contacted for program inclusion: 

" 
Kinder-care Learn Center 
St Dominic Elementary 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 - COMPLETE 

Dixon's SR2S Community Task Force 

~_~ri: ! 

City Appointment Mary Ann Courville Mayor 
Dixon Police Department 
Dixon Unified School District 
Dixon City Engineer 
Dixon Resident 
Council Member 

Public Safety Rep Tony Welch 
School Board Appt. Chad Koopmeiners 
STA TAC Rep Royce Cunningham 
STA BAC Rep James Fisk 
STA PAC Rep Michael Smith 

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 15 
Tremont Elementary 

Second Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 
comments 

September 5th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
October 3rd 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, January 2008 
School Board Adoption, January 2008 

Dixon'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 
• Travis USD, May 9, 2006 

• City Council Meeting, June 20, 2006 

Phase 2 - Community Task Forces - COMPLETE 

Fairfield's SR2S Community Task Force 

"7& ;~~ , ;-~ < ..~r ~g • .W,W;}."0 . , 6 t~ ,~1~t;, ' ilM.; rtifJ."'TIJ:ffP • '~ilm'" 

City Appointment Gian Aggerwal Planning Commissioner 
Public Safety Rep Mark Schraer Fairfield PD Traffic Division 
Fairfield/Suisun Rep Kathy Marianno Fairfield/Suisun School Board member 
Travis USD Rep Wanona Ireland Vice President 
STA TAC Rep Gene CortwriQht Director of Public Works 
STA BAC Rep Randy Carlson Fairfield Resident 
STAPAC Rep Pat Moran Fairfield Resident 

The City of Fairfield coordinates two committees, a "3E's Committee" which discusses 
SR2S issues between the City of Fairfield and the Fairfield/Suisun USD and an Ad Hoc 
Committee which includes representatives ofthe 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 
August 29th 

comments 
Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 

October 17th• Present Final SR2S Plan 
Fairfield City Council Adoption, January 2008 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan Fairfield Suisun USD, January 2008 
Travis USD, January 2008 
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Fairfield's private schools have been contacted for program inclusion: 

Area School name Students Grades 
Fairfield Calvary Baptist School ll'·a -
Fairfield Children's World 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 - COMPLETE 

Rio Vista's SR2S Community Task Force 
,!ill, ~--

ID ~~~--I.#~.< 
os; 

City Council Rep 
City Council Rep 
City Dept Rep 
Public Works Rep 
Planning Dept Rep 
Police Rep 
Fire Rep 
School Board Rep 
School Board Rep 
School Superintendent 
School Facilities Rep 

Eddie Woodruff 
Cherie Cabral 
Hector De La Rosa 
Brent Salmi 
Tom Bland 
Bill Bowen 
Mark Nelson 
Marilyn Riley 
Lee Williams 
Alan Newell 
Wayne Rebstock 

Mayor of Rio Vista 
Councilmember 
City Manager 
Public Works Director/City Engineer 
Community Development Director 
Police Chief 
Fire Chief 
School Board member 
School Board member 
School District Superintendent 
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 SchooJ: 
September 25th 

Independent School Based Audits Conducted October 
Second Community Task Force Meeting 

• STA presents Draft SR2S Plan for initial 
comments 

Recommended: October 30th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
November 2007 

Local Adoption ofSR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, December 6, 2007 
School District, January 2008 
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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 

Suisun City's SR2S Community Task Force 

~~_11111111~_ 

City Appointment Mike Hudson Councilmember 
Public Safety Rep Bob Szmurlo Suisun City Police Department 
Fairfield/Suisun Rep Kathy Marianno Fairfield/Suisun School Board member 
STA TAC Rep Lee Evans PW Enqineer 
STABAC Rep 

Mike Segala Councilmember 
STAPAC Rep 

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 

September 19th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
October 29th 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, January 2008 
Fairfield-Suisun USD, January 2008 

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 - COMPLETE 

Vacaville's SR2S Community Task Force 
~.__~__~iII 

City Appointment Brett Johnson Planninq Commission Vice Chair 
Public Safety Rep Terry Cates Vacaville Police Department 
School Board Appt. Larry Mazzuca VUSD Board Member 
STATAC Rep Dale Pfeiffer Public Works Director 
STABAC Rep Ray Posey Vacaville Resident 
STAPAC Rep Carol Renwick Vacaville Resident 

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 & 21 
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 

August 30th 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
October 25th 

Local Adoption ofSR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, January 2008 
Vacaville USD, January 2008 

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 - COMPLETE 

Vallejo's SR2S Community Task Force 

_lI!fI__~"_~ 
City Appointment Hermie SunQa Councilmember 
Public Safety Rep Joel Salinas Officer 
School Board ADDt. Daniel Glaze Vice President 
STATAC Rep Gary Leach Public Works Director 
STABAC Rep Mick WeninQer Vallejo Resident 
STA PAC Rep Lynn Williams Vallejo Resident 

Below are target dates for community task force meetings. 
Meeting/Event Dates 

First Community Task Force Meeting 

• Introductions, SR2S Process Overview 
February IS 

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 

August 17th I 

Third Community Task Force Meeting 

• Present Final SR2S Plan 
October 24th 

Local Adoption of SR2S Plan 
City Council Adoption, January 2008 
School Board Adoption, January 2008 

Vallejo's private schools to be contacted for 

Vallejo Hillto Christian School 
Vallejo La Petice Academy 
Vallejo New Horizons 
Vallejo North Hills Christian Schools 
Vallejo Reignierd School 
Vallejo St Basil Elementary School 
Vallejo St Catherine Of Siena School 

Vallejo 
Vallejo St Patrick - St. Vincent High School 

St Vincent Ferrer School 

PK-8 
PK-K 
PK-K 
K-12 
K-12 
PK-8 
K-8 
9-12 
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 

A Draft Countywide Safe Routes to School plan will come to the County Board of 
Supervisors for their review in January 2008. SR2S Steering Committee member, 
Robin Cox with the County Department of Public Health will help deliver the 
proposed plan and its specific health and safety benefits to County Board of 
Supervisors with STA staff. 

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. 

The SR2S Steering committee recognized that the recommended public input process 
would not properly address the SR2S needs of private institutions that draw students 
countywide. The SR2S Steering committee recommended that ifprivate institutions 
wished to be involved in the SR2S process, it would be up to the jurisdiction that has 
public right-ol-way around that institution to aid in conducting a walking auditfor 
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 VJ.B
 
January 30, 2008
 

DATE: January 22, 2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director ofProjects 
RE: Project Study Report (PSR) Priorities for Caltrans 

Background: 
A Project Study Report (PSR) is a preliminary engineering report, the purpose ofwhich 
is to document agreement on the scope, schedule, and estimated cost ofa project so that 
the project can be included in a future State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP). 

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) requires a completed PSR for projects 
before being added into the STIP. The CTC intends that the process and requirements for 
PSRs be as simple, timely, and workable as practical, given that a PSR must be prepared 
at the front end of the project development process, before environmental evaluation and 
detailed design, and that it must provide a sound basis for commitment of future state 
funding. A PSR also provides a key opportunity to achieve consensus on project scope, 
schedule, and proposed cost among Caltrans and involved regional and local agencies. 

State statutes provide that Caltrans shall have 30 days to determine whether it can 
complete the requested report in a timely fashion (in time for inclusion in the next STIP). 
If Caltrans determines it cannot prepare the report in a timely fashion, the requesting 
entity may prepare the report. Local, regional and state agencies are partners in planning 
regional transportation improvements. Input from all parties is required at the earliest 
possible stages and continues throughout the process. The project sponsor should take the 
lead in coordination activities. PSR's will to be completed by a local agency still requires 
Caltrans oversight and ultimate approval. 

Throughout Solano County, several local agencies have initiated or are about to initiate 
PSR's which will require Caltrans oversight and approval. This effort requires Caltrans 
to provide adequate resources to fulfill the responsibility of this oversight. 

However, the State Highway Operations & Protection Program (SHOPP) projects (which 
Caltrans is the lead agency), will take a priority over local projects given Caltrans 
mission for preservation of the State Highway System. 

Discussion: 
On December 31, 2007 STA received a joint letter (Attachment A) from Lee Taubeneck, 
Deputy District Director, Caltrans District 4 and Therese McMillan, Deputy Executive 
Director, Policy, Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) regarding 
prioritization of preliminary engineering work from Solano County. STA was requested 
to provide a comprehensive prioritized list PSRs for Solano County for Fiscal Year (FY) 
2008-09. Attached to the letter was a two-page spread sheet that has all known work to 
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Caltrans, including Solano County studies and Bay Area general studies. A similar 
request was made by Caltrans in 2006 for FY 2007-08. Attachment B is the response 
letter that was submitted to Caltrans on March 15,2007. 

On January 8, 2008 an e-mail with the joint letter from Caltrans and MTC with the 
spreadsheet was sent to all TAC Members requesting information from each jurisdiction: 
This request included: 

• List of active PSRs 
• List, in prioritized order, PSRs that the jurisdiction expects to begin next FY 
• Project specific information regarding project costs, if fully funded 
• Year construction expected to begin 
• What type ofEnvironmental Document is expected for each project 

Based on responses from the Solano County local agencies, Attachment C is the draft list 
ofprojects, with prioritization of work for during FY 2008-09. The draft list has work 
that is expected to carryover to FY 2008-09 as priority number 1. 

Fiscal Impact: 
Generally there are no fiscal impacts to the STA for this issue as this subject is related to 
the development of priorities. 

Recommendation: 
Forward a recommendation to the STA Board to adopt the Solano County FY 2008-09 
Project Study Report Prioritized Workplan to submit to Caltrans as specified in 
Attachment C. 

Attachments: 
A. Caltrans/MTC letter ofDecember 31,2007 
B. STA Letter to Caltrans for FY 2007-08 PSR Priorities 
C. Draft FY 2008-09 PSR Priority List 
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Death,1T. Balls: 

PurSllMttotheattachedMemorandum ofUnderstanding (MOU) between the State ofCalifomia 
DepartmentofTtansportation (Department) and the Metropolitan Transportation Commissmn 
(MTC)con~rnmgthe development ofthe regional priority list for preparing Project .StudyReports 
.(PSRs)•. the Solano Transportation Authodty is requested to provide a comprehensive,ptiotitized 
list ofPSRstohe worked on during FY 08/09. To assure timely identification ofPSRprionties and 
resource aUocation,please submit your project list on the attached formto the address shown below 
no laterthunFebroaryJ,2008. 

Patrick Pang 
Chief. Office ofAdvance Planning 
clo Caltrans District 4 . . 
III Grand Avenue, Mail Stop lOA 
P~O. Box 23660 
Oakland, CA 94623-0660 

The Department and MTC look forward to working with your agency to allocate available 
resources to meet project delivery needs throughout the region. IfYOll have questions or need 
adciitionaUnfoIJ.mition regarding this matter, please contact Patrick Pang, District 4 - Advance 
Plamlirig,at (510) 286-5125. 

~~ 
LEE TAUBENECK, M.S., P.E. THERESE W. MClVfiLLAN 
District.Deputy Director Deputy Executive Director, Policy 
Transportation Planning and Local Assistance Metropolitan Transportation Commission 

Attachments 

"Collrons improves mobility ac.-oss G'alijomia .• 
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M:£MORMIDUMOfUNDERSTANDING---- BETWE:EN THE - - ­

STATEOFCALIFORN!ADEPARTMENTOFTRANSPORTATION 
AND THE 

METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Regarding Coordination ofOngoing Transportaticm Planning and ProgtaJns through Preparation
 
ofthe Project Study Report under the Transportation Funding Act
 

(Chapter 622, Statutes of 1997)
 

May 17.1999 

This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) is entered into between the California Department of 
Transportation. District 4. hereinafter referred to as Caltrans. and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC).a regional transportation planning agency and a metropolitan-planning 
organization. Chapter 622. Statutes of 1997 establishesprionues and processes for the programming 

;	 aqdexpenditure ofstate transportation funds thatare atthe discretion ofthe Legislature and the 
.~ 
-!	 

GC,l'vemor. The Chapter (referred to 3S the Transportation Funding Act orTFA in this MOU) does not
 
change the existing'basis for statewide or regional planning. In light, however. ofthe changed priorities
 
and processes for programming of transportation funds. certain areas ofjoint transportation planning
 
responsibilities and partnerships need to be clarified and processes should be established to strengthen
 
existingrelationsrups. and to improvestate\\ide and regional mobility.
 

This document establishes no obligation or coutractual duty on either party. and does not contain 
any exchange of promises. -. 

ThisMOU is supplementary to and does not replace or supersede in any manner the Master 
MODs for regional transportation planning and metropolitan planning in existence between 

.';JCaltrans and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission.	 ­

Section L Transportation Planning Relationships 

IJ CooPerative Relationships 

Caltrans and MTC rely upon the cooperative relationships that are part of the ongoing statewide, 
metropolitan and regional planning process. The planning process is continuous. cooperative. and 
comprehensive. A critical component to the success of the process isopen and productive 
communication on transportation planning issues and in setting project priorities. 

The Caltrans Division Chief for Planning and the Executive Director of the MTC are the primary 
individuals responsible for carrying out the pr:ovisI<>ns of this MOU. 

1.2 Transportation Studies and Plans 

Caltrans and MTC participate and contribute jointly to the studies and plans ofeach local transportation: i 
- , _agen~y~	 These stuqies and plans form the basis for: {uture project submittals in the Regional 
- ,, 
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'l'ratiSpOrtatioIi ImprovementProgr.u:n (R.TtPland Inte1'regiooa! Transportation Improvement .Program 
(lUP);. Abasictenet oftht: TrimSpOrtatIonFunding Act isthat, whereasregionalage.ncies baveprimary , 
cespt)nsibtlity for regional and locaIwtl nwbility~ the state haspriniaIy responsibility for the 
inte~gi~nal movementofpe.opleand,g()Qds. This tenet shoUld l)e a basis for project submittals in the 
RW andITIP. and foe copsidering shared funding responsibilities. 

The Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)is the primary documentfof identifying and prioritizing 
projectsJor the RTIP and for regional project submittals of the Interregional ImprovementProgram (lIP) . 
funds. Projects and strategies identified by regional agencies and county commissionS, as part ofthe 
federally-required Congestion Management System {eMS) for Transportation Management Areas 
(TMAs) offor Congestion Mana,gement Programs (CMPs) in non-TMA areas. must be co,ilsistent with 
theRTP and from this basis be brought forward ·in the RTIP. and for consideration in the ITIP. 

Caltrans relies primarily upon its ongoing system planning process to identify current and future 
forecasted State highway system deficiencies that impact interregionallIlobility ofpeople and goods. 
From this process. improvements are identified and prioritized in coordination and consuItation with. 
regional agencies. Studiesandplansfot intercity passenger rail) grade separations, interregional mass 
transit guideways, and other eligible lIP categories are accomplishedthroughCaltrans and regional 
ongoing planning processes. Data. results. and recommendations of these various .studies will be 
coordinated through the Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP) as described in Section 1.2.1. 

1.2.1 IJiterregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP)
. . 

Caltrans will prepare and update on a bienniafbasis an nSF that provides a funnework for 
identifying and prioritizing projects that will primarily benefitthe interregional movement of 
peopltand goods in all eligiblepJ:'oJect categories. Ca:ltrans'will establish an advisory group 
consisting of representativesfromMTC, county commissions, and local ttansportlltion interests to 
provide input to tbe ITSP deve!Clpmcnf. 

Tb.e ITSPis Caltrans' prinCipalpl8n to gUide project priorities and project strategies for the ITIP~ 

Caltrans will ensure an open and participatory process with tbe MTC, county cnmmissionst and 
other local transportation interestsfor updates to the Plan. The rrsp wiUincorporate the 
appropriate ongoing California Transportation Plan products and strategies as well as other 
statewide study efforts and policy initiatives of the Administration. 

1.3 Early Consultation for Project Recommendations 

Caltrans and MTC will consUlt on a regular basis regarding projectpnorlties and changes to those 
priorities for the RTIP and lTIP.· It is understood that while projectpriorities may be influenced by a 
variety of factors. the basis ofproject priorities should be derived from the federal and State 
transportation planning process and the resulting Caltrans and MTC plans and programs. 

1.4 Establishing Purpose and Need 

A key to timely project delivery is defIning and maintaining a clear, consistent and substantive plan.l1ing 
basis from which to detennine the purpose and need for a project. All projects must satisfy a clearly 
defIriedpurpose and need. The project must meet system strategies as defined in State, regional, and 
local plans, goals. and objectives. 

2 
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docwncnts: 

•	 CaltrailSsystem planning documents; 
•	 Major investment and corridor studies; 
•	 The regional congestion management program, as applicable; 

•	 The Regional Transportation Plan (RTF); 
•	 Other related plans. such as the general plan.circulation element and county'traIlsportation 

authority plans as prepared. 

CaItrans and MTC will ensure that cooperative system and regional planning efforts result in an agreed 
upon initial statement ofproject purpose and need between both partiesfortheidentified projects. The 
emphasis for early identification ofthis statement is included in NEPA, CEQA, Section4{f) ofthe US 
Department·ofTransportation Act of1966. and the integration ofNEPA and·Section404 of the Clean 
Water Act. The initial statement will be the basis for further development in the environmental process 
as part ofproject development 

Major investment studies or other transportation corridor studies are conducted in the region to evaluate 
the effectiveness orvatious transportation strategies. A projectrecommended by such a study will 
provide the planning basis for any project's inclusion in the RTP as well as the individual project's 
purpose and need determination. 

Section 2. ProjectStudy Reports 

2.1 Identification of Project Study Report (PSR) Priorities for State Highway Projects 

·;;;nC':pfowsto'i(b:nt1fyPSRprioriti~,wlUJ;J.ebasedonJhtprinciplesoCopen cOIDJX1UPicationand 
·.J'ViU4~p~ndonthe RTP,as tbe principal doeument~oidentify regional and conntY eommission .. 
(pHorities>" Iniostances ~here a project may nat be "listed" intbe RTP action element {typicaUy . 

" 
smaner projects without air quality impacts), the projechbouldbe consistent with the overall 
priorities and objectives of the RTP for hnptovwg regional mobility. Caltrans state highway 
project priorities are identified primarily in the ITSP and the Transportation System 
DevelopmentProgram (TSDP) through the system plaiming process. Refer to attached 
"Simplified Statewide andRegionalPlannwg and Programming Cycle." 

I i;Cal(rinsaJid MTCwill establish a process to identifY projectpriorities for the preparation of .. 
j,Caltriim P~Rst:f)rfutureRTlPprQ'jeCt~ andfo.. early.~J.1f(trmation sharing Of .Caltrans'.priorities 
'! :Jor':preparation~fPSRsfor fufureITIP proje~ts. The process will include the provisions of 

Government Code 65086.5 (Chapter 53, Statutes of 1998) for the preparation of PSRs for 
capacity-increasing projects for future State Transportation Improvement Programs (STIPs). 

. Preparation of PSR-equivalent documentsfoF"off higliwaY=SYstemV., projects are·tbe~ " 
,responsibilities of MTCaod local transportation agencies, aiid.are, not included in,the provisions . 
.. of thiS'MOU. 

"\.vhUe!t is desirabletbaftbere isa.greement between Caltrans and MTC on tbe final combined list 
Of priority lOcal transportation agency-requested PSRs for the RTIPand for CaltransPSRsfor the 
ITIP; such agreement may not always be acliievableeonsidering tbe complexities and differenees in 

:regional,interregionaland statewide transportation responsibilities and priorities.· The provisions 
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QfS~¢tilm S, "Conflict ~esohdiou,fJ may assist in addressing~~tI$oftoMlid().. disagr~ement. In, 
an $St5, the PSR priorltyiist shoUld consider the amount of fundS' to the region within its Regional­
Share and regional priorities for state bighwayprojects.asw~llasC'alfnlns'prioritiesfot· ; 
inte.rt'egional system impronments. 

2.2 RegionalPriority List for Preparing PSRs' 

MTC and county commissions may develop a listing or«future projeets an state highways~in priority 
orderfor purposes ofCaltrans'preparation ofPSRs for state highway proJects that witlbe included in zm: 
RTIP. The list may irlClude any project on the state highwayslofwhicha prc-programrniJig dQCUIttenP is 
'requiredfor inclusion in the Snp. This list should also identify separately prepared:PSRSby outside 
agencies/consultants for projects requiring Caltrans' oversight and approval. This is to allow Caltrans to 

·antidpate the level of staff resources available to prepare PSRs in house. MTCand county comniission,·
 
project priorities for PSR preparation should reflect thosein the RTPasweUas a regional consen$US on '.
 
bow limited resourCes are to be applied. In addition to capacity4ncreasingproJects. the listlllaY also
 
includ.e soundwalls (consistent with state law), operational non.:.capacity increasing projects. traffic system
 
management, new technology, and other projects. The list may include technical elem.ents of regional
 
conidor or major investment studies that MTC desires Caltrans to prepare. The list should be constrained
 
to anticipate available funding with consideration ofhistoncal finanCial reSOllrces available to the state and
 
region.
 

Mtt'andcolfui:Y ·cor:i1miSsions are 'encoUraged to provide a comprehensive list of PSRs (or'otherpre-: . 
progpu:nmingdocuments and coI'ridot Of major investment studyelemen.ts) each fiscal year to Caltransno 
·latetth8ij.;Ap~l;Jor work to be done f6r;the,subsequent$TIRcycle~' Atw(ryear~iennial) list ofPSRS
 
is recommended. Caltrans will respond within 30 days (GovemmentCode650865) on its ability to .
 
perfonnthe work. Commitments to PSRsinth;.."econd year ofthe list. ifatwo--year list isprepared,ate
 
subject to inclusion ofresources in theState budget. . .
 

.. 
. . ~;;,lol,,~~Jesp¢ct;tQ.:a,~rojc:etIiciton w.e~!*-te;J~igb~~y~~~te,~ for'Y~ch:a PI:~p~o~g do~e~t!s . 

~ 

i~u~Jor mc;I':l~lO~..tnth~ SuP; a PSR~ulvalent IS regutr~ .MTClS responsIble for revllnvlOg this 
document This type of project need not be included in the Regional Priority List for preparing PSRs.· 

F6r purposes ofSection 2, "Project Study Reports". other technical and preliminary engineering activities 
or studies roay be included to lead toward identification ofproject scope. schedule and cost. For purposes 
of this MOU, MTC and county comrtlission-prepared highway corridor or investment studiesmaymch,lde 
technical or engineering portions that are. related to state highways or highway corridors in their request 
for work by Caltrans under this section. 

tThe phrase, .. pre-progranuning document," as used in this MOU refers to PSRs; however, it 
encompasses a variety of other docwnents that lead to identification of scope, schedule, and cost for 
projects typically included in the State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), or in the 
prior Traffic Systems Management (TSM) program. A comprehensive list ofthese documents by 
category ofproject can be found in Caltrans Project Development Procedures Manual. The list is not 
repeated here. MTC and loca!transportation agencies should consult with their District representative 
regarding the exact engineering document required for a particular project until such time as PSR guidance 
is modified to mcl,!de these additional project types. The phrase, "'project initiation document" is used to 
describe these documents in the Manual. 
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011 its "futUre projects list.. MTC is en~untged tojdentify separatelY~Y,J,'egiQnaI.locaI.or$pecial. ;
 
·measurerondedPSRs,. major investment·studies. or,special studie$·relate<ito statehi~~ys()rhigbway.:
 
corridors that require Caltrans1 0versighteach fi~al y~. PSltsprepar«i by others ar~' subject to .1
 

CaItnms~finalapproval.
 

2.3 Project Study Report Development 

Caltrans will prepare PSRs.for future RTIP and mp projects based011 available res<>~sfor'this activity
 
identified in the State budget CaltJjms will.sharepreliniinarY resoUrceiiifonnatiori withMTG aUhe"
 
earIiestqate .the infonriation is available to the departll1ent.PSRs~~uestedby local ~fUl~on. .'
 
agencies that cannot be prep~ed withi~ the allocated resorircesmay be prepared by other ~tities \\:ith
 
oversightby Caltriuis.·· CaltriiilsrnUst approve the finalPSR. Caltrans willteview Iocally"'prepareq .PSRs
 
in ~ tit;lely rn~erc(lnsist~ntwith the provisions ofGovetpment Code 650865.
 

2.4 Project Stu.dy Report Work Plan 

:,C~':m'&)IlSillutihirWitlf;MTC~';:will':d~velopa wOtkplan~fortti~;pi'C$aration ofPSltS··bY':JulY::l:Ofeach
 
fiS&tyear. Caltrans will meet atleast quarterly, depellding on the project complexity, withMTC on the
 
status ofmeeting the tnilestones intbe work plan for each PSR;. Caltrans, MTC and 10caJtransportation
 
agencies on the Project Development Team should identify significantproject issues impacting the schedule
 
and recommend additional work tasks and schedule adjustments as needed. Video conferencing for
 
quarterly meetings is encouraged.
 

2.5 Caltrans Project M'anager 

A C~traps projectIP.anagerwillbeassigned at the PSRstageand WiUieIDain responsible for theproJect: 
;thr9:ugnPJYgramming/projeef development-and coiistructio'n~, MT~ will be notified ofany changes in 
project managers {due to CaItrans staffchanges) at the earliest possible date; (Referto the Pr.ojeet Delivery 
MOU). 

2.6 Project Development Team 

Caltrans will establish a Project Development Team for the purpOse ofpreparing each PSR in order to ensure' .
 
comprehensive and accurate scope, schedule and cost, The composition ofthe team and the need to
 
establish a formal team will be based on the complexity of the project .Reasonable and professional·
 
judgment should be used in assessing this need. A ProjectDevelopment Team can increase the quality of
 
the PSR. A quality PSR reduces rework in project development and expeditesprojectdeIivery.
 

The·local transportation agency representative is a key participant in the Project Development Team and will
 
be included in all teams. Representative(s) from regional tratiSitJrail operators and Air Quality Control
 
Districts should be invited to all meetings and their participation is encoUraged. Project Development Teams
 
must include the following functional Caltrans units: Right of Way, Traffic Operations, Design,
 
Environmental, System Planning and Traffic Forecasting, and in consultation with the Engineering Service
 
Center. Project Development Teams may include other state agencies (e.g., California Highway Patrol or
 
Division of Forestry) and a representative from the city and county public works or planning departments as
 
appropriate. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) field engineer should be consulted andinc1uded
 
as an active team participant. Depending on the nature of the project, federal resource/regulatory agencies
 
who are signatories to the NEPAl404 Integration MOU (Army Corps of Engineers. EPA. US Fish and
 
Wildlife Service, and National Marine Fisheries Service) should be consulted or be included on the Team.
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2.7	 purpo~eandNeed 

The planning basis fordefining purpose and need and/or fuiti.al~taferneritfroInthe.RrP should .be 
furtherdevel()peqaildtefih~ by the Project DeveloPJ'MtttT eamthat guides the Ptepar~tiCin ofthe PSR. 
The statementofputp6seand need should beincludedinthePSR.FQr metropolitan areasprepanng 
conidoior major investment studies, the statement ofp:urpQseand need should be developed by the 
.mUlti-agency team guidmg the study. and the fmald()Ci.Utlent~hould include an agreed-upon statement. 

The PSR
. 

(or conidor or major investment study, as applicable) 
.' 

istbe initial engineering document that 
provides tbetrans'itiohbetweenthe Caltrans System. Plan(orRTJi~identified hnprovement)to an actual 
project: The PSltor conidor or major investmenlstudy is the.frrSt. opport!Jnity to define the project ami 
alternatives to aVQidor minimize environmeI1Winwa.ct$. Ide~tification ofenyironmentalisstJesor 
constraints at the PSR/stUdy stage (and alterpativeSlo ~void them) is reqUired by the NEPAl404 
Integration MoUprocess, and is criticalfor integratingenvirtmmental considerations Into the project 
deve1opmentprocessat each sequential step ofdetailed design. 

Significant modifications to the purpose and n,eedstatememfora project, Of to the fundameiltaJplanning 
anillyses thatestabHsh it, will be achieved thrciughaeonstiltauonprocess, arid by the agreement between 
Caltrans and MTC. 

Section 3. CaltransandMTCResponsibilities 

3.1Caltran$ Responsihilities 

The>DistrictDivision :Chief for PlanninginCaltlilns is responsible for carrying out J1Uprovisions' 
of this MOU. Severalprovisions of tbe MOtT requiteproducfs or activities from other Caltrans 
Divisions or from a support division~ TbeDistridDivision Chief will ensure that products and 
activities are coordinated in a manner that WiHeffectiYeJy carry out the provisions of this MOU. 

Majorresponsibilities of tbe District DiYIsion Chieffor.Planning ilidude: 

•	 Coordinating overall MOU prOVisions witbtbe MTC and local transportation agencies•. 

•	 Coordinating provisions of this MOU and the Project Delivery MOll so tbat there is a smooth 
transitionJrom regional project candidatesto prQgrammedimprovemenls. 

•	 Conducting regular meetings with the individual appointed by l\-ITC to carry out provisions of 
this MOU. . . 

•	 Ensuring early sharing ofPSR resource information. 

•	 Coordinating ITSP PSR priorities and the RTIP priority list. 

•	 Recommending a final list of PSRs to be prepared by Caltrans. 
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•	 IdeJl(ifyiJ1giSsti~firare#of:pQtennar~oidlict earlyin·thepro(:ess~ anddtvefQping alternatives 
(0 betes~tve(J.· . 

.•	 Preparing'PSR.slor~tatehighJ,.yprojeets identified in .the RegionalPdority List for
 
preparing PSRs (Secnon 2.1 ofthis MOtT).
 

•	 Oveneeing,reviewingandapp,rovinglocal or regional agencypreparedrSRs on the state
 
highway system as set forth in$ecnon 2.3 of this MOU. . ..
 

•	 Coordinating the transition frowPSn de-vtlopment to StateTransportation Improvement
 
Program (Snp) pr()gr..I1lming. •
 

•	 Ens.uring efficient thmsitionto project development and provisions of the Projed Delivery
 
MOU.
 

Additional responsibiIitiescan beidentUied based upon District and MTC needs, and should be 
tailored to ensure that the PtlrposeoftbeMOU is met. 

3.2.MTC RespGl1Sibilities 

.MTCwiU appoint an ilidi~~'lIalt9manageprovisions ofthis MOU ,and be a first point t1f contact. 
The individual iDay be the $3.me as tbe Regional Improvement Program (RIP) Manager for 
ProjedDelivery (refertoProject'l.)elivery MOll) or another individual. IftbeRIP'Program 
Man~ger<is not tbepoint ofcont~a,MTCwiUensure communication within its agency between 
the managers so that thett"ansitionbetweenthe planningJ prQgrammingand project delivery 
processes is smoothandemcif;id~ .. 

Major responsibilities include: 

•	 Coordinating provisions of the MOD with CaJtrans Division Chief for Planning. 

•	 Coordinating and communicating provisions of the MOU within MTC. 

•	 Determining the need for a corridor or major investment study and review PSR equivalents
 
for transit or local r()ad proje~ts.
 

•	 Identifying priorityPSRs (and other pre-programming documents) for RTIP projects and 
coordinating priorities with Caltrans. 

•	 Ensuring MTC participation in Project Development Teams for RTIP and ITIP PSRs. 

•	 Ensuring early cooidinatiim of local or other regional issues with Caltrans District Division 
CbiefJor Plamiing that may imp~ct PSR priorities and RTIP priority setting. 

•	 Identifying issues or areas oJ potential eonflictearJy in tbt. processJand developing 
alternatives. The identificanonandresolution of these issues would be addressed in the 
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planning framework ofa -relevant corridor or major iQVestmellf study if required by this 
agreement as well as in tbe PSR. 

AdditionalrespoDsibilitiescan be identified based 00 DistridaodMTCneed$t and should be 
bulividually tailored toensure thatthe purpose oftbe MOU is met. . ... . 

Section 4. Relations~p to MOV for Regional Improvement Program (RIP) Project Delivety 

4.1 Key Provisions 

The Project Delivery MOU should be referred to in carrying out the provisions ofthisMOU 
(coordination ofongoing transportation planning and programs through completion ofthePSR). The 
Caltrans Project Manager for an RTIP or ITIP project is assigned atthePSR stage and is responsible for 
the project through its completion. A smooth transition from thePSRstage, through programming. to 
the project development stage is desired. The RIP Program Manage.ddentified in the Project Delivery 
MOUis a key participant in this transition. 

Section 5. Conflict Resolution 

5.1 Early Identification and Resolution ofIssues Within the Planning Process 

we and local transportation agencies have an ongoing planning relationship with Caltrnns, its member 
cities. co~ties,and mociaJ operators. Caltrans is represented on MTe's varioUs technical. policy aild 

advisory committees and is a member ofmajor corridor study teams~ Caltrans is apaiticipantthrough 
the regional overall workprogram intranspbrtation studies. TIt.is relationship affords astrue~efor 
bothjoint planning and conflict resolution; Potential issues ofcontroversy should be identified early, 
discussed, and resolved as appropriate within the planning process·sothatpriorlties for the preparation 
ofPSRs and state highway project priorities for future RTIP andmp submittals are mutually 
understood. 

While agreement is the goal. it is understood that due to the respective responsibilities ofeach party. this 
may not be possible in all circumstances and for all projects. In this case. professional respect for the 
duties and obligations ofboth parties is fundamental to carrying out the larger statewide and regional 
transportation planning process. < • • 

5.2 Resources for PSRs 

The goal is early and mutual agreement on PSR priorities and resource commitments for preparation and 
. oversight. In the event ofconfHct that can not be resolved at the staff or manager level. it will be 
elevated to the District Director for resolution with the respective Executive Director of the MTC. 
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Section 6. APiendm.entJTtritiinati~n 

6.1 Am~ndment
 

This MOU Ittay be amended by the written consent of both parties.
 

6.2 Termin'ation
 

This MOUmay be terminated by either party upon written notification to the other.;
 

LA'\VRENCE D. DAHMS, EXECUIlVE D~CTOR Date 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission 

Date· 

l. 
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PROPOSED SOLANO COUNTY 08/09 pro WORKPLAN 

1:: C 
is:2" ~ .. 

J
.!! ~j§ .gC:a 
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i ::l "0is: Ei: (.) g­o... c ..5 5:(I)OS o 0 E 'tS

I 
c a. .."08..!:: ::l &. .. ~[o Improvement Description & ~ "0 C 'e' E'l;>oi;8Ci'2 CommentLocation I Project Sponsor EACurrent PID Status a.C~ I-WC ~ a. ~~ ~ ~ Wa. 

TSD I TSD I TSD I TSDIn 07/08workplan, butwark nol vet beoun I QA I 12 I TSD I TSD IChurch Rd 
Realign ES on and off-ramps Lagoon
 

Acllva07/08workplan I QA 180 123.1 I 23.1 IVallevSlvdllClnVacavllla
 PSRlPR ICE 1.5 I 1212006 I 0712008 I 3A790K 
PSR IFONSI 12OTOs/2007 I 10/2008 I 4A440K Acllva07108workpian ~A I 80 I TBD I TBD IHOVTumarO/C 

Construct padestrlan/blcycle bridge
 
Active 07/08 workplan I QA I 780 I 4.86 I 5.06 IMlliar Rd (State Park Rdl OC In Senlcle
 PSRlPR ICE 1.1 I 1212006 I 06/2008 I 3A430K 

Feasibility
 
Actlve07/08workplan I QA I 12 I TSD \ TSD \RloVislaprellmlnaNBridQeStudv
 Study 400 I 06/2007 I 07/2008 I 4A490K 

TSD TBDQA 12 TBD TSD Iinstall median Barrler '·80 10 Rio VI51a 1212007 TSDIn 07/08 workplan, but work not vel beoun 
Add EB aux. leneTravis BlVd. to Air
 

Proposed for work In future yeers
 17.9 TSD TBD TBD80 19.2 IBase PrkwaV. 3A570KLEAD 
TBD TBDProoosed for work In future years 80 TBD IAmerlcan Canyon TBD TBD TS
 

Proposed for work In future years
 
QA 

80 TBD TBD Ii-SO/Gresn Vallev Road IC in Fairfleld TBD TBD TBD 29840K
 
Proposad for work In fulure vears
 

QA 
TBD TSD ICallfomla Dr. O/C TIlD TBD80 TBDQA TB 

Interchange modification 1·80IWe51 A 
lJ1 IProposad for work In future veers 80 TSD TBD Ist.llc TSD TSD TSD TBD 

U1. 
QA 

Interchange modification 1·801Weot A
 
Proposed for WOrk In future vears
 80 TSDTBD TSD ISl.IIC TSD TSD TSD
 
Proposed for work In luIure years
 

QA 
TSD80 TSD TSD IWeave correction 1·60/1-505 TSDLEAD Til" TBD 

12 TSD Median borrler corridor studv TBDAclive Studv QA TSD TSD TBD 
·80 Smart Growth Solano and
 

Active Study
 VARQA 80 VAR Sacramento 0.4 1212007 987090 
80 
680 80/680/780 Highway Ops
 

Active Study
 780 VAR VAR Implementation Plan TBDQA TSD 987090
 
Aclive StUdy
 113 Tem TSD SR·113 Corridor Siudy 0.3 0612008QA 987090 

Proposed 08-09 STIP Workplan 12·31·07 
12131/2007 Page 1 or 1 
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ATTACHMENT B
 

&.to- -t4t1lC'fJ4t~Il~ . 

One HarborGentef, Suite ·130 
Suisun City, California 94585 

Area Gode 707 March 15,2007 
424"6075 • Fax 424,6074 

VC:\l. Ignacio
Members: Chief, Office ofAdvance Planning
 

California Department ofTransportation (Caltrans)
 Benicia 
Dixon P.O. Box 23660 
Fairfield ()akIand~CA 94623.,.0660 
RioVis!a 
Solano County 
Suisun City 
Vacaville RE: Solano CtllOlty's PreIiliIinary Engineering OversightPriorities for Fiscal Year 
VaHejo (FY) 2007'-08 

Dear Val, 

On March 14~ 2007the SoiaM Transportation Authority (STA) Board adopted two 
priority lists forSolallo County preliminary engineering projects. The priority lists 
consistofoue forC~1if()tniaDepartmentofTransportation (Caltrans) in.,.house work and 
one for Caltrans oversight work. The submittal ofthese lists are as a result ofthe January 
22, 2007 ftotnLee Taubeneck~Deputy District Director toptovide a list ofpriority 
preliminary engineering proJects· for both in-house work and for oversight by Caltrans. 

The adopted priority lists are an accumulation ofthe up-coming work or on-going by 
Caltrans the seven cities, the county and STA in Solano County. Thelists assume that 
the cUrrent $1 million value of capital improvements requiring project study rCpoft (PSR) 
and oversight by Caltrans wiUbe increased to $2 million. The attachment is the STA 
Board adopted priority li.l;Jts for Solano County preliminary engineering projects during 
FY 2007-08. 

We look forward to working on these projects in partnership vlith Caltrans. Should y'OU 

have any questions, please feel free to can me at (707) 424-6075. 

Sincerely, 

r 1/1/_. . 
~~ 
Director ofProjects 

Attachment 
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$TAPtiority Lists for :PriQrl.t¥· PrelinllllaryEngineering..• .•• 
. . 

. ..Mardn'J001 

r Caltrans 

Calmns 

1..80 EB/WB A#Janes~'tia.vis 
. Blvd to ABPlqVy P~R 

1-80!l..505WeaveCorrectlon 
ProjeotPSR 

Not· 
FUl1ded 

Not 
Funded 

Stopped 

Not 
Started 

Not Funded I 
i 

Not Funded 

1 

2 

Vacaville 

STA 

Lagoon Vali~yRoadlRnrnps 
·PSR/PR . 

State Routc{SR) 12/ChuTCh 
RoadPSR. 

Funded 

Funded 

Started 

Pending 

Ftmded 
._.-------"",~~. 

Funded 

3 

4 

STAJCounty 

Caltransl 
Benicia 

r..80a:OV LanelTumet 
. Overcrossir!c~ PSR 

StateParkRoad a1keIPedel>trian 
Bridg~PSR 

Fund-cd 

Funded 

Pending 

Started 

Not Funded 

Funded 

5 Vacaville California Drive PSR Funded Started Not Funded 

{) STA 
Rio Vista Preliminary Bridge 

Study 
Funded Pending Not Funded 

7 .Dixon I-80lWest A Street lie PSR Funded 
Not 

Started Partial 

8 Dixon I-80/Pitt School RoadIlCPSR Funded Not 
Started 

Partial 

9 Vallejo I-80/American Canyon PSR Funded Not 
Started Funded 
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PROPOSED SOLANO COUNTY 08/09 PID WORKPLAN 

TBD I TBD IMedian barrier corridor studv IMTC 

Interchanga modification 1·801West A 
TBD I TBD 1st. IIC IDlxon 

TBD linstall median Barrier 1·80 10 Rio Vista ISTA 

411 

,y 01 
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;0 

Ii 
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TBD 

TBD 

fBD 
TBD 

,~frf¥~~t~~~%&\1~Y-'~4.*Nit¥4§Jl;ry·~ 
TBD 

987090 

987090 

987090 

Project Scope Being Modified by 
~ IFair1ield 

3A570K = ICity to usa PEER Process 

TBD 

3A430K 

4A490K 

03/2009 
06/2006 

03/2006 
0,3 
300 

3.8 M 12/2006 06/2008 

400 12/2007 12/2008 

TBD 12/2007 OS/2008 

TBD TBD TBD 

= = = 
= = = 
TBD TBD TBD 

TBD TBD TBD 

TBD TBD TBD 
TBD TBD TBD 

'$~~{i?A~ 

TBD TBD 

0.4 12/2007 
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II) " ­ 00 
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C '[ ClQ.

0"'" 
~: 'i~ "­ '" EA Commentu.. D.. o.C 

TBD 12/2007 121200a TBD ~ 
-:.; 

1,5M 12/2006 07/2008 3A790K = 
120 M OS/2007 10/2008 4A440K 

~ 
C 
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... c Ol 
o 0 E 
Q) .: ::::J 
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I-WC 

FONSI 

PSR/PR CE 

PSR FONSI 

PSR/PR CE 
Feasibility 
Study 

PSR IFONSI 

PSR 

C 
c: 
'0 
Q) 
Q. 

Proiect Sponsor I ?: 

STA 

STA 

VacavHle 

Dixon 

MTC 

Vacaville 

STA IpSR 

STA 

TBD ISR-l 13 Corridor Study 

80/6801780 Highway Ops 
VAR IImplementation Plan 

Interchange modification I-BOfWest A 
TBD ISt.llc 

Cons1ruct pedestrianlbicycle bridge 
5,06 IMilier Rd (State Park Rd) OC in Benicia IBonicla 

TBDlCaIilornia Dr, O/C 

1·80 Smart Growth Solano arid 
VAR ISacramento 

= Ii eQ'GrooA "alloy I'<oa. 1<;; iA FaiFliol. 

TBD IRio Vista preliminary Bridge Study ISTA 

Add EB aux. lane Travis Blvd. to Air 
~Basa Prkway IC.ltrano 
+8Q h r:R8RSeU~ GaFilyQFl 

TBD 

TBD 

TBD 

VAR 

VAR 

= 

1 Active 07/08 workplan QA 780 4.86 

1 Active 07/08 workplan QA 12 TBD 

1 In 07/08 workplan, but work not yet bagun QA 12 TBD 

2 Proposed for work FY 2008-09 LEAD 80 17,9 
PFQr;JQSSS 1aF we!=!( iA ~tO:lFe year:s QA 30 = 

.! 

C3 
:g .! 

~ '" ~"­ 0 

D: 0 D.. 0 
C .! c D..

0 « ~ '5> 'tl Improvement Description & 
ii1 Current PID Status W 0 Q) c LocationD.. ..J 0:: 10 W 

In 07/08 workplan, work bagan Dacambar 
1 2007 QA 12 TBD TBD Church Rd 

Realign EB on and off.ramps Legoon 
1 Active 07/08 workplan QA 80 23,1 23,1 Valley Blvd IIC In Vacaville 

1 Active 07108 workplan QA 80 TBD TBD HOV Turnar O/C 

Pr9fJ9Ssd fer "9R( iA fl.ltlolFB years QA 30 
Proposed for work in future years QA 80 

O"l 
,;l.o Proposed lor work in Mure years QA 80 

4 Proposed lor work in future years QA 80 
6 poseC for work in future years LEAD 80 

Active Studv QA 12 

1ctive Study QA 80 
80 
680 

Active Study 
~Active Study QA 113 

--=­
S-

r
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Agenda Item VI C
 
January 30, 2008
 

DATE: 
TO: 
FROM: 
RE: 

January 22, 2008 
STATAC 
Robert Macaulay, Director of Planning 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Call for Projects 
And Project List 

Background: 
At the December 12, 2007 Board meeting, the Solano Transportation Authority (STA) 
issued an initial Call for Projects for the 2035 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). On 
December 26,2007, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) released 
further guidelines on submittal ofRTP projects. This additional information was 
reviewed by the STA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) on January 2,2008, and by 
the STA Board on January 9,2008. 

To be eligible for inclusion in the RTP 2035 project list, a project must be identified in 
one of the following documents: 

•	 MTC Resolution 3434 

•	 Regional Rail Plan 

•	 Regional Operations Program 

•	 Community Based Transportation 
Plan 

•	 Short-Range Transit Plans 

•	 Congestion Management Plans 

•	 Funding Programs (RMl, RM2, 
CMIA, TCRP, TLCIHIP/Station 
Area Plans, etc.) 

•	 Regional Goods Movement Plans 

•	 Freeway Performance 
Initiative 

•	 Regional High Occupancy Toll 
Network Study 

•	 Coordinated Public Transit ­
Human Services Plan 

•	 Transit Coordination 
Implementation Plan 

•	 Countywide Transportation 
Plans 

•	 Transportation Sales Tax 
Expenditure Plans 

•	 Regional or Local 
BicyclelPedestrian Plans 

•	 Transportation Control 
Measures from Air Quality 
Plans 
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Discussion: 
STA staffhas reviewed the agency submittal for the 2030 RTP, and used that project list 
as a starting point for the 2035 RTP project submittal. The list has been modified by 
STA staff to identify projects that have been initiated or completed, that are no longer 
being pursued, and/or that were identified in documents completed subsequent to the 
2030 RTP project submittal. Any projects already proposed to STA by member agencies 
or the public that fit into the eligibility criteria listed above were also included on the list. 
The complete list of those projects is contained in Attachment A. 

The following projects have been added by STA staff to the RTP project list: 

The Solano BikelPedestrian Project (SBPP) list. The estimated total cost for these 
projects is approximately $80 million. The SBPP is included as Attachment B. 

If STA member agencies have identified projects that are not included in Attachment A, 
they should provide that information to STA staff before or at the TAC meeting. 

Members of the public may also propose projects for inclusion in the RTP project list. 
Such projects must meet the criteria listed above, and must have a public agency sponsor. 

Certain projects do not need to be submitted through this process. Local streets and roads 
maintenance projects and transit operating and capital improvement programs (including 
replacement and rehab of the existing transit capital assets) do not need to be submitted in 
this call for projects. These projects are being assessed in separate Transportation 2035 
exerCIses. 

Fiscal Impact: 
The Solano County 25-year project funding ceiling is $1.98 billion. The projects 
submitted as in response to this Call for Projects cannot exceed that ceiling. Projects 
must be included in the RTP before they can be programmed in the Transportation 
Improvement Plan (TIP), a necessary step to receiving federal and state funding. 

The funding ceiling was developed using a 'moderate' estimate of funds available. In 
past years, MTC has used a conservative fund estimate. This results in fewer projects 
being listed in the financially constrained RTP, and requires further RTP and TIP 
amendments. The 'moderate' funding scenario assumes some revenue sources over the 
25-year period of the plan that are not currently assured, such as High Occupancy 
Vehicle lane tolls and local sales tax measures. 

Based upon input received from the TAC and at a public hearing on the project list at the 
February 13, 2008 STA Board meeting, STA staffwill develop a final draft, ranked 
project list that conforms with the $1.98 billion funding ceiling. This list will be 
reviewed by the TAC at its February 27,2008 meeting, and will be submitted to MTC on 
or before the March 5, 2008 submittal deadline. 
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Recommendation: 
Forward the project list included as shown in Attachment A to the STA Board for 
discussion at a Solano County RTP Public Hearing on February 13, 2008. 

Attachments: 
A.	 Solano 2035 RTP Project List (To be provided under separate cover.) 
B.	 Solano Bike/Pedestrian Program Project List (To be provided under separate 

cover.) 
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Agenda Item VI.D
 
January 30, 2008
 

DATE: January 22,2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Macaulay, Director ofPlanning 
RE: Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan 

TAC Representative Appointments to STA Committees 

Background: 
The Solano Transportation Authority (STA) has three committees, made up ofSTA 
Board members or their appointees. Those committees are the Alternative Modes; 
Arterials, Highways and Freeways; and Transit. The current membership ofeach 
committee is shown in Attachment A. At the February 2008 meeting, STA Board 
members will appoint new Committee members and chairpersons as needed. The 
Bicycle Advisory Committee appointed J. B. Davis to the Alternative Modes Committee 
at its January 2008 meeting. The Pedestrian Advisory Committee appointed Lynne 
Williams to the Alternative Modes Committee at its January 2008 meeting. 

Discussion: 
The STA Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) also appoints one TAC representative to 
each Committee. The TAC representatives are not voting members, but they do represent 
the TAC to the Committee, and vice versa. The current TAC representatives are: 

Alternative Modes: Ed Huestis, City ofVacaville 
Arterials, Highways and Freeways: Gary Leach, City ofVallejo 
Transit: vacant 

With the new STA Board in place and with the update of the Solano Comprehensive 
Transportation Plan (CTP) underway, the three Committees will again be meeting. The 
TAC is asked to appoint a representative to each of the three committees. 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1.	 Appoint a TAC representative to the Transit Committee; 
2.	 Appoint a TAC representative to the Alternative Modes Committee; and 
3.	 Appoint a TAC representative to the Arterials, Highways and Freeways
 

Committee.
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ATTACHMENT A 

Solano Transportation Authority 
Committee Membership 

Alternative Modes Committee:
 
Current committee chair is Supervisor Jim Spering.
 
Current vacancies are:
 

Agency 

City of Fairfield 

City of Vallejo 

TAC Representative 

Current members are: 
Agency 

City of Benicia 

City of Dixon 

City of Rio Vista 

City of Vacaville Steve Wilkins 

City of Suisun City Mike Segala 

County of Solano Jim Spering 

STA Bicycle Advisory Committee J. B. Davis 

STA Pedestrian Advisory Lynne Williams 
Committee 

Arterials, Highways and Freeways Committee:
 
Current committee chair is VACANT.
 
Current members are:
 

Agency Member 

City of Benicia Alan Schwartzman 

City of Fairfield Harry Price 

City of Rio Vista Ed Woodruff 

City of Suisun City Pete Sanchez 

City of Vacaville Len Augustine 

County of Solano 

TAC Representative 

, 

Transit Subcommittee: 

Current committee chair is Mayor Mary Ann Courville. 
Current vacancies are: 

Agency 

City of Fairfield 

City of Vallejo 

City of Benicia 

TAC Representative 

Current Members are: 
Agency Member 

City of Dixon Mary Ann Courville 

City of Suisun City Mike Segala 
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Agenda Item VI.E
 
January 30, 2008
 

DATE: January 18,2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Jayne Bauer, Marketing and Legislative Program Manager 
RE: Legislative Update 

Background: 
Each year, STA staffmonitors state and federal legislation that pertains to transportation and 
related issues. A Legislative Matrix (Attachment A) has been updated listing the bills that staff 
is monitoring and analyzing for this last halfof the two-year 2007-08 state legislative session. 

Discussion: 
Governor Schwarzeneggerunveiled his proposed 2008-09 State Budget on January 10th. Citing 
a $14.5 billion 18-month deficit, which includes a current year shortfall of$3.3 billion, the 
Governor proposes to cut nearly all General Fund programs by 10 percent and to have those 
reductions take effect by March 1st. He also proposes a "Budget Stabilization Act" to rein in 
spending. The Governor plans to sell the remaining $3.3 billion in Economic Recovery Bonds 
from Proposition 57 to help narrow the deficit. Under the Governor's Declaration ofa Fiscal 
Emergency, the Legislature will convene in Special Session to consider making adjustments to 
address the current year's shortfall. In addition, the Governor proposes $48.1 billion in new 
general obligation bonds to help augment needs for education (K-12 and higher education), high­
speed rail, the judicial system, and water. 

A Budget Summary from ShawNoder (Attachment B) outlines in more detail the Governor's 
proposed State Budget for 2008-09. 

Assembly Constitutional Amendment (ACA) 10 was introduced by Assemblymember Feuer on 
January 7,2008 (Attachment C). The measure would lower to 55% the voter approval threshold 
for a city, county, or city and county to impose, extend, or increase any special tax for the 
purpose of paying the principal, interest, and redemption charges on bonded indebtedness 
incurred to fund specified transportation infrastructure. Current law requires a 2/3 vote on such 
measures. 

For the last two years, the STA Board had included "support initiatives to pursue the 55% voter 
threshold for county transportation infrastructure measures" in its Legislative Priorities and 
Platform. Since there had been no recent legislature introduced to address this issue, this item 
was removed from this year's legislative platform. It would be to the Solano County's benefit to 
reduce the voter threshold to 55% in the event a local sales tax measure is pursued for 
transportation improvements. Therefore, staff recommends the re-insertion of this support into 
the 2008 STA Legislative Priorities and Platform, as well as a position of support for ACA 10. 

Senate Bill (8B) 1093 was introduced by Senator Wiggins on January 10,2008 (Attachment D). 
At the end of the 2008 legislative year, SB 976 was enacted creating the San Francisco Bay Area 
Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA) as a replacement for the Water 
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Transportation Authority (WTA) to oversee bay area ferry services. As a result oflast-minute 
amendments to SB 976, the implications for the City ofVallejo's Baylink ferry system are numerous 
with regard to assets, authority, operation, and funding. The City of Vallejo and the STA Board 
forwarded a letter to the Governor requesting his veto ofSB 976. 

After the bill was signed, the STA Board requested involvement of the City of Vallejo and/or Solano 
County in development of the proposed management and transition plan, representation on the new 
regional Water Emergency Transportation Authority (WETA), and assurances that the existing 
Baylink levels of operation, funding and service will be maintained or enhanced. The intent of 
Senator Wiggin's bill is to make technical changes to the WETA legislation in line with the concerns 
as expressed by the STA Board and City of Vallejo. The bill is currently a placeholder for future 
amendments. Staff recommends watching this bill with the hopes that it will take shape into a bill 
that the STA can support. 

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

1.	 Support ACA 10 (Feuer); 
2.	 Watch SB 1093 (Wiggins); and 
3.	 Approve the following priority as an amendment to the 2008 STA Legislative Priorities 

and Platform: "Support initiatives to pursue the 55% voter threshold for county 
transportation infrastructure measures." 

Attachments: 
A.	 STA Legislative Matrix 
B.	 ShawNoder State Budget Update, January 16, 2008 
C.	 ACA 10 (Feuer) 55% Voter Threshold 
D. SB 1093 (Wiggins) San Francisco Bay Area Water Emergency Transportation Authority 

(Ferry Cleanup Bill) 
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Suisun City CA 94585-2427 s,ra 2007-2008 State and Federal Legislative Session Telephone: 707-424-6075 

So€ano <ztans,DOttation ;A«th~lbJ Fax: 707-424-6074 
January 23, 2008 Web site: solanolinks.com 

Index 
State Assembly Bills 

=.~~~i""""'~;""'-,!'~:J=!tf=/f):~=\';~""""~,/{'·"""":;;;~"""";:,l';'=;;'A=~';:\,=';,Jil""'f';t=iJ',;=,d=;:,;~""""'~,,;~""""':ii;""'-~:~""""!=~:b"""":')=,~"""":~~""""~,~,=:~,:,i""""t{~=if~ 

55% Voter threshold, special tax for transportation 

-...J 
t-' 

State Senate Bills 

"'"l!!~!'~!~
 

>Copy of Legislative Matrix - 2007-08 Session 01-18-08.doc Page 1 of 7 Updated 1/23/2008, 3: 15 PM 



SB 1093 IWiggins SF Bay Area Water Emergency Transportation Authority 
(ferry cleanup bill) 
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Federal Bills 
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A bill to reauthorize Amtrak, and for other purposes. 
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For details of important milestones during the 2008 sessions of the Please direct questions about this matrix to Jayne Bauer at 707-424-6075 or jbauer@sta-sncl.com. 
California Legislature and the U.S. Congress, please refer to calendars STA's Legislative Matrix is also available for review on our website at www.solanolinks.com. 
on last 2 pages. 
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Bill Summaries
 

-....I 
W 

AB 117 (Beall) 

Traffic offenses: 
add'i assessment: 
traffic safety 

AB 444 
(Hancock) 

Voter-approved 
vehicle registration 
fee for traffic 
congestion 
management 

AB 842 Jones 

Regional plans: 
traffic reduction 

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. 

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. 

06/26/07 SEN Public 
Safety hearing 
postponed 

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

01/17/08; ASM 
Appropriations 

Support 
with 
Amendment 
to add 
Solano 
County 

Watch 
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ACA 10 (Feuer) 

55% Voter 
threshold, special 
tax for 
transportation 

SB286 
(Lowenthall Dutton) 

Prop 1B Bonds 
-...J Implementation: 
~ Local Streetsl 

Roads 

SB375 
(Steinberg) 

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

This measure would lower to 55% the voter approval threshold for a city, 
county, or city and county to impose, extend, or increase any special tax 
for the purpose of paying the principal, interest, and redemption charges 
on bonded indebtedness incurred to fund specified transportation 
infrastructure. This measure would also lower to 55% the voter approval 
threshold for a city, county, or city and county to incur bonded 
indebtedness, exceeding in one year the income and revenue provided in 
that year, that is in the form of general obligation bonds to fund specified 
transportation infrastructure. 

Sponsored by the League of California Cities to accelerate 
distribution of 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 funds to spend in the next two fiscal years 
(determined by population), with the state allocating the remaining 
funds no later than 2010. Applicants would submit a list of projects 
expected to be funded. 

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. 

I 01/07/08; ASM Rules 

08/22107; ASM APPROP 
hearing cancelled at 
author's request 

09/12107; Re-referred 
to ASM APPROP 

Support! 

Sponsor: 
LCC,CSAC 

Support: 
Solano 
County and 
all 7 cities in 
Sol. Co. 

Watch 
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S8 613 (Simitian) 

Local govts: veh. 
fee for congestion 
and stormwater 
management 

Provides that the City/County Association of Governments of San 
Mateo County may reauthorize a fee on motor vehicles registered 
within the county for a program for the management of traffic 
congestion and storm water pollution within that county for a specified 
period. 

01/18/08 SEN floor for 
consideration after veto 

S8 748 (Corbett) 

State/Local 
Partnerships 

States the purposes of the State-Local Partnership Program to be 
allocated by the California Transportation Commission (CTC) to 
eligible transportation projects nominated by transportation 
agencies. Requires the CTC to adopt program guidelines. 

08/30/07; ASM 
APPROP, First 
hearing cancelled by 
author 

Watch 

S81093 
(Wiggins) 

SF Bay Area Water 
Emergency 
Transportation· 
Authority 

Existing law establishes the San Francisco Bay Area Water 
Emergency Transportation Authority and gives that entity the authority 
to plan, manage, operate, and coordinate the emergency activities of 
all water transportation and related facilities within the bay area region, 
except as specified~ Existing law requires that, in certain states of 
emergency, the authority coordinate emergency activities for all water 
transportation services in the bay area region in cooperation with 
certain specified entities. This bill would make technical, non­
substantive changes to those provisions. 

01/10/08 SEN Rules 
-..J 
\J1 

S 294 (Lautenberg) I A bill to reauthorize Amtrak, and for other purposes. 11/01/07 Referred to Cosponsored by 

Amtrak Reauthorization 
Subcommittee on 
Railroads, Pipelines, & 

Senator Boxer 

Hazardous Materials. 
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California Legislature
 
2007-08 Regular Session Calendar
 

January 2008 (Second year of 2-year legislative session) 
1 Statutes take effect 
7 Legislature reconvenes 
9 Governor's State of the State Address 

10 BUdget Bill must be submitted by Governor 
18 Last day for policy committees to meet/report to Fiscal Committees 

fiscal bills introduced in their house in 2007 
21 Martin Luther King, Jr. Day 
25 Last day for committees to meet/report to the floor bills introduced 

in their house in 2007 & to submit bill requests to Leg. Coun. Off. 
31 Last day for each house to pass bills Introduced in 2007 in their house 

June 
2 

15 
26 

27 

Committee meetings may resume 
Budget Bill must be passed by midnight 
Last day for a legislative measure to qualify for the Nov. 4 Gen. 

Election ballot 
Last day for policy committees to hear and report bills 

February 
11 Lincoln's Birthday 
18 Washington's Birthday observed 
22 Last day to introduce bills 

July 
3 

4 

Summer Recess begins on adjournment, provided Budget Bill 
has been passed 

Independence Day 

-....I 
0'1 

March 
13 Spring Recess begins upon adjournment 
24 Legislature reconvenes from Spring Recess 
31 Cesar Chavez Day 

August 
4 Legislature reconvenes 

15 Last day for Fiscal Committees to meet/report bills to Floor 
18-31 Floor session only - No committee may meet for any 

purpose (except conference and Rules committees) 
22 Last day to amend bills on the Floor 
31 Last day for any bill to pass - Final Recess begins on adjournment 

April 
18 Last day for policy committees to meet/report Fiscal Committees 

fiscal bills introduced in their house 

September 
3 Labor Day 

30 Last day for Governor to signlveto bills passed by the Legislature on 
or before Sept. 1 and in the Governor's possession after Sept. 1 

May 
2 Last day for policy committees to hear and report to the floor Important Dates Occurring During Final Recess: 

non-fiscal bills introduced in their house 2008 
16 Last day for policy committees to meet prior to June 2 Nov. 4 General Election 
23 Last day for Fiscal Committees to hear and report to the Floor Nov. 30 Adjournment Sine Die at midnight 

bills introduced in their house Dec. 1 12 midnight convening of the 2009-10 Regular Session 
23 Last day for Fiscal Committees to meet prior to June 2 
26 Memorial Day observed 2009 
27-30 Floor session only - No committee may meet for any purpose Jan. 1 Statutes take effect 
30 Last day for bills to be passed out of the house of origin 
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110th United States Congress 
2008 Second Session Calendar 

January 
15 
21 
22 
28 

House convenes 
Martin Luther King, Jr. Day 
Senate convenes (tentative) 
State of the Union 

February 
18 
19-22 
25 

President's Day 
Presidents' Day District Work Period 
Senate and House reconvene 

March 
9 
17 
17-28 

Daylight Savings Time Begins 
St. Patrick's Day 
Spring District Work Period 

April 

May 
26- 30 Memorial Day Recess/District Work Period 

June 

July 
June 30­

July4 

August 
11-Sept 5 
25-28 

September 
1 
1-4 
8-J 

-J 26 
30 
October 
9 
13 

November 
2 
4 

11 
27 
December 
22 
25 

Independence Day District Work Period 

Summer District Work Period 
Democratic convention 

Labor Day 
Republican convention 
Senate and House reconvene 
Target Adjournment Date 
Rosh Hashanah 

Yom Kippur 
Columbus Day 

Daylight Savings Time Ends 
Election Day 
Veterans Day 
Thanksgiving Day 

Hanukkah 
Christmas Holiday 
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ATTACHMENT B 

A 
SHAW/YODER,inc. 

LEGISLATIVE ADVOCACY 

January 16, 2008 

To: Board Members, Solano Transportation Authority 

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

RE: GOVERNOR'S PROPOSED 2008-09 STATE BUDGET SUMMARY 

Overall Budget Picture 
Governor Schwarzenegger unveiled his proposed 2008-09 State Budget on January 
10th. Citing a $14.5 billion 18-month deficit, which includes a current year shortfall of 
$3.3 billion, the Governor proposes to cut nearly all General Fund programs by 10­
percent and to have those reductions take effect by March 1st. He also proposes a 
"Budget Stabilization ACt" to reign in spending as well. The Governor plans to sell the 
remaining $3.3 billion in Economic Recovery Bonds from Proposition 57 to help narrow 
the deficit. Under the Governor's declaration of a fiscal emergency, the Legislature will 
convene in Special Session to consider making adjustments to a.ddress the current 
year's shortfall. In addition, the Governor proposes $48.1 billion in new general 
obligation bonds to help augment needs for education (K-12 and higher education), 
high-speed rail, the judicial system, and water. 

Proposition 42 
•	 The Governor proposes to fully-fund Proposition 42 at $1.485 billion. As a result, 

the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) receives $594 million 
(40%), cities and counties receive $297 million each (20% each), and the Public 
Transportation Account (PTA) receives $297 million (20%). 

•	 The administration considered, but ultimately did not suspend Proposition 42 
because it deemed that the "state cannot achieve budgetary savings" with a 
suspension since the amount would have to repaid back in three years with 
interest. 

•	 $83 million of spillover revenue will be used to make Proposition 42 loan 
repayments to the Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) from transfers that 
occurred to the General Fund during the 2003-04 and 2004-05 fiscal years. 

Tel: 916.446.4656 
Fax: 916.446.4318 

1415 L Stre~t. Suite 200 
Sacramentd,~A 95814 



Public Transportation 
•	 The Governor proposes to provide a total of $1.369 billion to the Public 

Transportation Account as follows:: 

o	 $455 million in spillover revenue 
o	 $365 million from the sales tax on diesel fuel. 
o	 $69 million from the state sales tax on added 9 cent gas tax (Prop 111). 
o	 $297 million from the Proposition 42 contribution. 

What does this mean for the State Transit Assistance (STA) Program? 

o	 The Governor proposes a 2008-09 STA Program of $744 million. The 
STA derived its revenue from sales tax revenues. The Proposition 42 
contribution into the STA is $222 million. This amount includes a $74 
million increase in Proposition 42 revenue resulting from the enactment of 
S8 717 (Perata), Chapter 733, Statutes of 2007, which split revenues 
75%/25% to favor STA for all Proposition 42 revenue deposited into the 
PTA. The total STA amount also includes the STA's share of half of the 
sales tax on diesel fuel ($34.5 million) and half of the state sales tax on 
the added 9 cents of the gas tax ($182.5 million) 

o	 The total spillover amount projected thus far for 2008-09 is $910 million. 
The Governor proposes to transfer half of this amount ($455 million) to 
address non-transit programs, as established under S8 79 in last year's 
budget. Of the amount that is transferred into the Mass Transportation 
Account, $372 million will be used to repay general obligation bonds and 
the remaining $83 million is proposed to be transferred to repay the 
TCRP from previous transfers to that program. Of the remaining $455 
million, 2/3 is directed to the STA ($303 million) and 1/3 to state and 
regional programming expenditures within the PTA ($152 million). 

o	 Had last year's budget deal not diverted half of the spillover to fund 
other General Fund obligations pursuant to S8 79, the STA Program 
would have received an additional $150 million for a budget year 
total of $894 million. 

o	 The Governor counts the $350 million appropriation from the Public 
Transportation Modernization, Improvement and Service 
Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) as a supplement to the STA 
Program. Consequently, the administration's math suggests that the 
total STA program is $1.1 billion. 

Tel: 916.446.4656 
Fax: 916.446.4318 
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What does this mean for the state and regional programming side of the PTA? 

•	 There are NO new funds proposed for transit capital projects within the 
STIP. 

•	 The following are notable state and regional programming expenditures: 

o	 $141 million in PTA revenue is dedicated to continue transportation 
services administered by regional occupational centers as established in 
the 2007-08 state budget. 

o	 $106 million for Intercity rail, $23 million for planning, and $9 million for 
the Caltrans Division of Mass Transportation. 

Why isn't there any money available for transit projects in the STIP? 

o	 The Governor proposes that a total of $596 million in PTA revenue 
($455 million in spillover and $141 in funds for the regional 
occupational centers) be dedicated to expenditures for which the 
General Fund has historically been made responsible. 

In conclusion, the Governor proposes that the PTA receive a total appropriation 
on $1.369 billion. This amount includes $744 million for the STA program, which 
is $150 million less than what the budget year appropriation for STA should be 
had the spillover not been diverted. In addition, there is no capacity for capital 
projects in the STIP with the diversion of an additional $446 million ($596 million ­
$150 million) going to General Fund purposes. In other words, the budget year 
balance of the PTA should be $1.965 billion rather than $1.369 billion. Therefore, 
the Governor's 2008-09 State Budget represents a 33% cut to the PTA. 

Proposition 1B 
•	 The Governor proposes that $4.7 billion in Proposition 1B bond allocations to 

be made as follows: 
o	 $1.547 billion for the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 
o	 $350 million for the Public Transportation MOdernization Improvement 

and Service Enhancement Account. 
o	 $1.186 billion for the State Transportation Improvement Program 
o	 $500 million for the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund 
o	 $200 million for the State/Local Partnership Program 
o	 $216 million for the SHOPP 
o	 $65 million for the Grade Separation Program 
o	 $108 million for Highway 99 
o	 $21 million for Local Seismic Bridges 
o	 $73 million for Intercity Rail 
o	 $400 thousand for School Bus Retrofit 
o	 $250 million for Air Quality
 

Tel: 916.446.4656
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o	 $101 million for Transit Security (from the Office of Emergency Services 
budget) 

o	 $58 million for Port Security 
o	 There are no appropriations for the remaining $1.05 billion of Local Streets 

and Roads funds. The Department of Finance is still in the process of 
developing a template for the administration of the $950 million which the 
Legislature allocated in the 2007-08 State Budget. 

OTHER STATE PROGRAMS 

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) 
•	 $1.5 billion in STIP funding. This represents a $600 million reduction in funding 

from 2007-08 ($2.1 billion). The administration cites statutory changes to 
spillover and the Public Transportation Account in general through the passage 
of SB 79 and SB 717 as and underlying reason. 

State Highway Operation Protection Program (SHOPP) 
•	 $1.6 billion in SHOPP funding. This represents a $400 million decrease in 

funding from 2007-08 ($2 billion) due to a one-time increase of $460 million in 
reimbursements for past emergency expenditures and the redistribution of 
federal funds that other states were unable to use. 

Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP)
 
$183 million to fund remaining projects in the program, $100 million of which is to be
 
derived from the tribal gaming compact proceeds (should they materialize) and $83
 
million from Prop 42 loan repayments.
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MTC -- Legislation 

State Budget Update 

Proposed FY 2008·09 State Budget DOWNLOAD: 

Governor's Transportation Budget Mostly 
Avoids Large Reductions 

• Comparison of Proposed FY 2008-09 STA 
Funding (PDF) 

January 11, 2008 
Yesterday morning, the Governor released his proposed FY 2008-09 state budget proposal. Following current 
law, and not without some pain, the proposed bUdget provides generally good news for transportation. While 
the bUdget fully funds Proposition 42 and provides repayment of outstanding Proposition 42 loans - for a 
grand total of $1.5 billion - it also proposes shifting $455 million in "spillover" funding from the Public 
Transportation Account (PTA) to offset bond and other repayment expenses that are traditionally covered by 
the General Fund. 

The above action on the "spillover" funding is consistent with language contained in last year's budget trailer 
bills. The ramification of this fund shift is to reduce funding available for intercity rail and transit capital 
improvements in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and it reduces funding available for 
the State Transit Assistance (STA) program - the only statewide monies available for transit operating 
expenses. STA Funding More than Doubles from Current Year Following current law that reflects both a 
change in how Proposition 42 funds are allocated and guidance from last year's budget, STA funding will 
increase by $427 million over last year's $316 level to $743 million (a 135 percent increase). Specific Bay Area 
numbers are included in the table in Attachment A. Proposition 42 Fully Funded Table 1 on the following page 
indicates the funding level for the various Proposition 42 programs. FY 2007-08 was the last year of allocations 
to the Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) and the last year that cities and counties had to forego 
funding for local streets and roads. The end of the TCRP will mean much greater funding levels for transit, 
local streets and roads and the STIP. 

STA Funding More than Doubles from Current Year 
Following current law that reflects both a change in how Proposition 42 funds are allocated and guidance from 
last year's budget, STA funding will increase by $427 million over last year's $316 level to $743 million (a 135 
percent increase). Specific Bay Area numbers are included in the table in Attachment A (PDF). 

Proposition 42 Fully Funded 
Table 1 below indicates the funding level for the various Proposition 42 programs. FY 2007-08 was the last 
year of allocations to the Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) and the last year that cities and counties 
had to forego funding for local streets and roads. The end of the TCRP will mean much greater funding levels 
for transit, local streets and roads and the STIP. 

Table 1 
Proposition 42 & Loan Repayments: Statewide Amounts 
($ millions) 

Program Proposition 
42 

Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) 0 

Local Streets and Roads· 594 

State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP)· 

594 

Public Transportation Account 297 

Total Proposition 42 Revenues 1,485 

Proposition 42 Loan 
Repayment 

82.5 

N/A 

N/A 

.5 

83· 

Total 

82.5 

594 

594 

297.5 

1,568 

·General Fund loans repaid from Spillover funds 

Funding Provided for Bond Programs 
With regard to Proposition 1B implementation the news is generally good. A total of $4.7 billion is budgeted, as 
shown in the table below: 

Table 2 

Proposition 1B Bond Program ($ millions) 2007-08 Actual 2008-09 Proposal 

Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 608 1,547 

Public Transportation Modernization 600 350 

State Transportation Improvement Account 727 1,186 

Trade Corridors 0 500 

State Local Partnership 0 200 

State Highway Operation and Protection Program 403 216 

Rail Grade Separations/Local Seismic 123 86 

State Highway 99 
O~ 

14 108 
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Intercity Rail 188 73 

Local Streets and Roads 950 0 

School Bus Retrofit 193 .4 

Air Quality 250 250 

Transit Security 101 101 

Port Security 41 85 

Total $4,198 $4,702.4 

In addition to Proposition 18, the budget proposes to appropriate $717 million for Proposition 1C, the housing 
bond. This includes $200 million proposed for the regional Planning and Infillincentive Program and $95 
million for the new Transit-Oriented Development Incentive Program administered by the Department of 
Housing and Community Development. 

Proposed Funding Delay for Local Streets and Roads 
One bit of bad news was the proposal to postpone until September 2008 the monthly transfer of gas tax 
receipts used to repair local streets and roads. This action would allow the state to meet its cash flow needs at 
the expense of local government. 

High-Speed Rail 
The budget proposes to provide $1.2 million to the California High Speed Rail Authority for its operations 
expenses, same as last year. However, last year the California High Speed Rail Authority received $15.5 
million for capital improvements and this year's budget reduced that to zero. 

Next Steps 
Typically, budget subcommittee hearings covering transportation begin in late March to early April, followed by 
the Govemor's May Revise. Given the overall negative tone of the state budget and the significant cuts 
proposed therein, it is likely that transportation funding will be considered to help address budget shortfalls at 
some point during the upcoming year. 

Thus, we will need to remain vigilant in protecting transportation funding in the extremely difficult budget 
environment facing Sacramento this session. 
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Preamble 
A modern, smooth-functioning national surface 
transportation system is essential for economic 
success in a global economy and is also a key de­
terminant of the quality of life enjoyed by citizens 
throughout America. Yet for too long - since 
substantial completion of the Interstate High­
way System in the late 1980s - this country has 
lacked a clear, comprehensive, well-articulated and 
widely understood strategic vision to guide trans­
portation policymaking at the national level. 

In its last major transportation bill, Congress ad­
dressed the need for such a guiding vision directly. 
Noting that "it is in the National interest to 
preserve and enhance the surface transportation 

system to meet 
It should be the goal of this nation to the needs of 

create and sustain the pre-eminent surface the United 
States in the transportation system in the world. 
21st century," 

Congress established the National Surface Trans­
portation Policy and Revenue Study Commission 
to undertake a thorough review of the nation's 
transportation assets, policies, programs and rev­
enue mechanisms, and to a prepare a conceptual 
plan that would harmonize these elements and 
outline a coherent, long-term transportation vision 
that would serve the needs of the nation and its 
citizens. 

This Commission has worked diligently to fulfill 
this charge, meeting and holding public hearings 
across the country during an intensive 20-month 
study period. Our findings and recommendations 
- calling for bold changes in policies, programs 
and institutions - are contained in our report, 
Transportation for TOmorrow. Here we offer an 
executive summary of key aspects of the report. 
The full report can be found on the Commission's 
website at www.transportationfortomorrow.org. 

A New Vision 
Just as it helps to know your destination before 
starting off on a trip, our Commission believed at 
the outset that it is important to have in mind a 
vision ofwhat the national surface transportation 
system might look like - or at least how we'd 
like it to function - in the middle of the 21st 
century. But before we even began to sketch this 
futuristic picture of the system, we agreed among 
ourselves that our fundamental motivation should 
be to help the United States to create and sustain 
the pre-eminent surface transportation in the world. 
We decided to aim high, in other words, and that 
pledge has sustained us through many long and 
sometimes contentious meetings - and has in the 
end allowed us to reach agreement on a surprising­
ly wide range of often sweeping policy proposals. 

Our report, Transportation for TOmorrow, attempts 
to chart a course with this lofty goal as a destina­
tion. It is an action plan aimed at an ultimate 
achievement - to be the best - and we offer it 
with full faith that this goal can be reached and the 
vision realized. 

In our view, the United States could lay claim to 
best-in-class status in surface transportation when 
all of the following statements hold true: 

•	 Facilities are well maintained 

•	 Mobility within and between metropolitan 
areas is reliable 

•	 Transportation systems are appropriately 
priced 

•	 Traffic volumes are balanced among roads, 
rails and public transit 

•	 Freight movement is an economic priority 

•	 Safety is assured 

•	 Transportation and resource impacts are 
integrated 

Create and sustain the ~-eminentsurface transportation system in the world. _ 



• Travel options are plentiful 

• Rational regulatory policies prevail 

Speaking more broadly, we envision a surface 
transportation system whete funding and function 
are inextricably linked. When making invest­
ments - and we do believe that substantial new 
transportation investments will be required - we 
must demand results, the kind of results that can 
be estimated in rigorous benefit-cost analyses and 
tracked by means of performance-based outcomes. 
We envision a system where needed transporta­
tion improvements can be designed, approved 
and completed quickly, and without unnecessary 
delays. We see a system rhat is fully integrated by 
mode (rail, road and highway), and which pro­
vides mobility to all users (urban commuter, rural 
resident, freight hauler). The transportation system 
we seek is environmentally sensitive, energy­
efficient and rechnologically up-ro-the-minute. 
And, above all, we envision a transportation sys­
tem that fosters economic development and spurs 
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output and productivity growth at levels never 
seen before in history. 

In other words, and as we said initially, we think 
it should be the goal of this nation to create and 

sustain the pre-eminent surface tramportation system 

in the world. 

Today's Problems 
Conditions on America's surface transportation 
systems - our roads, bridges and highways, our 
passenger and freight rail facilities, our public tran­
sit networks - are deteriorating. In some cases, 
the physical infrastructure itself is showing the 
signs of age. In almost all cases, the operational ef­
ficiency ofour key transportation assets is slipping, 
and we have no agreed upon methods or solutions 
to restore them to an optimal level of utility. 

Highway congestion, especially in our larger met­
ropolitan regions, exacts a heavy toll on commut­
ers and their families, and on the businesses that 
rely on highways to get their products to market. 
In figures compiled by the Texas Transportation 
Institute, congestion cost the American economy 
an estimated $78 billion in 2005, measured in 
terms ofwasted fuel and workers' lost hours. Con­
gestion caused the average peak-period traveler to 
spend an extra 38 hours of travel time and con­
sume an additional 26 gallons of fuel. Yet, we do 
not yet have a clear, nationally sanctioned strategy 
for breaking gridlock's chokehold on our economy 
and quality of life. Contributing to the scale of the 
problem is a deeply entrenched over-reliance on 
the personal automobile for travel in urban corri­
dors. Strategies to shift more trips to public transit 
will playa large role in any forward-thinking efforts 
to reduce congestion. Similarly, intercity passenger 
rail offers opportunities to reduce the reliance on 
the auto for longer-haul trips. In many places, we 
also will need new highway capacity as well. 

Travel on the nation's surface transportation system 
is far too dangerous. Highway travel, in particu­
lar, must improve its safety record. In 2006, over 
42,000 people lost their lives on American high­
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ways, and almost 2.6 million were injured. High­
way travel accounts for 94 percent of the fatalities 
and 99 percent of the injuries that occur on all 
surface transportation facilities. Although fatality 
and injury rates have fallen on a total-miles-driven 
basis, these numbers are still unacceptably high. 

Energy security has become a critical trans­
portation issue. The nation's mobility is largely 
dependent on gasoline and diesel fuel, and the 
transportation sector as a whole accounts for two­
thirds of U.S. petroleum use (see Exhibit 1). The 
steeply rising cost and unreliable supply of oil puts 
great strains on American households and busi­
nesses, and the greenhouse gases emitted when oil 
products are burned are now recognized as a chief 
contributor to global warming. Transportation 
policy must work in tandem with energy policy to 
reduce reliance on petroleum fuels and promote 
research on alternatives. 

Because the nation lacks a clearly articulated trans­
portation vision to guide investments - and an 
objective, performance-based method of assessing 

individual projects - investment decisions are 
often made for political rather than good planning 
reasons. Congressional earmarking of transporta­
tion improvements increased from 10 projects 
in 1982 to more than 6,300 projects in the Safe, 
Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU, 
for short), passed in 2005. Similarly, private sector 
transactions that affect the nation's publicly owned 
transportation network must be accomplished in a 
transparent manner, so that the public is confident 
their interests are protected. 

Future Challenges 
Over the next 50 years, the population of the 
United States will grow by some 120 million 
people, greatly intensifYing the demand for 
transportation services by private individuals and 
by businesses. Most of that growth will occur in 
metropolitan areas (see Exhibit 2). Because it is 
unlikely that the transportation supply side can 
keep up with all of this growth, congestion will 
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increase and spread beyond the traditional morn­
ing and evening rush hours ro affect ever-length­
ening periods of each day. 

If, as expected, the world economy grows and 
becomes more globally integrated during the nexr 
half-century, the U.S. will experience higher trade 
volumes and greater pressures on its international 
gateways and domestic freight distribution net­
work. Economic forecasts indicate that freight vol­
umes will be 70 percenr higher in 2020 than they 
were in 1998 (see Exhibit 3). Without improve­
ments to key goods-movement networks, freighr 
transportation will become increasingly inefficient 
and unreliable, hampering the ability of American 
businesses ro compete in the global marketplace. 

Any effort to address the future transportation 
needs of the United States must come ro grips 
with the sobering financial reality of such an un­
dertaking. Estimates indicate rhat the U.S. needs 
to invest at least $225 billion annually for the next 
50 years to upgrade our existing transportation 
network to a good state of repair and to build the 
more advanced facilities we will require to remain 
competitive. We are spending less than 40 percent 
of this amount roday, and the current fuel-tax­
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based revenue mechanisms probably cannot be 
relied upon alone ro raise the needed sums. 

The impact of transportation projects on the envi­
ronment will properly be given increased attention 
in the furure. Plans and projects to improve trans­
portation cannot be made at the expense of the na­
tion's environment, and the costs associated with 
protecting the environment must be considered, 
and funding for mitigation committed, during the 
planning and environmental scoping process. The 
drive for cleaner fuels and greater energy security 
also will be an increasingly important facror in the 
development of future transportation plans and 
programs at the national level. 

At the same rime, overly onerous and procedure­
bound environmental review processes can often 
serve to delay the speedy and cost-conscious 
delivery of important transportation improve­
ments. Major highway projects take about 13 years 
from project initiation to completion, according to 
the Federal Highway Administration, and Federal 
Transit Administration figures indicate that the 
average project-development period for New Starts 
projects is in excess of 10 years. That is simply too 
long. Without diminishing environmental safe­
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guards, it will be essential to reform and stream­
line certain environmental review requirements 
to ensure that the large sums that must be spent 
to improve transportation are not made larger 
still due to delay and the consequent inflation of 
project costs. 

Recommendations 
For Reform 
The surface transportation system of the United 
States is at a crossroads. The future ofour nation's 
well-being, vitality, and global economic leadership 
is at stake. We must take significant, decisive action 
now to create and sustain the pre-eminent surface 
transportation system in the world. Here are some 
of the key elements ofwhat needs to happen. 

Increased Investment 

To keep America competitive, we are recommend­
ing a significant increase in investment in our na­
tional surface transportation system. The projected 
funding shortfalls - to maintain our existing 

systems and expand capacity where necessary to 
meet the challenges of the 21st century- are 
enormous and ominous. To dose this investment 
gap, we will need increased public funding. We 
will also need increased private investment. More 
tolling will need to be implemented and new and 
innovative ways of funding our future system will 
need to be employed. And we will need to price 
for the use of our system, which will help reduce 
investment needs. 

Federal Government a Full Partner 

We are recommending that the federal government 
be a full partner - with states, local governments 
and the private sector - in addressing the loom­
ing transportation crisis. The problem is simply too 
big for the states and local governments to handle 
by themselves, even with the help of the private 
sector. We believe that the federal government 
must continue to be a major part of the solution. 

And it's not just that the problem is big. The 
federal govetnment has a strong interest in our na­
tional surface transportation system. This system is 
of vital importance to our economy, our national 

Sources: Global Insight World Trade Service: *TEU=Twenty-foot-equivalent unit
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defense and our emergency preparedness. Our 
transportation network is critical to the interstate 
and regional movement of people and goods, 
economic growth, global competitiveness, envi­
ronmental sustainability, safety, and our overall 
quality of life. 

A New Beginning 

In addition to putting more money into the 
system, we also must create a system where 
investment is subject to benefit-cost analysis and 
performance-based outcomes. We need a system 
that ensures each project is designed, approved 
and completed quickly; one that provides a fully 
integrated mobility system that is the best in the 
world; one that emphasizes modal balance and 
mobility options; one that dramatically reduces 
fatalities and injuries; one that is environmentally 
sensitive and safe; one that minimizes use ofour 
scarce energy resources; one that eases wasteful 
traffic delays; one that supports just-in-time deliv­
ery; and one that allows economic development 
and output more significant than ever seen before 
in history. 

In order to accomplish these objectives, we have 
concluded that major changes will be necessary. 

We believe that the federal surface transportation 
program should not be reauthorized in its current 
form. Instead, we should make a new beginning. 
Here are the key elements of the new beginning 
we recommend for the next authorization bill. 

First, we are recommending that the federal 
program should be performance-driven, outcome­
based, generally mode-neutral, and refocused to 
pursue objectives of genuine national interest. 
More specifically, we are recommending that the 
108 existing surface transportation programs in 
SAFETEA-LU and related laws should be replaced 
with the following 10 new federal programs: 

•	 Rebuilding America - state of good repair 

•	 Global Competitiveness - gateways and 
goods movement 
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•	 Metropolitan Mobility - regions greater than 
1 million population 

•	 Connecting America - connections to 
smaller cities and towns 

•	 Intercity Passenger Rail- new regional 
networks in high-growth corridors 

•	 Highway Safety - incentives to save lives 

•	 Environmental Stewardship - both human 
and natural environments 

•	 Energy Security - development of alternative 
transportation fuels 

•	 Federal Lands - providing public access on 
federal property 

•	 Research and Development - a coherent 
national research program 

US DOT, state and regional officials, and other 
stakeholders would establish performance stan­
dards in the federal program areas outlined above 
and develop detailed plans to achieve those stan­
dards. Detailed cost estimates also would be devel­
oped. These plans would then be assembled into a 
national surface transportation strategic plan. 

Federal investment would be directed by the na­
tional surface transportation strategic plan. Only 
projects called for in the plan would be eligible 
for federal funding. And all levels of government 
would be accountable to the public for achieving 
the results promised. 

The Commission acknowledges that these recom­
mendations represent a major departure from 
current law. The federal program has evolved into 
what is now essentially a block grant model, with 
little accountability for specific outcomes. Devel­
oping performance standards and integrating them 
into a performance-driven regimen will be chal­
lenging but we believe the rewards will be worth 
the effort. In addition to making better use of 
public moneys to accomplish critical national ob­
jectives, the Commission's recommended approach 
of performance standards and economic justifica­
tion would do much to restore public confidence 
in the transportation decision-making process. In 
such an environment, we believe Congress and the 
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public would be more amenable to funding the 
nation's transportation investment needs. 

Second, we are recommending that Congress es­
tablish an independent National Surface Transpor­
tation Commission (NASTRAC), modeled after 
aspects of the Postal Regulatory Commission, the 
Base Closure and Realignment Commission, and 
state public utility commissions. The new federal 
commission would perform two principal plan­
ning and financial functions: 

The NASTRAC would oversee various aspects 
of the development of the outcome-based per­
formance standards in the federal program areas 
outlined above and the detailed plans to achieve 
those standards, and it would approve the national 
transportation strategic plan. 

Once the national strategic plan has been ap­
proved, the NASTRAC would establish a federal 
share to finance the plan and recommend an 
increase in the federal fuel tax to fund that share, 
subject to congressional veto. 

Third, the project delivery process must be 
reformed by retaining all current environmental 
safeguards, but significantly shortening the time 
it takes to complete reviews and obtain permits. 
Projects must be designed, approved and built as 
quickly as possible if we are to meet the transpor­
tation challenges of the 21st century. 

Paying the Bill ­
"There Is No Free Lunch" 
Policy changes, though necessary, will not be 
enough on their own to produce the transporta­
tion system the nation needs in the 21st century. 
Significant new funding also will be needed. We 
list our major revenue recommendations below. 

First, we are making the following general recom­
mendations: 

•	 It is imperative that all levels of government 
and the private sector contribute their appro­
priate shares if the United States is to have the 

pre-eminent surface transportation system in 
the world. 

• We strongly support the principle of user 
financing that has been at the core of the na­
tion's transportation funding system for half a 
century. 

• We are recommending continuation of the 
budgetary protections for the Highway Trust 
Fund, so that user fees benefit the people and 
industries that pay them. 

Second, we recommend that legislation be passed 
in 2008 to keep the Highway Account of the 
Highway Trust Fund solvent and prevent highway 
investment from falling below the levels guaran­
teed in SAFETEA-LU (see Exhibit 4). 

Third, we are making the following specific recom­
mendations with respect to transportation funding 
in the period between 2010 and 2025: 

•	 As noted above in "Future Challenges," the 
annual investment requirement to improve 
the condition and performance of all modes 
of surface transportation - highway, bridge, 
public transit, freight rail and intercity pas­
senger rail- ranges between $225-340 bil­
lion. The range depends upon the extent of 

Source: U.S. Department of the Treasury projections. 
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peak-hour pricing implemented on congested 
urban highways in lieu of physical capacity 
expansion. To address this investment target by 
providing the traditional federal share of 
40 percent of total transportation capital fund­
ing, the federal fuel tax needs to be raised by 
25-40 cents per gallon. This increase should be 
phased in over a period of five years (5-8 cents 
per gallon per year). This rate increase should 
be indexed to the construction cost index. 

•	 We are also recommending other federal user­
based fees to help address the funding short­
fall, such as a freight fee for goods movement 
projects, dedication of a portion of existing 
customs duties, and ticket taxes for passenger 
rail improvements. Tax and regulatory policy 
also can play an incentivizing role in expand­
ing freight and intermodal networks. 

•	 In addition, we are recommending that 
Congress remove certain barriers to tolling 
and congestion pricing, under conditions 
that protect the public interest. This will give 
states and local governments that wish to 
make greater use of tolling and pricing the 
flexibility to do so. More specifically, we are 
recommending that Congress modifY the cur­
rent federal prohibition against tolling on the 
Interstate System to allow: 

o	 tolling to fund new capacity on the 
Interstate System, as well as the flexibility 
to price the new capacity to manage its 
performance; and 

o	 congestion pricing on the Interstate 
System (both new and existing capacity) 
in metropolitan areas with populations 
greater than 1 million. 

•	 We are recommending that Congress encour­
age the use of public-private partnerships, 
including concessions, for highways and other 
surface transportation modes. Public-private 
partnerships can serve as a means of attracting 
additional private investment to the surface 
transportation system, provided that condi­
tions are included to protect the public inter­
est and the movement of interstate commerce. 
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•	 State and local governments have many differ­
ent types of revenues to draw upon for their 
share of new investment. They likely will 
have to raise motor fuel, motor vehicle, and 
other related user fees. In addition, many may 
take advantage of the expanded opportunities 
in tolling, congestion pricing and public­
private partnerships that our recommenda­
tions propose. 

Fourth, we are making the following specific rec­
ommendations for transportation funding in the 
post-2025 era: 

•	 The motor fuel tax continues to be a viable 
revenue source for surface transportation 
at least through 2025. Thereafter, the most 
promising alternative revenue measure appears 
to be a vehicle miles traveled (VMT) fee, pro­
vided that substantial privacy and collection 
cost issues can be addressed. The next autho­
rization bill should require a major national 
study to develop the specific mechanisms and 
strategies for transitioning to the VMT fee or 
another alternative to the motor fuel tax to 
fund surface transportation programs. 

"Let's Get Moving" 
We believe that a strong transportation system is 
important enough to mount a large-scale effort for 
change; indeed we believe it is vital to the eco­
nomic future of the nation and the well-being of 
its citizens. Transportation for Tomorrow presents 
a case for fundamental reform that we believe is 
compelling - and that we hope is persuasive. We 
invite you to join us as we take actions to turn our 
recommendations into reality. It is time to deliver 
to the people of this nation a simple but meaning­
ful message: "Let's get moving." Together, we can. 

www.transportationfortomorrow.org 
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ATTACHMENT E 

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE-2007-o8 REGULAR SESSION 

Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. to 

Introduced by Assembly Member Feuer
 

January 7, 2008
 

Assembly Constitutional Amendment No. Io-A resolution to 
propose to the people of the State of California an amendment to the 
Constitution ofthe State, by amending Sections 1and 4 ofArticle XIII A 
thereof, by amending Section 2 of Article XIII C thereof, and by 
amending Section 18 of Article XVI thereof, relating to bonded 
indebtedness. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

ACA 10, as introduced, Feuer. Bonded indebtedness: local 
government: transportation infrastructure. 

(1) The California Constitution prohibits any ad valorem tax. on real 
property from exceeding 1% of the full cash value of the property, 
subject to certain exceptions. 

This measure would create an additional exception to the 1% limit 
on ad valorem tax on real property for a city, county, or city and county 
to pay for bonded indebtedness, incurred to fund specified transportation 
infrastructure, that is approved by 55% ofthe voters ofthe city, county, 
or city and county, as appropriate. 

(2) Under the California Constitution, except as otherwise provided 
with respect to school entities, a local government may not impose, 
extend, or increase any special tax unless that tax. is submitted to the 
electorate and approved by a 7i vote ofthe voters voting on the measure. 

This measure would lower to 55% the voter approval threshold for a 
city, county, or city and county to impose, extend, or increase any special 
tax for the purpose of paying the principal, interest, and redemption 
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ACAIO -2­

charges on bonded indebtedness incurred to fund specified transportation 
infrastructure. 

(3) The California Constitution prohibits a city or county from 
incurring any indebtedness exceeding in one year the income and 
revenue provided in that year, without the assent of 'l; ofthe voters and 
subject to other conditions. 

This measure would lower to 55% the voter approval threshold for a 
city, county, or city and county to incur bonded indebtedness, exceeding 
in one year the income and revenue provided in that year, that is in the 
form of general obligation bonds to fund specified transportation 
infrastructure. 

(4) This measure would also make technical, nonsubstantive changes. 
Vote: %. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no. 

State-mandated local program: no. 

I Resolved by the Assembly, the Senate concurring, That the 
2 Legislature of the State of California at its 2007-08 Regular 
3 Session commencing on the fourth day of December 2006, 
4 two-thirds of the membership of each house concurring, hereby 
5 proposes to the people of the State of California, that the 
6 Constitution ofthe State be amended as follows: 
7 First-That Section I ofArticle XIII A thereof is amended to 
8 read: 
9 SECTION 1. (a) The maximum amount of any ad valorem 

10 tax on real property shall not exceed--Bne 1 percent-fl-%1 of the 
II full cash value of--stteh that property. The-tme 1 percent-{+%} tax 
12 mshall be collected by the counties and apportioned according to 
13 law to the districts within the counties. 
14 (b) The limitation provided for in subdivision (a) shall not apply 
15 to ad valorem taxes or special assessments to pay the interest and 
16 redemption charges on any ofthe following: 
17 (I) Indebtedness approved by the voters prior to July I, 1978. 
18 (2) Bonded indebtedness for the acquisition or improvement of 
19 real property approved on or after July I, 1978, by two-thirds of 
20 the votes cast by the voters voting on the proposition. 
21 (3) Bonded indebtedness incurred by a school district, 
22 community college district, or county office of education for the 
23 construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, or replacement of 
24 school facilities, including the furnishing and equipping ofschool 
25 facilities, or the acquisition or lease of real property for school 
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1 facilities, approved by 55 percent of the voters of the district or 
2 county, as appropriate, voting on the proposition on or after the 
3 effective date ofthe measure adding this paragraph. This paragraph 
4 shall apply only if the proposition approved by the voters and 

resulting in the bonded indebtedness includes all ofthe following 
6 accountability requirements: 
7 (A) A requirement that the proceeds from the sale of the bonds 
8 be used only for the purposes specified in Article XIII A, Section 
9 1(b)(3), and not for any other purpose, including teacher and 

administrator salaries and other school operating expenses. 
11 (B) A list of the specific school facilities projects to be funded 
12 and certification that the school district board, community college 
13 board, or county office of education has evaluated safety, class 
14 size reduction, and information technology needs in developing 

that list. . 
16 (C) A requirement that the school district board, community 
17 college board, or county office of education conduct an annual, 
18 independent performance audit to ensure that the funds have been 
19 expended only on the specific projects listed. 

(D) A requirement that the school district board, community 
21 college board, or county office of education conduct an annual, 
22 independent financial audit of the proceeds from the sale of the 
23 bonds until all ofthose proceeds have been expended for the school 
24 facilities projects. 

(4) Bonded indebtedness incurred by a city, county, or city and 
26 county to fund the construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, or 
27 replacement of transportation infrastructure, approved by 55 
28 percent of the voters of the city, county, or city and county, as 
29 appropriate, voting on the proposition on or after the effective 

date ofthe measure adding this paragraph. 
31 (c) Notwithstanding any other provisions of law or of this 
32 Constitution, a school districts district, community college distriets, 
33 tmtl district, county offiees office ofeducation, city, county, or city 
34 and county may levy a 55 percent vote ad valorem tax pursuant to 

subdivision (b). 
36 Second-That Section 4 of Article XIII A thereof is amended 
37 to read: 
38 SEC. 4. Cities, Cotlflties afld speeial distriets Except as 
39 otherwise provided by Section 2 ofArticle XlII C, a city, county, 

or special district, by a two-thirds vote ofthe qualified eleetors of 
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1 such district its voters voting on the proposition, may impose 
2 special taxes on sueh a special tax within that city, county, or 
3 special district, except an ad va10rem-taxcs tax on real property 
4 or a tffinsaction transactions tax or sales tax on the sale of real 

property within such City, County that city, county, or special 
6 district. 
7 Third-That Section 2 ofArticle XIII C thereof is amended to 
8 read: 
9 SEC. 2. Local Government Tax Limitation. Notwithstanding 

any other provision of this Constitution: 
11 (a) All taxes A tax imposed by any local government shall be 
12 . cl:cemed to be is either a general--taxes tax or a special--taxes tax. 
13 Special purpose districts A special district or agencies agency, 
14 including a school districts district, shall llitve has no pOTNcr 

authority to levy a general-taxe8 tax. 
16 (b) N6-A local government-may shall not impose, extend, or 
17 increase any general tax unless and until that tax is submitted to 
18 the electorate and approved by a majority vote ofits voters voting 
19 on the proposition. A general tax.ghall is not--be deemed to have 

been increased if it is imposed at a rate not higher than the 
21 maximum rate for that tax that was previously so approved. The 
22 election required by this subdivision shall be consolidated with a 
23 regularly scheduled general election for members ofthe governing 
24 body of the local government, except in cases of emergency 

declared by a unanimous vote of the governing body. 
26 (c) Any general tax imposed, extended, or increased, without 
27 voter approval, by any local government on or after January 1, 
28 1995, and prior to the effective date of this article, shall continue 
29 to be imposed only if that general tax is approved by a majority 

vote of the voters voting in an election on the issue of the 
31 imposition, which election shall be is held within two years of the 
32 effective date of this article no later than November 6, 1998, and 
33 in compliance with subdivision (b). 
34 (d) N6-(l) Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (2), a 

local government-may shall not impose, extend, or increase any 
36 special tax unless and until that tax is submitted to the electorate 
37 and approved bY-ii two-thirds-v6te of the voters voting on the 
38 proposition. A speeial tax shall net be deemed to have been 
39 increased if it is imposed at a rate not higher than the maximum 

rate so appro'tcd. 
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1 (2) A city, county, or city and county shall not impose, extend, 
2 or increase any special tax to pay the principal, interest, and 
3 redemption charges on bonded indebtedness incurred to fund the 
4 construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, or replacement of 

transportation infrastructure, unless that tax is submitted to the 
6 electorate and approved by 55 percent ofthe voters voting on the 
7 proposition. 
8 (3) A special tax is not deemed to have been increased if it is 
9 imposed at a rate not higher than the maximum rate for that tax 

previously approved in the manner as required by law. 
11 Fourth-That Section 18 ofArticle XVI thereof is amended to 
12 read: 
13 SEC. 18. (a) No county, city, town, township, board of 
14 education, or school district, shall incur any indebtedness or 

liability in any manner or for any purpose exceeding in any year 
16 the income and revenue provided for--stteh that year, without the 
17 assent of two-thirds of the voters of the public entity voting at an 
18 election to be held for that purpose, except that with respect to any 
19 such public entity vffl:ieh that is authorized to incur indebtedness 

for public school purposes, any proposition for the incurrence of 
21 indebtedness in the form of general obligation bonds for the 
22 purpose of repairing, reconstructing or replacing public school 
23 buildings determined, in the manner prescribed by law, to be 
24 structurally unsafe for school use, shall be adopted upon the 

approval ofa majority of the voters of the public entity voting on 
26 the proposition at--stteh that election; nor unless before or at the 
27 time of incurring--stteh the indebtedness, provision shall be made 
28 for the collection of an annual tax sufficient to pay the interest on 
29 8tleh the indebtedness as it falls due, and to provide for a sinking 

fund for the payment ofthe principal thereof, on or before maturity, 
31 which shall not exceed forty years from the time of contracting 
32 the indebtedness. 
33 (b) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), on or after the effective 
34 date of the measure adding this subdivision, in the case of any 

school district, community college district, or county office of 
36 education, any proposition for the incurrence of indebtedness in 
37 the form of general obligation bonds for the construction, 
38 reconstruction, rehabilitation, or replacement of school facilities, 
39 including the furnishing and equipping of school facilities, or the 

acquisition or lease of real property for school facilities, shall be 
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1 adopted upon the approval of55 percent ofthe voters ofthe district 
2 or county, as appropriate, voting on the proposition at an election. 
3 This subdivision shall apply only to a proposition for the incurrence 
4 of indebtedness in the form of general obligation bonds for the 
5 purposes specified in this subdivision if the proposition meets all 
6 ofthe accountability requirements ofparagraph (3) ofsubdivision 
7 (b) of Section 1 ofArticle XIII A. 
8 (c) Notwithstanding subdivision (a), on or after the effective 
9 date ofthe measure adding this subdivision, in the case ofany city, 

10 county, or city and county, any proposition for the incurrence of 
11 indebtedness in the form ofgeneral obligation bonds to fund the 
12 construction, reconstruction, rehabilitation, or replacement of 
13 transportation infrastructure, shall be adopted upon the approval 
14 of55 percent ofthe voters of the city, county, or city and county, 
15 as appropriate, voting on the proposition at an election. 
16 W­
17 (d) When two or more propositions for incurring any 
18 indebtedness or liability are submitted at the same election, the 
19 votes cast for and against each proposition shall be counted 
20 separately, and when two-thirds or a majority or 55 percent of the 
21 voters, as the case may be, voting on anyone ofthose propositions, 
22 vote in favor thereof, the proposition shall be deemed adopted. 

o 

99 

98
 



ATTACHMENT F 

SENATE BILL No. 1093 

Introduced by Senator Wiggins
 

January 10, 2008
 

An act to amend Sections 66540.4 and 66540.5 of the Government 
Code, relating to transportation. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST 

SB 1093, as introduced, Wiggins. San Francisco Bay Area Water 
Emergency Transportation Authority. 

Existing law establishes the San Francisco BayArea Water Emergency 
Transportation Authority and gives that entity the authority to plan, 
manage, operate, and coordinate the emergency activities of all water 
transportation and related facilities within the bay area region, except 
as specified. Existing law requires that, in certain states of emergency, 
the authority coordinate emergency activities for all water transportation 
services in the bay area region in cooperation with certain specified 
entities. 

This bill would make technical, nonsubstantive changes to those 
provisions. 

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 66540.4 of the Government Code is 
2 amended to read: 
3 66540.4. There is hereby established the San Francisco Bay 
4 Area Water Emergency Transportation Authority as a local 
5 governmental entity of regional govemmeftt, government with 
6 jurisdiction extending throughout the bay area region. 
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1 SEC. 2. Section 66540.5 of the Government Code is amended 
2 to read: 
3 66540.5. The authority shall have the authority to plan, manage, 
4 operate, and coordinate the emergency activities of all water 
5 transportation and related facilities within the bay area region, 
6 except those provided or owned by the Golden Gate Bridge, 
7 Highway and Transportation District. During a state of war 
8 emergency, a state of emergency, or a local emergency, as 
9 described in Section 8558, the authority, in cooperation with the 

10 State Office ofEmergency Services, the United States Coast Guard, 
11 the Federal Emergency Management Agency, and the Metropolitan 
12 Transportation Commission, shall coordinate the emergency 
13 activities for all water transportation services in the bay area region 
14 and, for-stteh those purposes, shall be known as the Bay Area 
15 Maritime Emergency Transportation Coordinator. 

o 
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Agenda Item VII.A
 
January 30, 2008
 

s,ra
 
DATE: January 22,2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director of Projects 
RE: 1-80 Freeway Perfonnance Initiative (FPI) Update 

Background: 
The Freeway Perfonnance Initiative (FPI) is a new Metropolitan Transportation Commission 
(MTC) effort to improve the operations, safety, and management of the Bay Area's freeway 
system. The purpose of the FPI is to develop a comprehensive strategic plan to guide the next 
generation of regional freeway investment. The goals and objectives are to: 

•	 Improve system efficiency through the deployment of system operations and
 
management strategies.
 

•	 Maximize use of available freeway capacity by completing the High Occupancy
 
Vehicle lane system.
 

•	 Actively address regional freight movement issues. 

•	 Close key gaps in the freeway system's physical infrastructure. 

The primary product of the FPI will be a prioritized list of strategies and projects that will help 
guide near-tenn investments and become the initial proposals that will help frame the next 
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). To develop this list, studies of the major corridors in the 
Bay Area are in process ofbeing conducted. These studies focus on freeway operations, 
incorporating parallel arterials and transit, and include documentation of existing problems, 
development of viable short-tenn and long-tenn solutions, preparation of rough cost estimates, 
and an assessment of impacts and benefits of the proposed solutions. Studies for up to ten (10) 
corridors will be conducted. The effect of a small number of regional multi-corridor strategies 
may also be assessed. 

Although the FPI will be led by MTC, the effort will be a collaboration with the Bay Area 
Partnership, including Caltrans District 4 and the Bay Area Congestion Management Agencies. 
Four consultant teams have been retained to provide technical support for this effort. 

Discussion: 
The 1-80 corridor in Solano County is one of the first corridors being studied for the FPI effort. 
The 1-80 FPI is building off from STA's I-80/I-6801I-780 Major Investment and Corridor Study 
adopted by the Board in 2004. This Major Investment Study used the old 2025 Solano Napa 
Traffic Demand Model. The 1-80 FPI is based on the newer 2030 Solano Napa Traffic Demand 
Model. As a result, there are modifications to forecasted congestion areas. 

The consultant PBS&J has been retained by MTC to conduct the 1-80 FPI study. The TAC has 
previously had updates from MTC regarding the difference in traffic projections between the 
2025 Model and the 2030 Model, the Existing Conditions Report (Attachment A), the Future 
Conditions Report (Attachment B). At the TAC meeting, MTC will present the findings from 
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the draft Mitigations Strategies Report (Attaclunent C) for infonnation and feedback. At the 
February 2008 TAC meeting, the TAC will be asked to forward to the Mitigations Strategies 
Report to the STA Board for adoption. Following the Mitigation Strategies Report, the final 
deliverable for the 1-80 FPI will be the Cost Benefit Report which builds off the mitigation report 
to provide a list ofprioritized projects for the corridor. This final report is expected in the spring 
2008 and will be brought to the TAC and STA Board for review and approval. 

Recommendation: 
Informational.
 

Attaclunents:
 
(Please note Attaclunents A, B, and C have been provided to the TAC Members only. Copies
 
may be obtained by contacting the STA office at (707) 424-6075.)
 

A. Final 1-80 Existing Conditions Report 
B. Final Draft 1-80 Future Conditions Report 
C. Draft 1-80 Mitigation Strategies Report 
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Agenda Item VII.B
 
January 30, 2008
 

DATE: January 22, 2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Janet Adams, Director ofProjects 
RE: Review ofCorridor Construction Schedules for 2008 and 2009 

Background: 
STA, in partnership with Caltrans, have been working on a number of important 
transportation projects in Solano County. These projects provide for safety 
improvements, operational improvements, roadway rehabilitation, and congestion relief 

After several years oflobbying for funds in Sacramento and Washington D.C., STA and 
Caltrans will begin construction on many important transportation projects over the next 
two years. Leading up to this effort, STA and Caltrans staffproduced plans, studies and 
designs for each project. 

Discussion: 
The following provides an anticipated construction schedule to these projects in Solano 
County. 

1-80 CORRIDOR-­1. Tennessee St. OC to American 
Canyon Rd. OC - Pavement 
Rehabilitation 

$20.5 million Project Sponsor: 
Caltrans 

2. American Canyon Rd. OC to Green 
Valley Creek Br. - Pavement 
Rehabilitation and Median Barrier 
Upgrade 

$32 million Project Sponsor: 
Caltrans 

3. Red Top Rd. to Air Base Parkway ­
East and westbound High Occupancy 
Vehicle (HOY) Lanes 

$53.5 million Project Sponsor: 
STA 

4. Air Base Parkway to Leisure Town 
OC - Pavement Rehabilitation 

$43 million Project Sponsor: 
Caltrans 
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5. State Route (SR) 12 East to Air Base 
Parkway - Pavement Rehabilitation 

$24.8 million Project Sponsor: 
Caltrans 

6. North Connector East End ­
Congestion Relief 

$16 million Project Sponsor: 
STA 

STATE ROUTE (SR) 12 CORRIDOR 

I~~"·~·=tIiIBIIIr·ifm~_~~=·"~".-"._&~~>,~~i~ti~ .~~ ~_.~tI~ I 
7. SR 12 West Truck Climbing Lane 

(1.2 miles new westbound lane)­
Operational Improvement 

$6.9 million Project Sponsor: 
Caltrans 

8. SR 12 East (Shiloh Rd. to Currie Rd.) 
- Safety Improvements (shoulders, 
curve correction, and realignment) 

$46 million Project Sponsor: 
Caltrans 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

104
 



Agenda Item VII.C
 
January 30,2008
 

DATE: January 22,2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Robert Guerrero, Senior Planner 
RE: Status of Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) 40% Program 

Manager Funds 

Background: 
The STA Board issued a call for Fiscal Year (FY) 2008-09 Transportation Fund for Clean 
Air (TFCA) 40% Program Manager Funds on January 9, 2008. The cities ofBenicia, 
Fairfield, Suisun City, Vallejo, and southwestern portions of Solano County located in 
the Bay Area Air Basin are eligible to apply for these funds. A separate Clean Air 
Program is available to the remaining cities and County unincorporated area within the 
Yolo-Solano Air Basin. Funding for the TFCA program is provided by a $4 vehicle 
registration fee with 60% of the funds generated applied toward the TFCA Regional 
Program and 40% toward the county 40% Program Manager Program. 

The TFCA Regional Program is a Bay Area wide competitive grant opportunity which 
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is responsible for 
administering. The 40% Program Manager Funds are administered by each Bay Area 
county Congestion Management Agency (CMA). The BAAQMD in coordination with 
the CMA's establishes TFCA policies for both programs annually. Eligible TFCA 
projects are projects that reduce air pollution from motor vehicles. Examples include 
such as clean air vehicle infrastructure, clean air vehicles, shuttle bus services, bicycle 
projects, and alternative modes promotional/educational projects. 

Discussion: 
Over the past six years, the STA funded approximately $2.3 million ofTFCA 40% 
Program Manager Funding. Solano County received an average of $363,000 annually 
over the past three years. Attachment A includes a detailed summary of the current and 
past 40% Program Manager Projects. Projects previously funded through this program 
include Solano Napa Commuter Information's (SNCI's) Rideshare Program, bicycle and 
pedestrian capital improvement projects, alternative fueled vehicles, shuttle/transit 
services and vehicle retrofit devices. With the exception to Fairfield's Transit Bus 
Traffic Signal Prioritization Project, the majority ofprojects continue progress towards 
completion in the next year or two. 

STA staff are currently working to determine what new legislation regarding Assembly 
Bill (AB) 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Plan, might mean in terms of 
transportation fund programming and administration. While the current program 
provides substantial air emission benefits, it is possible that future allocations ofTFCA 
Program Manager funds will be prioritized to address the new legislation. The TAC is 
scheduled to have a more detailed discussion on this issue at their February 27,2008 
meeting. 
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In addition to the AB 32, the STA has developed a comprehensive Safe Routes to School 
(SR2S) Plan for Solano County. Several SR2S capital related bike and pedestrian 
improvements are eligible under the current BAAQMD TFCA Policies and may be 
submitted for future TFCA funding. SNCI's Rideshare Incentives Program continues to 
be a top priority for the STA Board to facilitate marketing and incentives that encourage 
alternative modes oftransportation. SNCI's program annually meets the BAAQMD's 
cost effectiveness calculation for air emission reductions. . 

STA staff set a deadline ofFebruary 14, 2008 for FY 2008-09 applications. The TAC 
will review the project submittals at their February 27, 2008 meeting to provide a 
recommendation to the March 12,2008 STA Board meeting. Project submittals are due 
to the BAAQMD on April 1, 2008. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachment: 
A. Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air 40% Program Manager Summary 
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TFCA Program Summary 
112312008 

Board Action Date 

May 10, 2006 
July 12, 2006 

t-' 
o 
-...J 

Project TFCA Amount Balance Est. Date Date Completed Project Status 
Sponsor Allocation Paid Completion 

City of Benicia $10,000,00 $0 $10,000,00 5/11/08 In Progress Project approved May 9, 2007. Approved Mel subagreements signed. 

Fairfield/Suisun $13,120.00 $0 $13,120.00 5/1/08 In Progress Project approved May 9, 2007. ApproveO and 6llb.Elgreaments signed. 

,..",)'''',.'''", ..",,, "'VI,'''' .\lV v' v" ,.47.00 9/1/08 In Progress Project was approved by the Board on September 9th. SUbagreement pandlng. 

SNCI $222,247.00 $0 $222,247.00 1211109 In Progress Project approved by the STA Board as part of a 2nd call for projects on June 13, 
2007. 

STA $16,272 16.272 0 611/09 711/2007 FundIng received- edmlnistral.JQn In progr~. 

I!l!m $348,886 $16,272 $332,614 

Solano Napa Commuter Information lncenlives and 
Outreach Plan 

Administration 

Board Action Date IProject Description 

6/9/2007 Cllasel Retrofit Devices for Benicia Buses 

6/1312007 Transit Bicycle Racks 

gfe/2007 l-:u""n""lo::-n7AVCCe/""S"'uO::ClsuC::n"'T'=ra:;:ln'"'S"".:::C1l"on'"'P"'ecl7';.S".7fe:::-ly,-----+~"',,,­.. ::;-,""'=_·c;~,,-,::;>--+·;;·,,,-;;""".,;-;";;;"---t,,on;;-----+.;;.","'.=;;;­
Improvement Project 

Board Action Date 

May 11. 2005 

Final project completion date Is:1I25/08· ~enslon requIred thereafter. Design for 
the project was completed In September 2007. AdvertisIng/Award of the project 
occured in December 2007 , construction begins March 200S. 

McCoy Creek Multi·Use Path Suisun City $35,000.00 $0 $35,000 June 30, 2008 In Progress STA approved a one-year extension to January 1,2009. Suisun Is completing 
design In earty Spring 2008 and anllcipates starting construction In Apri1200a. 

Transit Center Pedestrian Access SuIsun City 625,000.00 $0 $25,000 June 30, 2008 In Progress STA approved a one-year extension to January 1, 20QQ. Suisun is completing 
design In sarty Spring 2008 and anticIpates starting construction In Apri1200a, 
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Board Action Date 

May 12. 2004 

September 8, 2004: 

Board Action Date 

511112003 



I-'-' 

Board Action Date 

April 10, 2002 

NO'J8mber Q, 2002: 2nd Call 
Approved 
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Agenda Item VIID
 
January30,2008
 

DATE: January 18, 2008 
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-tenn 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 

The first meeting of the OTS Grant staff working group is scheduled for the 
morning of January 24,2008. A press conference is scheduled for later that 
afternoon. 

2) State Legislation 
AB 112 (double fine zone criteria and designation) was signed by the Governor 
with a ceremony held at the Western Railroad Museum on October 1st. The 
double fine legislation for SR 12 became effective on January 1, 2008. 
ACR 7, the Officer David Lamoree Memorial Highway bill, was also approved. 
The basic design of the memorial signage is now complete, and installation and 
dedication plans are being developed. There are no pending SR 12 related 
legislative measures. 

3) Education 
STA staffhas prepared Volume 2 of the SR 12 STATUS newsletter and begun 
distribution. STA staff is looking at the ability to use OTS funds to purchase paid 
time for these PSAs and for radio advertising. Further infonnation on public 
outreach will be available after the OTS meetings on January 24, 2008. 
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The Highway 12 Association is establishing a website, and will link to STA 
infonnation on SR 12. In addition, newspapers in both Faitfie1d and Lodi are 
making SR 12-related content directly available through the Highway 12 
Association website. 

4) Engineering 
Installation of concrete and soft median barriers, shoulder and centerline rumble 
strips and other improvements have been completed. After two big-rig accidents 
just after the installation of the barrier, the number of accidents on SR 12 has been 
very low. 

STA has held interviews for a consultant to conduct the SR 12 Median Barrier 
Project Study Report. The engineering firm ofCH2M Hill has been selected to 
perfonn the work. 

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) has submitted a Partnership 
Planning Grant application for SR 12, with STA and the San Joaquin Council of 
Governments (SJCOG) as the SUb-recipients. A copy ofthe application packet is 
attached. 

The next meeting ofthe SR 12 Steering Committee is set for March 20,2008. The 
meeting will include a tour of some of the proposed safety and mobility projects on SR 
12, including Jameson Canyon. 

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 41D0anh Nguyen, Caltrans District 4 
Wil Ridder, San Joaquin Council of Governments 
Brent Salmi, Rio Vista Public Works 
Gene Cortright, Fairfield Public Works 
Lee Evans, Suisun City Public Works 
Birgetta Corsello, Solano County 
Daryl Halls, STNJanet Adams, STA 

Construction for the SR 12 Truck Climbing Lane is project scheduled for February 2008 
(tree removal), with excavation starting as soon as weather conditions allow. Eric 
Cordoba, SR 12 Jameson Canyon Co-Project Manager, hired by STA and NCTPA, as 
developed a work plan and milestones to keep the widening project on schedule for 
construction in 2010. 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 112 
Informational. 
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One Harbor Center. Surre 130 
Suisun City, Cal~ornia 94585 

Area Code 701 
424·6015 • Fax 424-6014 

Members: January 11, 2008 

Benicia 
Dixon 

Lee Taubeneck Fairfield 
Rio VISta Deputy Director for Transportation Planning 
Solano County and Local Assistance 
SUisun City Caltrans District 4 
VacaviOe 111 Grand Avenue 
Vallejo Oakland, CA 94612 

RE: Partnership Planning Grant Application for the SR 12/I-80 to 1-5 Corridor Plan 

Dear Mr. Taubeneck: 

The purpose ofthe proposed Partnership Planning Grant application for the State Route 12 - 1­
80 to 1-5 Corridor Plan is to create a multi-agency Corridor Advisory Committee and to develop 
the information base needed to develop a corridor-wide, comprehensive plan for safety and 
capacity improvements to' State Route 12. The State Route 12 corridor is a mostly 2-lane 
highway that provides a major east.,.west route for commuters, agricultural products and regional 
goods movement between the Bay Area and the Central Valley. Because of its narrow 
configuration and high traffic volumes, its accident rate is more than one and a halftimes the 
state average. The project area has been designated a Double Fine Zone because of its accident 
and fatality rate. 

The proposed project to be funded by the grant consists of 6 distinct steps: 

1.	 Create the SR 12 Corridor Partnership, guided by a Corridor Advisory Committee 
2.	 Collect and summarize existing plans for the corridor. 
3.	 Identify on-going studies for the corridor. 
4.	 Identify and engage corridor stakeholders. 
5.	 Consolidate local and regional land use plans and development projections. 
6.	 Prepare preliminary analysis of adequacy of State Route 12 to carry projected future 

traffic, based upon identified current and future land uses. 

The first step - creation ofa Corridor Advisory Committee - is essential to create the multi­
jurisdictional political consensus that will be needed to implement meaningful improvements to 
the corridor in an effective manner. Between 1-80 and 1-5, State Route 12 crosses through 3 
counties (Solano, Sacramento, San Joaquin), 3 incorporated cities (Fairfield, Suisun City, Rio 
Vista), 3 Metropolitan Planning Organizations (the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, 
Sacramento Area Council of Governments, San Joaquin Council of Governments), 3 Caltrans 
districts, over the Sacramento and Mokelumne rivers and across the Sacramento/San Joaquin 
River Delta. The Corridor Advisory Committee and associated staff-based technical advisory 
committee will provide the format for all ofthe issues important to corridor stakeholders to be 
identified, discussed, and worked into an ultimate improvement plan for the corridor. 
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Page20j2 
Ltr. to Lee Taubeneck, Caltrans District 4, dated Jan. II, 2008 

RE: Partnership Planning GrantApplicationjor theSR 12/I-80 to /-5 Corridor Plan 

Beyond creating the basis for political guidance and consensus, the project will bring together all of the 
plans and studies that either exist or are underway for corridor improvements, and will create a summary 
ofall ofthe land use plans and projections for the corridor. The project will also compile the land use 
plans for the various jurisdictions with authority over the corridor, allowing the stakeholders to 
accurately gauge the existing and future conditions that contribute to corridor traffic and safety concerns. 

The project will move forward the task of gaining public involvement in the process of improving State 
Route 12 in the project area Because ofthe many jurisdictions and the physical disbursement ofthe 
project area along a 49-mile stretch of roadway, the public outreach effort will need to involve many 
different groups and meetings. There is already one established citizen organization in the project area­
the Highway 12 Association, which meets on a monthly basis in Rio Vista. There is also substantial 
media interest in the corridor because ofthe high number of traffic accidents in the project area. The 
public outreach program will build on these existing resources in order to comprehensively identify and 
engage the individuals and organizations that have a stake in what happens to the State Route 12 
corridor. ' 

Finally, the project will produce an initial, corridor-wide assessment ofthe ability - or the lack ofability 
- ofState Route 12 and its identified, funded improvements to carry the projected traffic. This analysis 
will be based upon the Napa-Solano Travel Demand Model, completed in conjunction with MTC and 
SACOG for the "1-80 Smart Growth" Study. This multi-regional model, and the results from the initial 
assessment, will then guide the development ofa comprehensive corridor improvement program. This 
will include an examination of the many environmental, political and financial factors which will guide 
what improvements are and are not practical. 

The Solano Transportation Authority and San Joaquin Council of Governments are already committed to 
creating a long-term plan for improvements to the State Route 12 corridor from 1-80 to 1-5.. The tasks 
outlined in this grant proposal will not complete the corridor improvement program, but they will create 
a foundation of information and involvement that upon which the corridor improvement plan can be 
built. Your serious consideration of funding the project for the entire $300,000 allowed in the 2008 
Partnership Planning Grant cycle is appreciated. 

Sincerely, J
Uet~ ~'kLJ0/

/JI I 
Daryl K. Halls Andrew Chesley, /
 
Executive Director Executive Director /
 
Solano Transportation Authority San Joaquin Council o~overnments
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An electronic version of this application is available on the following web site: 
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/grants.htm 

../ Application length - 20 page maximum - includes all documents except letters of support 

../ Double spaced, 12 pitch font 

../ No binding, use one staple 

Required Documents 
o	 Signed Application, Scope of Work, Project Schedule and Funding Chart, map of project 

area, digital photographs ofproject area (when applicable) 

Submit five signed hard copies and one electronic copy on a CD (Microsoft Word) of the entire 
Application and all documents, including the Required Documents listed above. 

Suisun City and Rio Vista, 

Metropolitan Transportation Solano Transportation Authority 
Organization 

Commission San loa uin Council ofGovernments 
Robert Macaulay, Director ofPlanning

Contact Person 
Solano Transportation Authority 

Carolyn Clevenger, Goods Movement 
salutation and 
(include 

Planner 
Dana Cowell, Deputy Director 

title) 
San Joa uin Council ofGovernments 

One Harbor Center, Suite 130 
Joseph P. Bort Metro Center 

Suisun City, CA 94585 
101 Eighth Street 

555 E. Weber Ave. 
Stockton, CA 95202 

City Oakland, CA 

Zip Code 94607 

rmacaulay@sta-snci.com 
E-mail Address cclevenger@mtc.ca. gov 

Mailing Address 

cowell@sjcog.org 

Telephone Area Area
817-5736510 Number 707 Number 424-6006

Number Code Code 
Area Area

817-5848510 Number 209Fax Number Number 468-3913
Code Code 
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Grant Funds Requested 
Local Match (See sample calculation on 

Pa e 29) 

State Senator s) (name and district 

I~ 75,000 

Assembl Member(s) (name and district) 

Source of Local Match
 

Other Funding
 

Total Cost
 

Dedicated staff time funded through STP Planning and 
TDA; modeling work conducted by STA staff, funded 
throu h TDA. 

$ 

$375,000 

Dist 2 Pat Wiggins Dist 7 Noreen Evans 
Dist 5 Michael Machado Dist 8 Lois Wolk 
Dist 14 David Cogdill Dist 10 Alan Nakanishi 

Dist 15 Guy Houston 
* Attach additional pages if necessary (this attachment will not be included in the 20 page 
maximum) 

0"	 Enter answers in the area provided below each question 
'ff	 Points that will be used for scoring are included on the right side above the text box (100 

points possible) 

Begin typing here: The project area is the State Route 12 corridor, from 1-80 in Fairfield, to 1-5 in 

unincorporated San Joaquin County, as shown in the attached project area map. 

The purpose of the project is to create a multi-regional partnership to guide the planning ofsafety 

and capacity improvements for the corridor. 

Communities and stakeholders are the Cities ofFairfield, Suisun City and Rio Vista, the counties 

of Solano, Sacramento and San Joaquin; Caltrans Districts 3,4 and 10; regional and state 
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agencies with jurisdiction over the Delta; the agricultural communities of the central valley and 

Solano and Napa counties; the Highway 12 Association; and other community groups. 

The project will accomplish the following tasks: 

1. Create the SR 12 Corridor Partnership and Corridor Advisory Committee 

2. Collect and summarize existing plans for the corridor. 

3. Identify and summarize on-going corridor studies. 

4. Identify and engage corridor stakeholders/members of the public. 

5. Consolidate local and regional land use plans and development projections. 

6. Prepare preliminary analysis ofadequacy of State Route 12 to carry projected future 

traffic, based upon identified current and future land uses. 

Policy direction will come from a Corridor Advisory Committee, with 2 members each from STA 

(including STA's MTC commissioner) and SJCOG, and one member from SACOG. Management 

will be by a staffworking group, primarily composed ofSTA, SJCOG and MTC staff. 
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Begin typing here: The project will lead to the production of a multi-regional corridor study for 

SR 12, covering 3 Caltrans districts and involving 3 MPOs. Primary staffing will come from 

SJCOG, an MPO/Congestion Management Agency, and STA, a CMA. As shown on the 

attached map, SR 12 is one ofthe few routes across the Delta that links 1-5 and 1-80, both major 

interstate transportation routes, as well as the San Joaquin/Sacramento valley and the Bay Area. 

The project will ultimately result in the identification of safety and capacity improvements to SR 

12, including viable methods to finance these improvements. The SJCOG has identified 

improvement to SR 12 in the project area as one of its top priorities, and is currently developing 

a $27 million package of operational and safety improvements at intersections between 1-5 and 

Tower Park Way/Glasscock Road. The STA has identified SR 12 improvements as one of its 

two top priorities. Caltrans is currently spending more than $25 million safety improvements to 

SR 12 and has identified an additional $53 million in the Draft 2008 State Highway Operation 

and Protection Program. Completion of the project will allow these agencies to move forward 

with ultimate safety and capacity improvements to the corridor. 

The project will include a compilation ofland use projections for the involved agencies and 

surrounding areas, including the current and anticipated balance of housing and jobs between the 
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Bay Area and the Central Valley. It will also directly involve Delta conservation effort in the 

planning of cross-Delta transportation systems. 

STA is currently involved in several multi-regional transportation planning efforts, including the 

1-80 Smart Growth Study, the SR 113 Corridor Study and the 1-80 Smart Corridor Study. The 

project will leverage STA's experience in this field to further strengthen connections between 

Bay Area and Central Valley transportation planners. Because of the numerous stakeholders 

involved in the project, an extensive public outreach campaign is planned. 

•	 Congestion relief - Begin typing here: SR 12 is a 2-lane highway carrying local and interregional 

traffic, including agricultural products from the Central Valley and Napa Valley and military goods 

destined for Travis Air Force Base. The corridor also carries a large number ofrecreation vehicles, 

including slow-moving boats and trailers. Because of the lack ofpassing lanes and the presence of 

three draw bridges, traffic congestion in the project area is periodically significant. The project 

will identify improvements that will reduce congestion on the corridor. 

•	 Efficient movement of people, goods, and services - Begin typing here: As noted above, SR 12 

is a significant corridor for goods movement between the Bay Area and Central Valley. The 

percentage of trucks on SR 12 is typically above 10%, well above the truck proportion on roads 

such as 1-80 and 1-5. By reducing congestion and allowing better flow ofcommute and truck 

traffic, the efficient interregional movement of goods and people will be enhanced. The corridor 

also provides direct access to Travis Air Force Base as well as numerous agricultural areas within 

the Delta, acting as a "Farm to Market" corridor. 

•	 Safe and healthy communities - Begin typing here: SR 12 has a sufficiently-high accident rate 

that it has been designated a Double Fine Zone in the project area. This is the first new Double 
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Fine Zone designation in many years. The project will identify safety improvements to the 

roadway, including segments in the cities ofRio Vista, Suisun City and Fairfield, that will improve 

the safety of travelers in the corridor. 

• Pedestrian, bicycle, and transit mobility and access - Begin typing here: The project will 

review existing bicycle and pedestrian plans. 

• Public and stakeholder participation - Begin typing here: The project includes an extensive 

effort to identify and involve stakeholders, including agricultural and economic interests, 

environmental and conservation groups, and state and regional agencies with responsibility for the 

Delta. Outreach efforts will include public meetings in multiple regions. One of the key partners 

will be the Highway 12 Association, an existing regional citizen and business organization. 

• Measures to reduce air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions - Begin typing here: The 

project will ultimately lead to reduced congestion and engine idle time on SR 12. As part of the 

ultimate corridor facilities, SJCOG and Caltrans are looking at Transportation Demand 

Management considerations including an expanded Park & Ride lot at I-5/SR 12 and Intelligent 

Transportation Systems (ITS) elements for advanced traveler information on delays and detouring. 

• Conservation of energy and other natural resources and Protection of sensitive habitat and 

farmland ­ Begin typing here: The Delta is an area ofsignificant natural resources, many of 

which are under stress. Numerous federal and state agencies have regulatory interests in the Delta 

in general and the project area in particular. The project will seek to identify those resource 

stakeholders and their regulatory requirements, and to identify an approach to improving 

transportation along the corridor in a manner that preserves or enhances the resource values. In 

addition, the project area provides direct access to farmlands in the Delta and eastern Solano 
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County, and access between Central Valley and Napa agricultural industries. Improvement to SR 

12 will increase the economic viability of each ofthese agricultural areas. 

Begin typing here: The overall project outreach effort is planned to start with established interest 

groups, such as environmental advocates interested in the Delta and the Highway 12 Association. 

Both the STA and SJCOG have an extensive contact database developed through work on Lifeline and 

Paratransit programs that provide effective contacts with low-income, elderly and transit-dependent 

populations. SJCOG has assisted with the coordination of and participated in two highly-attended 

public meetings on SR 12 safety issues in 2007. STA has quarterly meetings of the SR 12 Steering 

Committee and an on-going public outreach program involving Public Service Announcements and 

quarterly newsletters. Each of these existing public outreach programs will be used to further reach 

interested community members and groups. Additional public outreach may include surveys and 

focus groups and non-English media efforts. 

Begin typing here: The project will initiate the development ofa Corridor Study for SR 12 in the 

project area, but will not be able to fund the entire study. The STA and SJCOG have already 

publically committed to making SR 12 improvements one of the top funding priorities. The final 

Corridor Study will allow the three MPOs and the STA to work with Caltrans to implement a 

coordinated corridor improvement plan, rather than having each plan, design and implement 

improvements in an uncoordinated fashion. This coordinated approach will allow significant cost 

savings, and will allow the improvements to be targeted to the area most in need. 
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To the best of my knowledge, all information contained in this proposal is true and correct. 

Signature ofAuthorized Official (Applicant) Print Name 

Title Date 

Signature ofAuthorized Official (Sub-recipient) Print Name 

Title Date 

Signature ofAuthorized Official (Sub-recipient) Print Name 

Title Date 
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Agenda Item VILE
 
January 30,2008
 

s,ra
 
DATE: January 18,2008 
TO: STATAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Planning Assistant 
RE: Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) 2008 Update 

Background:
 
The current Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) was established to fund priority
 
bicycle and pedestrian projects in Solano County. The program operates on a 3-year cycle and is
 
funded through three funding sources: Transportation Development Act (TDA) Article-3,
 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Program
 
(RBPP), and Eastern Congestion Management Air Quality (ECMAQ) Improvement Program.
 
The upcoming 3-year cycle starts Fiscal Year (FY) 2008-09 and ends FY 2010-11.
 

Discussion:
 
This year, the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) is being updated by MTC. As part of this
 
update, a shift of funds from the RBPP and ECMAQ Improvement Program is being discussed
 
by MTC staff. As a result, STA Staff is not able to provide estimates for the SBPP for the last
 
two years ofthe program, FY 2009-10 and FY 2010-11. Another important factor is that
 
ECMAQ Improvement Program funds are federal; subsequently, estimates will not be available
 
until the federal transportation bill is closer to being reauthorized. The federal transportation bill
 
is expected to be approved by 2009. STA staffwill actively keep project sponsors up to date as
 
soon as new information is available to ensure that sponsors are ready to apply to program their
 
projects for FY 2009-10 and FY 2010-11.
 

As part ofthe SBPP review process, the STA Bicycle Advisory Committee (BAC) and
 
Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) review the SBPP 3-year plan on an annual basis. This
 
ensures that projects programmed into the SBPP 3-year plan for FY 2008-09 are still eligible and
 
en route to construction. This year's joint BAC/PAC meeting is scheduled for Thursday,
 
February 7, 2008 at 6:30 p.m. at the STA Conference Room*.
 

Attachment A includes the projects approved for FY 2008-09. STA staff will invite project
 
sponsors to provide a status report to both BAC and PAC members at this meeting. Presently,
 
the STA BAC and PAC will be reviewing projects currently programmed for the first year of the
 
3-year plan, FY 2008-09, for any substantial changes to the project scope and completion date.
 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachments: 
A. FY 2008-09 Solano Bicycle and Pedestrian Program (SBPP) Projects 

*Prior to this joint meeting, STA staff will be meeting with individual project sponsors to get a 
detailed update on scope, cost (including any shcadfalls) and schedule of each project. 



ATTACHMENT A 

FY 2008/2009 Solano Bicycle Pedestrian Program (SBPP) Projects 
Priority Funding Sources 

PAC I ECMAQ TOTAL SBPP FundinqBAC Soonser Project Request TDA MTCMode 
": II' It ... It • It. It ••• 11 " o 1 •• 1t : III II• 

$942000.00State Pari< Road Bridqe Pro'ect $1.000.000.00 $271.000.00 $671.000.00Both 1.3 1.1 Benicia 
Fairfield Unear Pari< (Dover Ave to C1aybank Rd) $50.000.00 $0.00Ped 1.6 1.7 

$825,000.001.1 Fairfield McGarv Road Reoional Bike Path $650,000.00 $185.000.00 $640.000.00Bike 1.6 
West Texas Street Gateway Project, Phase I 

$85,000.00Ped 1.2 Fairfield &11 $300.000.00 $85.000.00 
Old Town Cordelia Improvements $0.001.4 Solano County $500.000.00Both 1.5 

Vacaville-Dixon Bikeway, Phase III $1,000,000.00 $337,000.00 $337000.00Bike Solano County 1-4 

Suisun City McCoy Creek Trail. Phase II $200,000.00 $0.00Both 1.7 2.1 

Ulafis Creek Bike Path (Allison to HlOl $1.200,000.00 $169,000.00 $169,000.00Both 2.1 2.4 Vacaville 

Vallejo Stafion Pedestrian & Bicyde Unks $0.002.2 Vallejo $800,000.00Both 1.3 

Remaininq $0.00 $0.00 $0.00$0.00 
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January 30, 2008
 

s,ra
 
DATE: January 22, 2008 
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 oflocally 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 3 project delivery reminders for the TAC this month:
 

1. FY 2007-08 Federal Obligation Plan since they are the current projects in the TIP: 

Vacaville 
Vallejo 

Rio Vista - 2" 
Rehabilitation 

SOL050059 Nob Hill Bike Path 
SOLOI0027 Vallejo - Lemon St. 

Rehabilitation 

Scope revised in Nov TIP 
amendment submittal. 
$300,000 for ENV 
$25,000 for PE in FY 07­
08. Additional $672,000 
in FY 2008-09 could be 
advanced. 

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: 

Benicia 
State Park Road 

Bike/Ped
Overcrossin 

Benicia 
State Park Road TLC 

$1,000,000
Overcrossin Ca ital 

Fairfield 
McGary Road Regional 

Bike/Ped
Bike Path 

Fairfield West Texas Street Gatew ike/Ped 



Project 

Fairfield 
Union Ave/Suisun City 
Train Station Ped Imp 

TLC 
Capital 

$73,800 
Approved 

Solano 
County 

Old Town Cordelia 
Improvement Project 

TLC 
Capital 

$500,000 
Approved 

Solano 
County 

Vacaville-Dixon Bikeway 
Phase II 

BikelPed $127,000 
Approved 

Solano 
County 

Vacaville-Dixon Bikeway 
Phase III 

BikelPed $337,000 
Approved 

Vacaville Nob Hill Bike Path BikelPed $300,000 Approved 
Vacaville Alt Fuels Prog Alt Fuels $200,000 Approved 

Vacaville 
Ulatis Creek Bike Path 
(Allison to 1-80) 

BikelPed $169,000 
Approved 

Vacaville 
Ulatis Creek Bike Path 
(Ulatis to Leisure Town) 

BikelPed $37,098 
Approved 

Vacaville Downtown Creekwalk 
TLC 
Capital 

$822,000 
Approved 

*Federal funds include the following: CMAQ, TE, and STP based fund sources. 

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. 

Vallejo Intersection of SR 29 and $24,771.00 In final voucher process 
Carolina Street, Install Signal 

Vacaville Alamo Creek, N. Side Fr. $111,515.30 Invoice sent in August. 
Alamo To Marshall Rd, 
Ped/Bike Path 

Projects that "ill become inactive by 
December 2007 
Fairfield Rockville Rd.& Redtop Rd. & $276,655 Last billed 10/7/2005. 

In City OfDixon , Park & 
Ride, Info-Ctr, Trans. Ctr. 

Projects that will become inactive by 
March 2008 
Vallejo Downtown Vallejo Square $582,302 Last billed 1/26/2007. 

Pedestrian Enhancements, 
Landscape 

3.	 2009 TIP Development 
The 2007 TIP will be locked down on January 11, 2008 and no further amendments will 
be made to projects in the TIP until the 2009 TIP is approved by FHWA on October 1, 
2008. To assist MTC with the development ofthe 2009 TIP, project sponsors will be 

126 



asked to review their currently listed TIP projects and revise them as necessary. New 
non-exempt projects will need to go through the current Regional Transportation Plan 
(RTP) process. Please contact Bob Macaulay, STA Director ofPlanning, for details 
about adding new projects to the RTP. 

4.	 STA Project Delivery Working Group, January 29, 2008: 
The Solano PDWG agenda for January 29th will be emailed out to PDWG and TAC 
members by January 23, 2008 for their review. 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 
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Agenda Item VII G
 
January 30,2008
 

DATE: January 18, 2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Assistant Planner 
RE: Funding Opportunities Summary 

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

Fund Source Application Available From Application Due 

:,~, ~~ ~i=ij~~~i;;:¥;~~J ,~ u2»~~-:~ ~~_~;-~~. ,~r~:~:~~i~:[~*:'~;~;~:.:~:~~~L~~~~~" <,;; ~~k~'~t\1:~~~~~~~~~~~,:.~~~~ ~~~~~:~~:~~:~~=~~~~~ ~l ~:~:~~~y;:~~ 

San Francisco Bay Trails 
Project 

Maureen Gaffuey, 
Association ofBay Area 
Governments (ABAG) 

(510) 464-7909 

Open Until Funds 
Exhausted; Currently 

Accepting Applications 

Solano Transportation Fund 
for Clean Air (TFCA) Grant* 

Robert Guerrero, 
Solano Transportation 

Authority (STA) 
(707) 424-6014 

February 14, 2008 

Planning Grants: Station Area 
and FOCUS 

Jackie Guzman, ABAG 
(510) 464-7994 

February 29, 2008 

Highway Safety Improvement 
Program (HSIP)* 

John Brewster, Caltrans 
(510) 286-6485 

February 29, 2008 

Traffic Light Synchronization 
Program* 

David VanDyken, 
California Department of 
Transportation (Caltrans) 

(916) 654-4823 

March 28, 2008 

Federal Safe Routes to School 
(SRTS) Program 

Joyce Parks, Caltrans 
(916) 653-6920 

March 2008 (tentative) 

* New funding opportunity 

129
 



TO: STATAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Assistant Planner 

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: 

Program Description: 

Funding Available: 

Eligible Projects: 

Further Details: 

Program Contact
 
Person:
 

STA Contact Person:
 

Cities, counties and districts with planned trails are eligible to apply. 

The Bay Trail Project proposes the development of a regional hiking 
and bicycling trail around the perimeter of San Francisco and San 
Pablo Bays. 

Approximately $6 million is available under the program. 

Projects with San Francisco Bay Trails. 

Examples: 
•	 City ofBenicia - 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 

http://baytrail.abag.ca.gov/ 

Maureen Gaffuey, Bay Trail Planner (ABAG), (916) 651-8576, 
maureeng@abag.ca.gov 

Sara Woo, STA Assistant Planner, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STATAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Assistant Planner 

This summary ofthe Solano Transportation Fund for Clean Air (TFCA) grant 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:
 

Eligible applicants include cites within Solano County. 

The Solano County TFCA Program Manager funds are provided by a 
$4 surcharge on motor vehicles in the Bay Area. The Bay Area Air 
Quality Management District (BAAQMD) is responsible for 
administering the Bay Area Regional TFCA program and partners 
with the STA which is provided the responsibility of administering the 
40% Program Manager TFCA funds for Solano County. 

Approximately $140,000 to $160,000 is available for FY 2008-09. 

Projects that improve air quality, such as: bicycle and pedestrian 
facilities, clean fuel shuttle service, clean fuel technology, clean air 
vehicle retrofit, smart growth and arterial management projects. 

http://solanolinks.comlstajobs.htm 

Robert Guerrero, STA Senior Planner, (707) 424-6014, 
rguerrero@sta-snci.com 

Robert Guerrero, STA Senior Planner, (707) 424-6014 
rguerrero@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Assistant Planner 

This summary of the MTC/ABAG Station Area and FOCUS Planning Grants 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:
 

Eligible applicants include station areas identified under MTC's 
Resolution 3434 as well as approved Priority Development Areas 
(both potential and planned PDAs are eligible). 

The Station Area Planning grant program is an initiative to finance 
planning efforts that will result in land use plans and policies that 
increase transit ridership around public transit hubs and bus and rail 
corridors in the nine-county San Francisco Bay Area. 

Approximately $7.5 million is available for FY 2007-08; $750,000 
maximum grant amount. 

Localized planning efforts and associated environmental impact 
reports, and for specific plan elements. 

http://www.bayareavision.org/initiatives/incentives.html 

Jackie Guzman, Regional PlannerlFOCUS StaffPerson for Solano 
County (ABAG), (510) 464-7994, jackieg@abag.ca.gov 

Robert Macaulay, STA Planning Director, (707) 424-6006 
rmacaulay@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STATAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Assistant Planner 

This summary of the Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) 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:
 

Cities and Counties within the State of California are eligible to apply. 

HSIP funds are available for expenditure on any highway safety 
improvement project on any public road, publicly owned 
bicycle/pedestrian pathway, or trail. 

Caltrans is accepting applications of candidate HSIP projects for the 
2007-08 and 2008-09 Federal Fiscal Years (FFY). Approximately 
$32 million (FFY 2007-08) and $54 million (FFY 2008-09) are 
available under the program. 

Safety improvement projects on local streets and roads. 

Examples: 
•	 City of Sacramento - Upgrade traffic signals to include left 

turn phase at Rio Linda Blvd/Bell Avenue intersection 
$364,590; FFY 2006-07 

•	 County of San Francisco - Upgrade guardrails and install end 
treatments at various locations $482,040; FFY 2006-07 

http://www.mtc.ca.gov/funding/hsip.htm 

John Brewster, Senior Transportation Engineer (Caltrans), (510) 286­
6485, john_brewster@dot.ca.gov 

Sara Woo, STA Assistant Planner, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STATAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Assistant Planner 

This summary of the Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) 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: 

Cities, Counties, and regional agencies in the state of California are
 
eligible to apply.
 

The intent of the TLSP is to improve safety, operations and the
 
effective capacity oflocal streets and roads.
 

Prop 1B provides $250 million.
 
$150 million of that is allocated to the City of Los Angeles (pursuant
 
to SB 88)
 
$100 million is available on a competitive basis statewide
 

Eligible projects are traffic light synchronization projects or other
 
technology-based improvements to improve safety, operations and the
 
effective capacity of local streets and roads.
 

Typical projects include (but not limited to):
 
•	 Signal coordination on major corridors to increase traffic flow 

efficiency and air quality benefits 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/traffops/sysmgtpl/TLSP/ 

David Van Dyken, California Department of Transportation (Caltrans 
Headquarters) 
(916) 654-4823 
david_van_dyken@dot.ca.gov 

Sara Woo, STA Assistant Planner, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Sara Woo, Assistant Planner 

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

Eligible Project 
Sponsors: 

Program Description: 

Funding Available: 

Eligible Projects: 

Further Details: 

Program Contact
 
Person:
 

STA Contact Person:
 

State, local, regional agencies; cities and counties; non-profit 
organizations; schools/school districts; and Native American Tribes. 

The program is intended to improve conditions for children in 
kindergarten through eighth grade, to safely walk and bicycle to 
school. 

The second FY 2007-08 call for projects is currently unknown, but 
anticipated for January 2008. 

Approximately $46 million is available for FY 2007-08; each of the 
twelve (12) Caltrans Districts will receive at least $1 million; no local 
match, 100 percent federally reimbursed. 

Infrastructure projects: capital improvements related to bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities 
Non-infrastructure projects: programs and strategies that increase 
public awareness and education. 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LocaIPrograms/saferoutes/srts.htm 

Joyce Parks, Caltrans SRTS Coordinator, (916) 653-6920, 
joyce---'parks@dot.ca.gov 

Sara Woo, STA Assistant Planner, (707) 424-6075 
swoo@sta-snci.com 
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Agenda Item Vll.H 
January 30,2008 

s,ra 
Solano Transportation Authority
 

Board Meeting Highlights
 
January 9, 2008
 

6:00 p.m.
 

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

FROM: Johanna Masiclat, STA Clerk ofthe Board 
RE: Summary Actions ofthe January 9,2008 STA Board Meeting 

Following is a summary of the actions taken by the Solano Transportation Authority at 
the Board meeting of January 9,2008. If you have any questions regarding specific 
items, please call me at 424-6008. 

BOARD MEMBERS PRESENT: 

Eddie Woodruff (Chair) City ofRio Vista 
Jim Spering (Vice Chair) County of Solano 
Elizabeth Patterson City ofBenicia 
Mary Ann Courville City ofDixon 
Ed Woodruff City ofRio Vista 
Pete Sanchez City of Suisun City 
Len Augustine City ofVacaville 
Osby Davis City ofVallejo 

ACTION - FINANCIAL ITEMS 

A.	 Request for Proposals for 1-80/1-680/1-780 Corridors Highway Operations 
Recommendation: 
Authorize the Executive Director to: 

1.	 Issue a Request for Proposals for consultant services for the 1-80/1-680/1-780 
Corridors Highway Operations Implementation Study; and 

2.	 Execute a consultant contract for an amount not to exceed $300,000 for the 1-80/1­
680/1-780 Corridors Highway Operations Implementation Study. 

On a motion by Board Member Davis, and a second by Vice Chair Spering, the STA 
Board unanimously approved the recommendation. 
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B.	 State Transit Assistance Funds (STAF) Fund (FY) 2007-08 Amendment No.3 
Recommendation: 

1.	 The amended list ofFY 2007-08 Northern County Solano STAF transit projects 
and programs as shown on Attachment B for the following projects: 

a.	 Transit Consolidation Study Phase II ($60,000); 
b.	 Vallejo Request for SB 976 Transition Plan Support ($70,000) and a copy 

of the plan will be provided to the Consortium; 
c.	 Benicia Local Transit Assessment Study ($30,000) and a copy of the study 

be provided to the Consortium; and 
2.	 Consider future STAF funding to cover costs associated with Vallejo Transit 

operation ofRt. 70 and potential operation ofBenicia's Intercity Paratransit 
servIce. 

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

ACTION - NON-FINANCIAL ITEMS 

A.	 Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan Purpose Statement and Organization 
Recommendation: 
Adopt the Purpose Statement, Goals and Organization as specified in the staff report for 
the Solano Comprehensive Transportation Plan. 

By consensus, the STA Board unanimously approved to table this item until the next 
meeting in February. 

B.	 STA's Final 2008 Legislative Priorities and Platform 
Recommendation: 
Approve the STA's Final 2008 Legislative Priorities and Platform. 

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

CONSENT CALENDAR ITEMS 

On a motion by Vice Chair Spering, and a second by Board Member Augustine, the STA Board 
unanimously approved Consent Calendar Items A thru I. 

A.	 STA Board Meeting Minutes of December 12, 2007 
Recommendation: 
Approve STA Board Special Minutes ofDecember 12,2007. 

B.	 Review TAC Draft Minutes for the Meeting of January 2, 2008 
Recommendation: 
Receive and file. 
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C.	 Final Indirect Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP) Rate for Fiscal Year (FY) 2006-07 
Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1.	 Final ICAP Rate for FY 2006-07; and 
2.	 Authorize the Executive Director to include the rate adjustment to the ICAP 

application for FY 2008-09 to Caltrans 

D.	 Solano County Fiscal Year (FY) 2008-09 Transportation Funds for Clean Air 
(TFCA) 40% Program Manager Call for Projects 
Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1.	 $207,253 in FY 2008-09 TFCA Program Manager Funds for Solano Napa 
Commuter Incentives Program; and 

2.	 Issue a call for projects for the remaining FY 2008-09 TFCA program Manager 
Funds. 

E.	 SolanoExpress Route 30 and Route 90 Status Update 
Recommendation: 
Receive and file. 

F.	 Solano Paratransit Status Update 
Recommendation: 
Receive and file. 

G.	 Surplus of Two Solano Paratransit Vehicles 
Recommendation: 
Authorize the Executive Director to surplus two fully depreciated paratransit vehicles. 

H.	 Request for State Partnership Planning Grant Funds for Local Match for State 
Route (SR) 12 1-80 to 1-5 Corridor Study and Formation of SR 12 Corridor 
Advisory Committee 
Recommendation: 
Approve the following: 

1.	 Adopt Resolution No. 2008-01 authorizing the Executive Director to submit an 
application for Caltrans' State Transportation Planning Grant Program for 
$300,000 for the SR 12 1-80 to 1-5 Corridor Study; and 

2.	 Initiate creation ofthe SR 12 Corridor Advisory Committee, and invite 
participation ofSJCOG and SACOG, with the membership and purposes 
specified in Attachment A. 

I.	 SR 113 Major Investment and Corridor Study Update 
Recommendation: 
Appoint Board Member Len Augustine to the SR 113 Steering Committee representing 
the City ofVacaville. 
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COMMENTS FROM METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
(MTC), CALTRANS, AND STAFF: 

A.	 Caltrans Report: 
Janet Adams provided a status report on Truck Restrictions on SR 12 as well as 
a status update on various construction projects in Solano County. 

B.	 MTC Report: 
Vice Chair and MTC Commissioner Spering announced the following: 

1.	 "Call for Projects" Submittals for the Transportation 2035 Plan are 
due to MTC on March 5,2008. 

2.	 Unpaid Tolls and Fines to cost MTC $3.5 million 

C.	 STA Report: 
1.	 Daryl Halls provided an overview of STA's successful projects, plans, and 

programs conducted in calendar year 2007. 
2.	 Robert Macaulay provided an overview of the safety efforts being 

accomplished along the SR 12 East from 1-80 to the Rio Vista Bridge. 
3.	 Liz Niedziela provided a status report on the growth of ridership and increase 

in farebox for SolanoExpress Routes 30 and 90 and the improved farebox for 
Solano Paratransit. 

INFORMATIONAL ITEMS - NO DISCUSSION 

A.	 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Call for Projects Status 

B.	 Federal Transit Administration (¥fA) Section 5311 Funding for Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2007-08 and 2008-09 

C.	 State Route (SR) 12 Status Update 

D.	 Project Delivery Update 

E.	 Funding Opportunities Summary 

F.	 STA Board Meeting Schedule for 2008 

ADJOURNMENT 

The STA Board meeting was adjourned at 7:35 p.m. The next regular meeting of the STA 
Board is scheduled on Wednesday, February 13, 2008 6:00 p.m. at the Suisun City Hall. 
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Agenda Item V/lI
 
January 30,2008
 

DATE: January 22, 2008 
TO: STA TAC 
FROM: Johanna Masiclat, Clerk of the Board 
RE: STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 2008 

Background: 
Attached are the STA Board and Advisory Committee meeting schedule for calendar year 
2008 that may be of interest to the STA TAC. 

Fiscal Impact: 
None. 

Recommendation: 
Informational. 

Attachment: 
A. STA Board and Advisory Committee Meeting Schedule for 2008 
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SfA BOARD AND ADVISORY ATTACHMENT A 
COMMITTEE MEETING SCHEDULE5 a 

CALENDAR YEAR 2008 
- ­

DATE TIME DESCRIPTION LOCATION STATUS 
Wed., January 30 10:00 a.m. Intercitv Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisorv Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Thurs., February 7 6:30p.m. Bicvcle Advisorv Committee (BAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
Wed., February 13 6:00p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Wed., February 27 10:00 a.m. Intercitv Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisorv Committee (TACl STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Thurs., March 6 6:30p.m. Bicvcle Advisorv Committee (HAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
Wed., March 12 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Fri~ March 14 12 noon Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Fairfield Community Center Confirmed 
Thurs~ March 20 6:00p.m. Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PACl STA Conference Room Confirmed 
Wed., March 26 10:00 a.m. Intercitv Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Wed., April 9 6:00p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Wed., April 30 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Thurs., Mav i 6:30 p.m. Bicvcle Advisorv Committee (BAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
Wed., Mav14 6:00p.m. STA Board Meetinl! Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Thurs., May 15 6:00 p.m. Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) STA Conference Room Tentative 
Fri., May 16 12 noon Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Fairfield Community Center Confirmed 
Wed., May28 10:00 a.m. Intercitv Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Wed., June 11 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meeting Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Wed., June 25 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Thurs., July 3 6:30 p.m. BicYcle Advisory Committee (BAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
Thurs., July 9 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meetinl! Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Thurs., Julv 17 6:00 p.m. Pedestrian Advisorv Committee (PACl STA Conference Room Tentative 
Fri., July 18 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Fairfield Community Center Confirmed 
July 30 (No Meeting) SUMMER Intercity Transit Consortium N/A N/A 

RECESS Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) N/A N/A 

August 13 (No Meeting) SUMMER STA Board Meeting N/A N/A 
RECESS 

Wed., August 27 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 
1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Thurs., September 4 6:30 p.m. BicYcle Advisorv Committee (BAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
Wed., September 10 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meetinl! Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Thurs. September 18 6:00 p.m. Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
Thurs., September 19 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCC) Fairfield Community Center Confirmed 
Wed., September 24 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisorv Committee (TACl STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Wed., October 8 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meetinl! Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Wed., October 29 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Thurs., November 6 6:30 p.m. BicYcle Advisory Committee (BAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 
Wed., November 12 6:00 p.m. STA's 11th Annual Awards TBD ­ Rio Vista TBD 
Thurs., November 14 12:30 p.m. Paratransit Coordinating Council (PCCl Fairfield Community Center Confirmed 
Thurs., November 20 6:00 p.m. Pedestrian Advisory Committee (PAC) STA Conference Room Tentative 
Wed., November 26 10:00 a.m. Intercity Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Confirmed 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisorv Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Confirmed 

Wed., December 10 6:00 p.m. STA Board Meetinl! Suisun City Hall Confirmed 
Wed., December 31 10:00 a.m. Intercitv Transit Consortium STA Conference Room Tentative 

1:30 p.m. Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) STA Conference Room Tentative 

SUMMARY: 
STA Board: 
Consortium/TAC: 
BAC: 
PAC: 
PCC: 

Meets 2nd Wednesday of Every Month 
Meets Last Wednesday of Every Month 
Meets 1" Thursday ofevery Odd Month 
Meets 3'd Thursday of every Odd Month 
Meets 3rd Fridays ofevery Odd Month 

143
 


