ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
http://www.catc.ca.gov

May 18-19, 2016
Stockton, California

Wednesday, May 18, 2016

1:00 PM Commission Meeting
San Joaquin Council of Governments
555 E Weber Ave
Stockton, CA

5:30 PM Reception
University Plaza Waterfront Hotel
Courtyard
110 W Fremont Street
Stockton, CA

7:00 PM Commissioners’ Dinner
University Plaza Waterfront Hotel
Delta Bistro
110 W Fremont Street
Stockton, CA

Thursday. May 19, 2016

9:00 AM Commission Meeting
San Joaquin Council of Governments
555 E Weber Ave
Stockton, CA

To view the live webcast of this meeting, please visit: http://ctc.dot.ca.gov/webcast

NOTICE: Times identified on the following agenda are estimates only. The Commission has the discretion to take up agenda items out of sequence and
on either day of the two-day meeting, except for those agenda items bearing the notation “TIMED ITEM.” TIMED ITEMS which may not be heard prior to
the Time scheduled but may be heard at, or any time after the time scheduled. The Commission may adjourn earlier than estimated on either day.

A copy of this meeting notice and agenda will be posted 10 days prior to the meeting and related book items will be posted 5 days prior to the meeting on
the California Transportation Commission Website: www.catc.ca.gov

Questions or inquiries about this meeting may be directed to the Commission staff at (916) 654-4245, 1120 N Street (MS-52), Sacramento, CA 95814. If
any special accommodations are needed for persons with disabilities, please contact Doug Remedios at (916) 654-4245. Requests for special
accommodations should be made as soon as possible but at least five days prior to the scheduled meeting.

Persons attending the meeting who wish to address the California Transportation Commission on a subject to be considered at this meeting are asked to
complete a Speaker Request Card and give it to the Executive Assistant prior to the discussion of the item. If you would like to present handouts/written
material to the California Transportation Commission at the meeting, please provide a minimum of 25 copies labeled with the agenda item number.

* “A” denotes an “Action” item; “I” denotes an “Information” item; “C” denotes a “Commission” item; “D” denotes a “Department” item; “F” denotes a “U.S.
Department of Transportation” item; “R” denotes a Regional or other Agency item; and “T” denotes a California Transportation Agency (CalSTA) item.

FREQUENTLY USED TERMS: California Transportation Commission (Commission or CTC), California Department of Transportation (Department or
Caltrans), Regional Improvement Program (RIP), Interregional Improvement Program (IIP), State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), State
Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP), Public Transportation Account (PTA), Clean Air and
Transportation Improvement Act of 1990 (Proposition 116), High Speed Passenger Train Bond Program (Proposition 1A), Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction,
Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1B), Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA), State Route 99 Bond Program (RTE or
SR 99), Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account (LBSRA), Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF), Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA),
State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP), Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP), Letter of No Prejudice (LONP), Environmental Phase (PA&ED),
Design Phase (PS&E), Right of Way (R/W), Fiscal Year (FY), Active transportation Program (ATP), Intercity Rail(ICR)

NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED CTC MEETING (Subject to Change):
CTC Meeting —June 29-30, 2016 in Sacramento, CA



http://ctc.dot.ca.gov/webcast
http://www.catc.ca.gov/

CTC MEETING

ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA

May 18-19, 2016

| Tab # | Item Description | Ref. # | Presenter | Status* |
GENERAL BUSINESS
1 Roll Call 11 Bob Alvarado I C
2 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance: 2.4a.(1) | Stephen Maller A D
8 Ayes | --03-ED-50-PM 76.1 Michael Whiteside
Knox Van Dyke Johnson, et al.
3 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance: 2.4a.(2) | Stephen Maller A D
8 Ayes | --06-Tul-65-PM 16.20 Michael Whiteside
Thomas B. Prescott and Deborah J. Prescott, Trustees of The
Prescott Living Trust Est.
January 18, 2011
(Related Item under Tab 69.)
4 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance: 2.4a.(3) | Stephen Maller A D
8 Ayes | --11-SD-76-PM 32.6 Michael Whiteside
Lynne V. Villalobos, a married woman
5 Welcome to the Region 112 Mayor Anthony Silva| | R
Andrew Chesley
6 Approval of Minutes for March 16-17, 2016 12 Bob Alvarado A C
7 Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 15 Bob Alvarado A C
REPORTS
8 Election of Commission Vice Chair 113 Bob Alvarado A C
9 Executive Director’'s Report 13 Susan Bransen A C
10 Commission Reports 1.4 Bob Alvarado A C
11 CalSTA Secretary and/or Undersecretary 16 Brian Kelly I T
12 Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director 17 Malcolm Dougherty I D
13 FHWA California Division Administrator 111 Vincent Mammano I F
14 Regional Agencies Moderator 18 Sarkes Khachek I R
15 Rural Counties Task Force Chair 19 Jerry Barton I R
16 Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 110 Dianne Steinhauser I R
POLICY MATTERS
17 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1 Eric Thronson A C
18 Budget and Allocation Capacity 4.2 Eric Thronson I D
Steven Keck
19 Federal Funding Issues Including Repurposing Grants and 4.19 Eric Thronson I D
FAST Act Implementation Steven Keck
20 Presentation on the 2016 State Transportation Improvement 4.5 Laurel Janssen I C
Program
21 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program Adoption 4.15 Laurel Janssen A C
22 2017 Active Transportation Program Fund Estimate Adoption 4.12 Eric Thronson A C/D
Steven Keck
23 California Sustainable Freight Action Plan 4.21 Garth Hopkins A |CI/IDIR
Kome Ajise
Doug Ito
John Kato
Frank Ramirez
24 I-405 Orange County Express Lanes Project Presentation 4.23 Eric Thronson I C
Darrel Johnson
Ryan Chamberlain
25 Toll Facility Approval Request — Interstate 405 Improvement 4.8 Eric Thronson A C
Project in Orange County
26 Asset Management Plan — Extension Request to Approve 4.20 Stephen Maller A D
Performance Measures and Goals Mike Johnson
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CTC MEETING

ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA

May 18-19, 2016

| Tab #

| Item Description

| Ref. #

| Presenter

| Status*

INFORMATION CALENDAR

Stephen Maller

27

Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated
Authority
-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5.(1)): $51,890,000 for 30
projects.
-- SHOPP Safety Lump Sum Sub-Allocations (2.5t.(3)): $23,428,000
for 11 projects.
-- Minor G-05-05 Allocations (2.5.(4)): $13,655,000 for 18 projects.

2.5f.

Monthly Reports on the Status of Contract Award for:

28

State Highway Projects, per Resolution G-06-08

3.2a.

29

Local Assistance STIP Projects, per Resolution G-13-07

3.2b.

30

Local Assistance ATP Projects, per Resolution G-15-04

3.2c.

31

Monthly Report on Local and Regional Agency Notices of
Intent to Expend Funds on Programmed STIP Projects Prior to
Commission Allocation per SB 184

3.4

Quarterly Report: Third Quarter-FY 2015-16

32

Aeronautics — Acquisition & Development and Airport
Improvement Program

3.5

Other Reports

33

Final Right of Way Estimate for the Route 10 HOV lane project
(PPNO 0310B) in Los Angeles County.

3.6

BEGIN CONSENT CALENDAR

Stephen Maller

34

STIP Amendment for Approval:

The City of Calexico proposes to program $4,500,000 in
Federal SAFETEA-LU Border Infrastructure Program (BIP)
funds for the construction phase of the Cesar Chavez
Boulevard Widening and Improvement — 2" Street to Route 98
project (PPNO 0606) in Imperial County.

2.1a.(3)
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CTC MEETING

ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA

May 18-19, 2016

| Tab # | Item Description | Ref. # [ Presenter | Status* |

35 Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2¢.(1)
02-But/Plu-70, PM 35.9/47.9, 13.1
Feather River Drainage Project
Repair culverts and install additional drainage facilities on a
portion of State Route 70 in Plumas and Butte Counties.
(MND) (EA 02-0H030)
06-Kin-198, PM R15.5
Hanford-Armona Road Intersection Improvements Project
Construct roadway improvements to an existing interchange
on State Route 198 in Kings County.
(MND) (PPNO 6651) (SHOPP)
06-Ker-43/119, PM 0.1/0.4, 17.8/18.5
State Route 43/State Route 119 Intersection Improvements
Project
Construct roadway improvements to an existing interchange
on State Route 43 and State Route 119 in Kern County.
(MND) (PPNO 6698) (SHOPP)
06-Kin-43/137, PM 1.3/1.7, 0.0/0.2
Whitley Avenue Intersection Improvements Project
Construct roadway improvements to an existing intersection on
State Route 43 and State Route 137 in Kings County.
(ND) (PPNO 6619) (SHOPP)
(Related Item under Tab 74.)
09-Mno-395, PM 93.4/95.7
Little Walker Shoulders Project
Widen shoulders on a portion of United States Route 395 in
Mono County. (MND) (PPNO 0615) (SHOPP)
10-Ama-88, PM 21.6/24.6
State Route 88 Pine Grove Corridor Improvement Project
Construct Roadway improvements on a portion of State Route
88 in Amador County. (MND) (PPNO 2454) (STIP)
(Related Item under Tab 70.)
12-Ora-57, PM 20.1/21.8
State Route 57/Lambert Road Interchange Improvements
Project
Construct roadway improvements to an existing interchange
on State Route 57 in Orange County.
(MND) (PPNO 3834) (STIP)

36 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2¢.(2)
07 — Los Angeles County
Willowbrook/Rosa Parks Station Improvements Project
Station improvements and acquisition of station area property.
(ND) (ATP)

37 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2¢.(3)
11 — San Diego County
Live Oak Elementary and Potter Junior High — Reche Road
Construction of a continuous left-turn lane and five-foot
bike lanes.
(ND) (PPNO 0688) (ATP)

38 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(4)
07 — Los Angeles County
Metro Blue Line Track Improvements Project
Installation of four new sets of track crossovers and other
upgrades. (MND) (TIRCP)
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May 18-19, 2016

| Tab #

Item Description

| Ref. #

| Presenter

| Status*

39

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:
12 — Orange County

Orange Transportation Center/Metrolink Parking Structure
Construction of a 600 stall parking structure.

(MND) (PPNO 9657) (STIP)

2.2¢.(5)

40

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:
02— Shasta County

Placer Street Improvement Project

Repave, restripe and widen Placer Street.

(MND) (PPNO 2572) (ATP)
(Related Item under Tab 77.)

2.2¢.(6)

41

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding
03 — Sacramento County

Laguna Creek Trail

Construction of a new bicycle/pedestrian path.

(MND) (PPNO 5990) (STIP)

2.2¢.(7)

42

Four Relinquishment Resolutions —

--08-Riv-86-PM R16.7
Right of way along Route 86 on Desert Cactus Drive, in the
county of Riverside.

--11-SD-8-PM 6.7/9.6
Right of way along Route 8 on Alvarado Canyon Road,
Alvarado Road and 70 Street, in the city of San Diego.

--11-SD-8-PM 9.3/9.8
Right of way along Route 8 on Alvarado Road and 70t Street,
in the city of La Mesa.

2.3c.

43
8 Ayes

19 Resolutions of Necessity:
Resolutions C-21453 through C-21471

2.4b.

44

Director’s Deeds:

Items 1 through 41

Excess Lands - Return to State: $18,895,724
Return to Others: $0

2.4d.

45

Reduction to the CAAP A&D Aeronautic Allocations for:

e Brackett Field Airport (LA-25-10-1) in Los Angeles County

e Montague/Yreka Field Airport (Sis-2-14-01) in Siskiyou
County

2.7¢.(1)-
2.7¢.(2)

46

Technical Correction for TIRCP projects:

Correct the “Budget Item” and “Fund Type” from
“302-0042R/SHA” to “301-0046R/PTA” for three previously
approved Transit & Intercity Rail Capitol Program projects.

2.9

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR

POLICY MATTERS

47

Innovations in Transportation
e Peloton Technology

4.3

Garth Hopkins
Jonny Morris

48

2015 Report on Caltrans’ Review of Metropolitan Planning
Organization’s Regional Transportation Plans

4.6

Laura Pennebaker
Coco Briseno

W)

49

Development of Guidelines for Regional Transportation Plans
and the California Transportation Plan Update

4.22

Laura Pennebaker

50

Capital Outlay Support Workload Forecast Methodology
Report

4.9

Eric Thronson

51

Letter of No Prejudice Guidelines Adoption

4.16

Laurel Janssen

52

Road Charge Technical Advisory Committee and Pilot
Program Update

44

Mitch Weiss

>|>

53

City of Los Angeles - Traffic Light Synchronization Projects

4.10

Dawn Cheser
Dan Mitchell

O o0 O O
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Tab #

| Item Description

| Ref. #

| Presenter

| Status*

ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS

Environmental Matters — Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding, Route Adoption or

New Public Road Connection (Final Negative Declaration or EIR)

54

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:
04 — Alameda County

Lake Merritt to Bay Trail Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge
Construction of an elevated pedestrian and bicycle bridge.

(FEIR) (PPNO 2190J) (ATP)
(Related Item under Tab 77.)

2.2¢.(8)

Jose Oseguera

A C

Airspace Leases

55

Request to authorize execution of new lease, including a
20-year term extension, with existing tenant Basin Street
Properties in Mill Valley

2.4c.

Stephen Maller

Jennifer S. Lowden

PROGRAM UPDATES

Active Transportation Program

56

Technical Adjustments to the 2015 Active Transportation
Program

4.14

Laurie Waters

Proposition 1B Program

57

Adoption of the 2016 Highway Railroad Crossing Safety
Account Program Guidelines

4.11

Dawn Cheser

58

Proposition 1B Intercity Rail Program Amendment
(Related Items under Tabs 75 & 76.)

4.17

Laurel Janssen
Bruce Roberts

Proposition 1A Program

59

Proposition 1A High Speed Passenger Train Bond Program

Amendment
(Related Item under Tab 80.)

4.18

Laurel Janssen

STIP Program

60

Update on the 2015-16 STIP Delivered List of Allocations
Requested but not yet Approved

4.7

Laurel Janssen
Bruce De Terra

61

STIP Amendment for Notice:

The Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the San Mateo
City/County Council of Governments (C/CAG) and the San
Mateo County Transportation Authority are proposing to
program an AB 3090 cash reimbursement project (PPNO
0690B) to use local funds for construction of the US
101/Willow Road Interchange project (0690A) in San Mateo
County.

2.1b.

Laurel Janssen
Bruce De Terra

SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS REQUEST

62

Request for $320,000 in additional funds to complete the
construction contract for a SHOPP project which will repair a
damaged bridge on Route 163 in San Diego County (PPNO
4486). This results in an increase of 113.9 percent over the
current allocation.

2.5e.

Stephen Maller
Laurie Berman

PROGRAM UPDATE

SHOPP Program

63

Request to:
--Add 28 new projects into the 2014 SHOPP.
--Revise 15 projects currently programmed in the 2014 SHOPP.

2.1a.(1)

Rick Guevel
Bruce De Terra

64

Request to:

--Add six new projects into the 2016 SHOPP.

--Revise 27 projects currently programmed in the 2016 SHOPP.
--Develop two Long Lead projects.

2.1a.(2)

Rick Guevel
Bruce De Terra

ALLOCATIONS

Minor Program Allocations

65

Request of $2,425,000 for three Minor projects.

2.5a.

Rick Guevel
Bruce De Terra
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ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA

May 18-19, 2016

| Tab # | Item Description | Ref. # | Presenter | Status* |

SHOPP Allocations

66 Request of $112,954,000 for 20 SHOPP projects as follows: 2.5b.(1) | Rick Guevel A D

2.5b.(1a) --$85,031,000 for 11 SHOPP projects. Bruce De Terra
2.5b.(1b) --$27,923,000 for nine projects amended into the
SHOPP.

SHOPP Allocations - Advancements

67 Request of $240,000 for the SHOPP planting mitigation project nea 2.5b.(2) | Rick Guevel A D
Gaviota Gorge Tunnel (PPNO 2292Y), in Santa Barbara County, Bruce De Terra
on the State Highway System, programmed in FY 2016-17.
STIP Allocations

68 Request of $4,736,000 for two State administered STIP projects, | 2.5¢.(1) | Laurel Janssen A D
on the State Highway System. Bruce De Terra
(Related Item under Tab 3.)

69 Request of $2,410,000 for two locally administered STIP projects, | 2.5¢.(2) | Laurel Janssen A D
on the State Highway System. Bruce De Terra
(Related Item under Tab 35.)

70 Request of $11,160,000 for 10 locally administered STIP 2.5¢.(3) | Laurel Janssen A D
projects, off the State Highway System. Bruce De Terra

2.5¢.(3a) -- $10,968,000 for eight STIP projects.
2.5¢c.(3b)— $ 192,000 for two STIP Planning, Programming,
and Monitoring projects.

Allocation of Project with Cost that Exceed 20 Percent of the Programmed Amount

71 Request of $19,880,000 for one SHOPP project to repair slope 2.5d.(1) | Stephen Maller A D
damaged by storm along Route 101 in Mendocino County (PPNO Charlie Fielder
4550). This is an adjustment of 44.5 percent over the original
programmed amount.

72 Request of $4,240,000 for one STIP environmental mitigation 2.5d.(2) | Stephen Maller A D
project for the Willits Bypass on Route 101 in Mendocino County Charlie Fielder
(PPNO 0125Y). This is an adjustment of 92.7 percent over the
original programmed amount.

73 Request of $3,188,000 for one SHOPP project to improve 2.5d.(3) | Stephen Maller A D
intersection on Route 43 in Kings County (PPNO 6619). This is Sharri Bender Ehlert
an adjustment of 66.1 percent over the original programmed
amount.
(Related Item under Tab 35.)
Proposition 1B Intercity Rail (ICR) Project Allocation

74 Request of $900,000 for the locally administered ICR Wayside 2.59.8) | Laurel Janssen A D
Power Surge (PPNO 75-2118) in Placer County. Bruce Roberts
(Related Item under Tab 59.)
Passenger Equipment Acquisition Fund (PEAF) Project Allocation

75 Request of $6,674,000 for the acquisition of one diesel electric 2.6a.(4) | Laurel Janssen A D
locomotive, Locomotive #21 (PPNO PE001) Passenger Bruce Roberts
Equipment Acquisition Fund funded project.
(Related Item under Tab 59.)
Active Transportation Program (ATP) Allocations

76 Request of $39,801,000 for 42 Active Transportation 2.5w.(1) | Laurie Waters A D
Program projects. Rihui Zhang
(Related Item under Tab 40 & 55
Active Transportation Program (ATP) Allocation - Advancements

77 Request of $637,000 for 10 locally administered ATP projects, 2.5w.(2) | Laurie Waters A D
programmed in FY 16-17. Rihui Zhang
Waterborne Ferry Project Allocation

78 Request of $3,244,000 for the Waterborne Ferry Program in the 2.6d. Teresa Favila A D
San Francisco Bay Area for FY 2016-17. Bruce Roberts
Multi-Funded - Proposition 1A/Transit & Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) Project Allocation

79 Request of $14,800,000 for the multi-funded Proposition 2.6f.(1) Laurel Janssen A D
1A/TIRCP Capitol Corridor Travel Time Reduction project (PPNO Bruce Roberts
CP012), in various counties.
(Related Item under Tab 60.)
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May 18-19, 2016

| Tab # | Item Description | Ref. # | Presenter | Status* |

Transit & Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) Project Allocations

80 Request of $10,200,000 for two Transit and Intercity Rail 2.69. Laurel Janssen A D
Capital Program projects. Bruce Roberts
TIME EXTENSION REQUESTS
Project Allocation Time Extension

81 Request to extend the period of allocation for 38 Active 2.8a. | Teresa Favila A D
Transportation Program projects, per ATP Guidelines. Rihui Zhang
Contract Award Time Extension

82 Request to extend the period of contract award for the 2.8b.(1) | Teresa Favila A D
Water Quality Improvement SHOPP project (PPNO 1067B) in Bruce De Terra
San Francisco County, per STIP Guidelines.

83 Request to extend the period of contract award for two 2.80.(2) | Teresa Favila A D
Aeronautic — A&D Program projects, per Aeronautics Gary Cathey
Guidelines Resolution G-14-03.

84 Request to Extend the period of contract award for two Active | 2.8b.3) | Teresa Favila A D
Transportation Projects, per ATP Guidelines. Rihui Zhang
Project Completion Time Extension

85 Request to extend the period of project completion for the 2.8c.(1) | Teresa Favila A D
locally administered STIP Rail Hercules Intercity Rail Station Bruce Roberts
project (PPNO 2011F) in Contra Costa County, per STIP
Guidelines.

86 Request to extend the period of completion for the locally 2.8c.(2) | Teresa Favila A D
administered Hercules Bay Trail, Bio Rad Segment STIP Rihui Zhang
project (PPNO 2025E), in Contra Costa County, per STIP
Guidelines.
Project Development Time Extension

87 Request to extend the period of project development 2.8d. | Teresa Favila A D
expenditures for the Downtown Hoopa Traffic Enhancement Bruce De Terra
STIP project (PPNO 2262), in Humboldt County, per STIP
Guidelines.
QTHER MATTERS / PUBLIC COMMENT 6.

ADJOURN

Highway Financial Matters

142,927,000
15,896,000
39,801,000
40,438,000

$ Total SHOPP/Minor Requested for Allocation
$

$

$

$ 900,000

$

$

$

Total STIP Requested for Allocation

Total ATP Requested for Allocation

Total ATP Advancement Requested for Allocation
Total Proposition 1B Bond Requested for Allocation
Total Supplemental Funds Requested for Allocation
Sub-Total Project Funds Requested for Allocation

320,000
240,282,000

88,973,000
$ 329,255,000

Delegated Allocations
Sub-Total, Highway Project Allocations

$ 30,787,115 Contributions from Other Sources
$ 360,042,115 Total Value

Total Jobs Created:

¢ 0

6,481 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced)

Total Proposition 1B Bond De-Allocations Requested.

Mass Transportation Financial Matters

$ 34,918,000 Total Requested for Allocation (Includes PEAF, Waterborne Ferry, Prop 1A and TIRCP)

$ 34,918,000 Total State Allocations

Total Jobs Created: 629 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced)

Page 8




Tab 1

PUBLIC DISTRIBUTION

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
1120 N Street, MS-52
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 654-4245 FAX: (916) 653-2134

CTC Website: http://www.catc.ca.gov

Mr. Bob Alvarado, Chair Vacant, Vice Chair
Northern California Carpenters Regional Council
265 Hegenberger Road, Suite 200
Oakland, CA 94621-1480
Ms. Lucetta Dunn

Ms. Yvonne B. Burke Orange County Business Council

1120 N Street MS-52 2 Park Plaza, Suite 100

Sacramento, CA 95814 Irvine, CA 92614

Mr. Jim Earp Mr. Carl Guardino

1120 N Street MS-52 Silicon Valley Leadership Group

Sacramento, CA 95814 2001 Gateway Place, Suite 101E
San Jose, CA 95110

Mr. James C. Ghielmetti Ms. Fran Inman

Signature Homes, Inc. Majestic Realty Company

4670 Willow Road, Suite 200 13191 N. Crossroads Parkway, Sixth Floor

Pleasanton, CA 94588 City of Industry, CA 91746-3497

Ms Christine Kehoe Mr. James Madaffer

1120 N Street MS-52 Madaffer Enterprises, Inc.

Sacramento, CA 95814 1620 5" Avenue, Suite 400

San Diego, CA 92101
Mr. Joseph Tavaglione
Tavaglione Construction & Development, Inc.
3405 Arlington Avenue
Riverside, CA 92506

Officio Members

The Honorable Jim Beall The Honorable Jim Frazier
Member of the Senate Member of the Assembly
State Capitol, Room 2068 State Capitol, Room 3091
Sacramento, CA 95814 Sacramento, CA 94814

Executive Director
Mr. Will Kempton
1120 N Street, Room 2233 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814
(916) 654-4245 FAX: (916) 653-2134



http://www.catc.ca.gov/

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 2

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No: 243( 1 )
Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way
and Land Surveys

subject: RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution)
C-21450 summarized on the following page. This Resolution is for a transportation project
on Highway 50 in District 3 in El Dorado County.

ISSUE.:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified
under Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are:

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most

compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury.

The property is necessary for the proposed project.

4. An offer to acquire the property in accordance with Government Code Section
7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

(98]

In this case, the property owners and lessee are contesting the Resolution and have requested an
appearance before the Commission. The primary concerns and objections expressed by the
property owners and lessee are that the proposed project is not planned or located in a manner that
will be most compatible with greatest public good and least private injury, that the property
sought to be acquired is not necessary for the project, and that a valid offer has not been made
pursuant to Government Code 7267.2. The objections of the property owners and lessee, and the
Department’s corresponding responses, are contained in Attachment B.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4a.(1)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION May 18-19, 2016
Page 2 of 2

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the property owners and lessee, who have been offered the full
amount of the Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance
benefits to which they may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt
the Department’s efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory
requirements, the owners and lessee have been advised that the Department is requesting the
Resolution at this time. Adoption will assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly
sequence of events required to meet construction schedules.

Extensive discussions have been ongoing between the property owners, lessee, and the Department
to address and resolve all issues. Progress has been made, but based on an inability to reach an
amicacle negotiated settlement on all outstanding issues, and given the Department’s need to meet
project schedule, the Department is requesting that this appearance proceed to the

May 18-19, 2016 Commission meeting. Legal possession will allow the construction activities on
the identified parcel to commence, thereby avoiding and/or mitigating considerable right of way
delay costs that will accrue if efforts to initiate the condemnation process are not taken
immediately to secure legal possession of the subject property.

C-21450 - Knox Van Dyke Johnson, et al.

03-ED-50-PM 76.2 - Parcel 035823-1, 3, 10 - EA 3C3809.

Right of Way Certification Date: 06/01/16; Ready to List Date: 06/01/16.

Conventional highway - storm water drainage improvements. Authorizes condemnation of a
permanent easement for highway purposes, a permanent easement for utility purposes, and a

temporary easement for construction purposes. Located in the City of South Lake Tahoe at 2375
Lake Tahoe Boulevard. APN 031-290-39.

Attachments:

Attachment A - Project Information

Exhibit A1 and A2 - Project Maps

Attachment B - Parcel Panel Report

Exhibit B1 and B2- Parcel Maps

Attachment C - Letters of Objection from property owners and lessee dated
October 28, 2015, October 30, 2015, and December 2, 2015

Attachment D - Resolution of Necessity

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



ATTACHMENT A



PROJECT DATA

Location:

Limits:

Cost:

Funding Source:

Number of Lanes:

Proposed Major Features:

Traffic:

Reference No.: 2.4a.(1)
May 18-19, 2016
Attachment A

PROJECT INFORMATION

03-ED-50 PM 75.4/77.3
Expenditure Authorization: 3C3809

On Highway 50 in El Dorado County in the City of
South Lake Tahoe.

From Highway 50/State Route 89 Junction to Trout Creek Bridge

Programmed Construction Cost: $35,800,000
Current Right of Way Cost Estimate: $3,000,000

State Highway Operations Protection Program (SHOPP)

Existing: Four lane divided highway with continuous two way
left turn lanes.

Proposed: Four lane divided highway with continuous two way
left turn lanes.

Along Highway 50, in the City of South Lake Tahoe, this project
specifically proposes to collect and treat storm water runoff and install
water treatment Best Management Practices. The primary objective of
this project is to collect and treat highway storm water runoff in order
to comply with a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System
Permit (Board Order Number 99-06-DWQA). Additionally, this
project will improve the roadway pavement structural section and cross
slope of Highway 50, widen existing shoulders to six feet to
accommodate Class II bike lanes, improve curbs, gutters, sidewalks,
and curb ramps in publically-owned right of way areas to comply with
ADA standards, improve bus pullouts, improve traffic signals at four
mtersections (Third Street, Tahoe Keys Boulevard, Sierra Boulevard,
and Rubicon/Carson intersection), add a new traffic signal at the Lodi
Avenue intersection, add empty conduits for future street lighting, add
a new right turn lane onto Tahoe Keys Boulevard, add dual left turn
lanes at Sierra Boulevard, and install street lights.

Existing (2011): 33,000 Annual Daily Traffic (ADT)
Proposed (2038): 46,400 ADT
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Page 1 of 8
PARCEL PANEL REPORT
PARCEL DATA
Property Owner:  Knox Van Dyke Johnson, et al. (Land Owners)
Lessee: G6 Hospitality Property LLC (Motel 6 & Restaurant Building Owner)
Parcel Location: 2375 Lake Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake Tahoe
Assessor Parcel Number 031-290-39
Present Use: Tourist Accommodations - Operating Motel & Vacant Restaurant

Zoning: Tahoe Valley Area Plan

Area of Property: 176,184 Square Feet (SF)

Areas Required:  Parcel 35823-1: 4,792 SF Temporary Construction Easement (TCE)
Parcel 35823-3: 1,323 SF Permanent Highway Easement
Parcel 35823-10: 15 SF Permanent Utility Easement

PARCEL DESCRIPTION

The property is generally rectangular in shape and is 176,184 SF (approximately

4.04 acres) in size, and has 743 feet of frontage on existing Highway 50. The property’s
topography is flat and level, and is generally at-grade with Highway 50. The subject
property is an interior lot, and is served by all public utilities. The property is currently
improved with an operating Motel 6, which includes two (2), two-story buildings
measuring 15,400 SF and 12,600 SF respectively, a 5,000 SF vacant restaurant building,
a swimming pool, a parking lot with 170 existing parking spaces, privately-owned
sidewalks & walkways, and two business signs. The aforementioned Motel 6
improvements were constructed by the current lessee in the 1970s.

NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY

The overall project will improve water quality, provide improved multi-modal mobility,
include pavement rehabilitation, and improve traffic operations in El Dorado County on
Highway 50 in South Lake Tahoe from Post Miles 75.4 to 77.3.

The primary objective of this project is to collect and treat highway storm water runoff in
order to comply with a National Pollution Discharge Elimination System Permit (Board
Order Number 99-06-DWQA\). In addition, the project will achieve water quality, air
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quality, and community design goals as described in the Lake Tahoe Basin
Environmental Improvement Program adopted by the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency.

This project will also improve the roadway pavement structural section and cross slope of
Highway 50, widen existing shoulders to six feet to accommodate Class Il bike lanes,
improve curbs, gutters, sidewalks, and curb ramps in publically-owned right of way areas
to comply with ADA standards, improve bus pullouts, improve traffic signals at four
intersections (Third Street, Tahoe Keys Boulevard, Sierra Boulevard, and
Rubicon/Carson intersection), add a new traffic signal at the Lodi Avenue intersection,
add empty conduits for future street lighting, add a new right turn lane onto Tahoe Keys
Boulevard, add dual left turn lanes at Sierra Boulevard, and install street lights.

The Department has cooperatively worked with the Property Owners, Lessee, and their
respective attorneys over the last several months in attempting to reduce right of way
impacts on the subject property, and to negotiate amicable solutions to many other topics
of importance to the Property Owners and Lessee.

Reductions in right of way areas have resulted from numerous suggestions and
recommendations provided by the Property Owners and Lessee, while a recent reduction
in the size of the TCE (35823-1) is a direct result of the Department lacking statutory
authority to seek a Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) in this situation to condemn right
of way areas beyond what is necessary to construct project facilities. Such issues are
complicated by the fact that the Property Owners and Lessee have not consented to the
voluntary conveyance of a larger TCE area to remove and reinstall privately-owned
improvements, including an existing sidewalk and adjacent landscaping, located on the
Property Owner’s remainder parcel.

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT

The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) first met in South Lake Tahoe on March 11,
2016 with Property Owner representatives, Helen Johnson and Mary McCall. The Panel
then convened a second Panel Review Meeting on March 30, 2016 (via teleconference)
with G6 Hospitality Property LLC representatives Randy Lee and attorney Jennifer
Dienhart. Based on the Department’s inability to coordinate one date/time that was
convenient for all interests, separate Condemnation Panel Review Meetings were
convened with the above parties.

Panel members included René Fletcher, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation,
Headquarters Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Linda Fong, Department of
Transportation, Headquarters Division of Design, Joann Georgallis, Department of
Transportation, Headquarters Legal Division, Robert W. Dauffenbach, Department of
Transportation, Headquarters Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel
Secretary, and Michael Whiteside, Assistant Chief Engineer.
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This report summarizes the findings of the Panel with regard to the four criteria required
for a Resolution and makes a recommendation to the Department’s Chief Engineer. The
primary concerns and objections expressed by the Property Owners and Lessee have
consistently related to their contentions that the proposed project is not planned or located
in a manner that will be most compatible with the greatest public good and the least
private injury.

However, the Department has undertaken extensive negotiations with the Property
Owners, the Lessee, and their respective attorneys over the last several months in the
hopes of successfully addressing all their questions, concerns, objections, and
recommendations related to the project and how best to minimize and mitigate impacts on
the subject parcel. Below is a brief outline of all the issues that have been successfully
resolved to the satisfaction of all involved parties up to this point in time:

e Construction activities on subject parcel will be completed in one season.

Construction activities in TCE will only occur between the hours of 8 a.m.

to 8 p.m.

Continuous vehicle and pedestrian access will be perpetuated at all times.

No driveway will be closed for more than 48 hours.

No equipment or material storage in TCE.

No blockage of on-site business sign(s).

No disruption of on-site drainage and/or related drainage facilities.

State’s highway contractor will relocate one privately-owned fire hydrant

impacted by the project.

e Confirmation regarding paving materials to be used in constructing new bus pad,
and that Property Owners/Lessee will not be responsible for any maintenance
activities associated with such facilities.

e New utility easements on subject property eliminated, while others reduced in
size.

e Mid-block lighting and installation of pedestrian cross walk in front of subject
parcel removed from current project.

e All requested design and drainage plans provided for review/analysis.

e Project construction activities will include re-conforming all existing driveways
abutting improved Highway 50.
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The following is a current description of remaining concerns and objections expressed
by the Property Owners, Lessee, and/or their respective attorneys, followed by the
Department’s responses:

Owner/Lessee:

Property Owners and Lessee continue to question and challenge the necessity of all right
of way requirements on the subject parcel, including the size and necessity of a TCE to
facilitate construction activities, requesting that all such right of way requirements on the
subject property be dropped, should this be possible.

Department Response:

The Department has engaged the Property Owners, the Lessee, and their respective
attorneys in extensive negotiations and discussions regarding the necessity for all
currently identified right of way requirements on the subject property, and in an effort to
reduce all such right of way requirements to the maximum extent possible. These right of
way areas have been reduced to minimum sizes necessary to construct project-related
facilities. Two Permanent Utility Easements have been totally eliminated by relocating
impacted utility facilities into the existing Highway 50 operating right of way corridor. A
third Permanent Utility Easement has now been reduced to an area measuring
approximately 2’ x 77 in size (15 SF) to facilitate the installation of utility conduits
between the existing Highway 50 Easement Corridor and an existing Sierra Pacific
Utility Easement, which now runs along the subject property’s frontage with Highway
50. A required Permanent Highway Easement has been reduced from

2,301 SF to 1,323 SF. The TCE area has also been reduced in size based on Property
Owner and Lessee requests, in addition to a reduction in size recently initiated by the
Department, as a basis for proceeding to condemnation. All current right of way
requirements have been minimized to the maximum extent possible, and cannot be
reduced further or completely eliminated.

Owner/Lessee:

The Property Owners and Lessee have requested that all construction activities on the
subject parcel (and within the existing, operating Highway 50 right of way corridor in
front to the subject parcel) be specifically limited to the hours of 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. only.

Department Response:

The Department has agreed to limit construction-related activities in the TCE area on the
subject property to the hours of 8 a.m. to 8 p.m. only. However, the Department cannot
limit construction activities within the existing Highway 50 operating right of way in a
similar manner, based on a need for nighttime work and traffic control requirements to
facilitate project construction activities.
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Owner/Lessee:
Property Owners and Lessee challenged the necessity for installing a pedestrian cross
walk and/or street lighting in front of the subject property as part of the current project.

Department Response:

The Department has now eliminated the installation of street lighting and a pedestrian
cross walk in front of the subject property as part of the current project. The necessity
and location of such facilities will be studied further in a separate project.

However, street lighting on the opposite side of Highway 50 across from the subject
property will continue to be installed as part of the current project. Electrical service for
this street lighting will traverse the existing operating Highway 50 easement corridor and
then run through a new Permanent Utility Easement measuring approximately 2° x 7’
located along the subject parcel’s frontage with Highway 50, in order to connect into an
existing Sierra Pacific Power Company Easement located along the subject property’s
Highway 50 frontage. The size of this new Permanent Utility Easement has been
minimized to the maximum extent possible.

Owner/Lessee:
A valid offer of just compensation, as required by Government Code Section 7267.2, has
not been provided to the Property Owners, Lessee, etc.

Department Response:

The Department has engaged in extensive negotiations with the Property Owners and
Lessee to address all questions, concerns, and objections related to the Department’s
offer(s) of just compensation as required under Government Code Section 7267.2. The
Department has provided copies of all of the Department’s fair market value appraisals,
memorandums of adjustment, and any appraisal revisions to the Property Owners and
Lessee for their review and analysis. The Department understands that the Property
Owners and/or Lessee have contracted for their own appraisal related to current project
impacts, but information related to this completed appraisal has not yet been provided to
the Department to facilitate specific discussions aimed at identifying, understanding, and
working through any valuation differences in the hopes of reaching an amicable
negotiated settlement.

Even while attempting to pursue a needed Resolution at this time, the Department’s
negotiations with the Property Owners and Lessee will continue in the hopes of reaching
an amicable negotiated settlement. Such settlement discussions are now based on two
different settlement scenarios, including a “primary offer” that includes a smaller
temporary construction easement for only those areas required to construct project-related
facilities.
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The second settlement scenario, an “alternate offer”, now includes a larger temporary
construction easement area (and the payment of just compensation for same) contingent
on the Property Owners’” and Lessee’s voluntary consent/written agreement related to
conveying use of an enlarged TCE area to facilitate the removal and replacement of
privately-owned sidewalk facilities and adjacent landscaping located on the subject parcel
remainder. However, absent this voluntary consent and written agreement from the
Property Owner and Lessee, the Department must now proceed with requesting the
current Resolution based on the smaller TCE required for construction of project-related
facilities only (identified as the “primary offer” above).

At this point in time, there is no pending settlement with the Property Owners or Lessee
regarding either of the above unsegregated settlement offers, and as such, the Department
is now pursuing a Resolution (based on the “primary offer”) covering only those specific
right of way requirements minimally necessary to construct project facilities.

Issues related to compensation do not fall under the purview of the Commission, and it is

assumed that all such compensation-related matters will be appropriately addressed and
resolved through continuing negotiations, or ensuing condemnation proceedings.

DEPARTMENT CONTACTS

The following is a summary of contacts made with the Property Owners and Lessee:

Type of Contact Number of Contacts
Mailing of information 31
E-Mail of information 80
Telephone contacts 55
Personal Meeting contacts 5

STATUTORY OFFER TO PURCHASE

As addressed above, the Department has appraised the subject property and offered the
full amount of the appraisal(s) to the Property Owners/Lessee of record as required by
Government Code Section 7267.2. The Property Owners/Lessee have been notified that
issues related to compensation are outside the purview of the Commission.
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PANEL RECOMMENDATION

The Panel concludes that the Department’s project complies with Section 1245.230 of the
Code of Civil Procedure in that:

The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

. The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most
compatible with the greatest public good and least private injury.

o The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project.

. An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has
been made to the owners of record.

The Panel recommends submitting this Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.

RENE FLETCHER

Assistant Division Chief

Office of Project Delivery

Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys
Panel Chair

| concur with the Panel’s recommendation:

KARLA SUTLIFF
Chief Engineer
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW
MEETING (WITH PROPERTY OWNERS) ON MARCH 11, 2016

René Fletcher, Headquarters Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair
Joann Georgallis, Headquarters Legal, Panel Member

Linda Fong, Headquarters Division of Design, Panel Member

Michael Whiteside, Assistant Chief Engineer

Robert W. Dauffenbach, Headquarters Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys,
Panel Secretary

Helen Johnson, Property Owner Representative
Mary McCall, Property Owner Representative

Amarjeet Benipal, District Director, District 3

John Ballantyne, Chief, North Region Right of Way
Tarey Townsend, District 3 Right of Way

Tsegereda Tefara, District 3 Design

W. Keith Mack, District 3 Design

Lynette Spadorcio, North Region Construction

Clark Peri, District 3 Program Project Management
Tom Brannon, District 3 Program Project Management

PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW
MEETING (WITH LESSEE REPRESENTATIVES) ON MARCH 30, 2016

René Fletcher, Headquarters Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair
Joann Georgallis, Headquarters Legal, Panel Member

Linda Fong, Headquarters Division of Design, Panel Member

Michael Whiteside, Assistant Chief Engineer

Robert W. Dauffenbach, Headquarters Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys,
Panel Secretary

Randy Lee, Principal, G6 Hospitality Property LLC, Lessee Representative
Jennifer Dienhart, Murphy & Evertz, Attorney/Lessee Representative

John Ballantyne, Chief, North Region Right of Way
Tsegereda Tefara, District 3 Design

W. Keith Mack, District 3 Design

John Rodrigues, District 3 Construction

Clark Peri, District 3 Program Project Management
Tom Brannon, District 3 Program Project Management
Karl Dreher, North Region Design Deputy
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October 28, 2015

Certified Mail/Return Receipt Requested

Executor Director

California Transportation Commission

P. O. Box 942873
Mail Station 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Re: Project 1D 03000004589
Parcel 035823-1,3,4,5,9
KNOX VAN DYKE JOHNSON

Dear Sir or Madam:
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With reference to the above Project and Parcel, |, KNOX VAN DYKE JOHNSON, owner, by and through my
representative by Power of Attorney Helen E. Johnson hereby request an appearance to voice my
objection to the necessity of said Project as it affects my Parcel at the meeting of the California
Transportation Commission January 20 and 21, 2015, in Sacramento, California.

Sincerely,
\ 2

KNOX VAN DYKE JOHNSO

Helen E. Johnson, Power of Attorney

498 Mottsville Lane
Gardnerville, NV 89460




STATE OI' CALIFORNIA-BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY

EDMUND G BROWN JR., Governgr

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DISTRICT 3

703 B Street

Marysville, CA 95901

PHONE (530) 741-7106

o Flex your power!
FAX (530) 741-4490 Be energy efficient!

October 21, 2015
CERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED
Knox Van Dyke Johnson, Et al. 03-ED-50
C/O Mr. Peter J Smith, Esq. E.A.3C380
755 No. Roop Street, #108 Project ID 03000004589
Carson City, NV 89701 Parcel 035823-1,3,4,5,9

Dear Mr, Smith:;

The law provides procedures for public agencies to acquire private property for public use. It requires that every
agency which intends to condemn property notify the owners of its intention to condemn. California Code of Civil
Procedure (CCP) Section 1240.030 provides that the power of eminent domain may be exercised to acquire property
for a proposed project if the following three conditions are established:

{A) The public interest and necessity require the project

(B) The project is planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible with the greatest public good
and the least private injury.

(C) The property sought to be acquired is necessary for the project.

Also, CCP Section 1245.230 requires that the offer required by Section 7267.2 of the Government Code has been
made to the owner of record.

You are hereby notified that the California Transportation Commission (the “Commission™) at its meeting to be held
.._on January 20" & 21%, 2016 in Sacramento, California, will be asked to decide if the above conditions have been
“Tiiiet Concerning your property and, if 50, 10 adopt a Resolution of Necessity (“Resolution”). Questions regarding the

amount of compensation to be paid or the value of the property to be acquired are not part of this proceeding and the

Commission will not consider such in determining whether a Resolution should be adopted.

The Commission’s adoption of the Resolution authorizes the California Department of Transportation (the
“Department) to acquire the property by eminent domain. Within six months of the adoption of the Resolution, the
Department will prepare and file a complaint in Superior Court commencing the eminent domain proceeding. All
issues relating to the compensation to be awarded for the acquisition of your property will be resolved in this court
proceeding. A description and map of the required property are attached to this Notice.

The law provides you an opportunity to appear before the Commission and raise questions concerning only the three
conditions referred to in CCP 1240.030 as cited above. If you file a written request to appear (within 15 days from
the mailing of this Notice), you are entitled to appear and object to the adoption of the Resolutign, =~~~

Your written request to appear should include a statement indicating which of the three conditions listed in the first
peragraph above you contend have not been met. By designating which of the conditions form the basis of your
challenge and explaining why you believe they have not been met, you will enable the Commission to authorize a
full and expeditious review of the project’s effect on your property, The Department will conduct the review on
behalf of the Commission and ask for your participation. Based on this review, the Department will then prepare a
report to be presented to the Commission at the meeting which you intend to appear.

“Caltrans improves mobiflty across Callfornia”
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Your written request to appear must actually be on file with the Commission within the 15-day period set forth above.
Failure to file a written request to appear will result in a waiver of your right to appear and be heard.

All requests to appear must be sent for filing to: Executive Director, California Transportation Commission, P.O.
Box 942873, Mail Station 52, Sacramento, CA 94273-0001. If you request an appearance, you will be notified of
the meeting date, time, and location at a later date,

For your convenience, if you are unable to personally appear or choose to submit written objections in place of a
personal appearance, the Commission will consider any written objections so long as they are filed within the 15-
day period set forth above. All written objections filed with the Commission within the 15-day period will become
part of the official record of the meeting at which the Commission hears the Resolution. We recommend that if you
intend to appear, or if you intend to submit written objections in place of an appeerance, you mail your
correspondence Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested to confirm that your response was received witl@le 15-
day period.

If you have any questions, please call Associate Right of Way Agent Tarey Townsend at (530) 741-7106.
Sincerely,

B

TIMOTHY M, WEEKS

Senior Right of Way Agent
Acquisition and Condemnation Branch
Marysville

Enclosures

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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California Department of Transportation Facwnafz 10
PO Box 942873 Mail Station 52 F it o SIS

Sacramento, CA 97273-0001 o 1 | '

RE: Department of Transportation
Project ID 03000004589
Parcel 035823 - 1,3,4,5,9

Dear Executive Director:

Regarding the above project ID 03000004589 affecting the Motel 6 in South Lake Tahoe, CA
we request the opportunity to appear before the commission, on our behalf as the tenant,
Motel 6 as lessee of the owner Knox Van Dyke Johnson, Et al.

As requested, herewith is our statement regarding the three conditions as stated in the first
paragraph of your letter.

(A) The public interest and necessity require the project. It is our opinion that the
Temporary Construction Easement does not serve the public interest and is
damaging to the motel’s image and business.

(B) The project is planned or located in the manner that will be the most compatible
with the greatest public good and the lease private injury. Itis our opinion that the
Temporary Construction Easement does not create public good as it encumbers the
motel business at the location and the damage and private injury to the operation of
the business is significant and detrimental to the ongoing operation of the motel.

(C) The property sought to be acquired is necessary for the project. It is our opinion
that the Temporary Construction Easement is not necessary for the project further

there is property in the area that could be used that would not be to the detriment of
a local business.

Please advise and confirm dates and time we can be present for the meeting to be held in
Sacramento between the dates of January 20 and 21, 2016.

Sincerely,

Randy Lee

Real Estate Principal
G6 Hospitality.



Murpray & EVERTZ

Attorneys at Law

660 Town Center Drive, Suite 550

Costa Mesa, CA 92628 JENNIFER W. DIENHART, PARTNER
714.277.4700 . DIRECT DIAL NUMBER 714.277.1703
7142774777 fax EMAIL ADDRESS jdienhart@murphyevertz.com

www.murphyevertz.com

December 2, 2015

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL

Tarey A. Townsend

Associate Right of Way Agent
Caltrans

703 B Street

Marysville, CA 95901
tarey.townsend@dot.ca.gov

Re:  Motel 6 Lake Tahoe/Caltrans US Highway 50 Project
Dear Ms, Townsend:

This firm represents the operator of the Motel 6 and lessee of the property located at 2375 Lake
Tahoe Boulevard, South Lake Tahoe, California 96150 (“Property”). We understand that Caltrans
intends to acquire a portion of the Property for its U.S. Highway 50 Project. Please direct all future
communication and correspondence regarding this matter to this office.

We further understand that a first level hearing has been set for December 11,2015 at 11:00 a.m,,
at the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (“T.R.P.A.”), 128 Market Street, Stateline, NV. Please send us
written confirmation of this hearing. Also, please treat this letter as a request to be heard at the
December 11, 2015, first level hearing, and all subsequent hearings concerning or related to any
resolution of necessity considered for acquisition of any portion of this Property.

Motel 6 objects to Caltrans’ adoption of a resolution of necessity authorizing Caltrans to
condemn a portion the Property. This letter itemizes some of the main legal and factual flaws in
Caltrans’ plan to condemn.

The Project Is Not Planned In A Manner That Is The Most Compatible With
The Greatest Public Good And The Least Private Injury

Motel 6 objects to Caltrans’ adoption of a resolution of necessity because Caltrans cannot
determine that the Projeet is “planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible with the
greatest public good and the least private injury.” (Code Civ. Proc., § 1245.230, subd. (c)(2).)

{00093425.1 }
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Attorneys at Law

Tarey A. Townsend
December 2, 2015
Page 2

Caltrans has not engaged in a real fair-minded balancing of the public benefit and private injury
from the Project. For this reason, among others, Caltrans cannot determine that the Project is compatible
with the “least private injury” to Motel 6.

The Scope Of The Take Kxceeds What Is Necessary For The Project

The scope of Caltrans’ proposed acquisition is overbroad. Caltrans cannot show that its proposed
taking is necessary, Among other things, Caltrans seeks to condemn a 55-month temporary construction
easement, but concedes that it only needs this easement for 180 days.

Inadequate Offer

“Prior to adopting a resolution of necessity pursuant to Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil
Procedure,” a condemnor is required to make the owner an offerto purchase the property for the full
amount of just compensation, (Govt. Code, § 7267.2; see also Code Civ. Proc., § 1245230, subd.

(©)4).)

Caltrans failed to make an offer of any kind to Motel 6 for its damages.

Other Objections

Caltrans has also failed to honor its other obligations under the pertinent state and federal statutes
and regulations. (Code Civ, Proc., §§ 1230.010-1273.050; Govt. Code, § 7260 etseq.;42U.8.C. § 4601
et seq.; Cal. Code Regs,, tit. 25, § 6000 ef seq.) These shortcomings include, but are not limited to:

a) Caltrans has failed to engage in good faith negotiations (Govt. Code, § 7267.1, subd. (2);
Cal. Code Regs., tit. 25, § 6182(a); 42 U.S.C. § 4651(1); 49 C.F.R. § 24.102(a)); and

b) Caltrans has otherwise ignored its obligations under the pertinent statutes and regulations
(Code Civ. Proc., §§ 1230.010-1273.040; Govt. Code, § 7260 et seq.; 42 U.S.C. § 4601
et seq.; Cal. Code Regs., tit. 25, § 6000 et seq.).

Very truly yours,

Jefinifer W. Di
MURPHY & EVERTZ LLp
TWD/jv

{00093425.1 }
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TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
RESOLUTION NO.

C-21450

CALTIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSTION
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY
TO ACQUIRE CERTAIN REAL: PROPERTY
OR INTEREST IN REAL PROPERTY BY EMINENT DOMAIN
EIGHWAY 03-ED-50-PM 76.2 PARCEL 035823-1, 3, 10
CWNER: Knox Van Dyke Johnson, et al.
LESSEE: G6 Hospitality Property LLC, a Delaware Limited Liability Company

Resolved by the California Transportation Commission after
notice (and hearing) pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section
1245.235 that it finds and determines and hereby declares that:

The hereinafter described real property 1s necessary for State
Highway purposes and is to be acguired by eminent domain pursuant
to Streets and Highways Code Section 102 and code of Civil
Procedure Section 1240.510 in that property being acquired is for a
compatible use;

The public interest and necessity require the proposed public
project, namely a State highway;

The proposed project is planned and located in the manner that
will be most compatible with the greatest public good and the least
private injury;

The property sought to be acquired and described by this
resolution is necessary for the public project;

The offer required by Section 7267.2 of the Government Code

has been made to the owner or owners of record; and be it further

RESOLVED by this Commission that the Department of
APPROVED AS TO FORM AND PROCEDURE APPROVAL RECOMMENDED

Attorney, Department of Transportation DIVISION OF RIGHT OF WAY

7




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

Transportation be and said Department is hereby authorized and
empowered;

To acgquire, in the name of the People of the State of
California, in fee simple absolute, unless a lesser estate is
hereinafter expressly described, the said hereinafter described
real property, or interests in real property, by condemnation
proceeding or proceedings in accordance with the provisions of the
Streets and Highways Code, Code of Civil Procedure and of the
Constitution of California relating to eminent domain;

The real property or interests in real property, which the
Department of Transportation is by this resolution authorized to
acquire, 1is situated in the County of El1 Dorado, State of

California, Highway 03-ED-50 and described as follows:




STATE OF CALIFORNIA * DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

RESOLUTION of NECESSITY
Title Sheet

District Caunty Route Postmile
03 ED 50 76.2
. 03-
ProjectID 1300000458

Legal Descriptions for the parcels listed below are attached.

This docutment consists of a total of 8 pages.

Parcels in Legal Description:

35823-1

35823-3

35823-10

The attached real property description has

been prepared by me, or under my direction,

in conformance with the Professional Land
Surveyors’ Act.

b
Signature %‘4 /4Ay i
-

Professional Land Surveyor

Date 3/28/2016

Form RW 6-3(A) (New 07/2010)




PARCEL 35823-1

An easement for temporary construction purposes being all that portion of Section 4, Township
12 North, Range 18 East, M.D.B. & M. and being a portion of the lands described in the
Memorandum of Lease recorded March 13, 2003 as Document Number 2003-0024776-00, of
Official Records, in the office of the Recorder of El Dorado County, City of South Lake Tahoe,
County of El Dorado, State of California, being more particularly described as follows:
Commencing from a Point being a 1” Iron Pipe with a plastic cap stamped “CAL DOT” accepted
as marking the Southwesterly terminus of the course described as “S 51°55'26" W, 60.05 feet” in
the deed recorded in Book 4122, Page 583 recorded on October 08, 1993, Official Records of
said county, said Point also being on the Northwestetly Right of Way of US Highway 50, said
point of commencement bears North 31°17'22" East, 371.33 feet from a 1” Iron Pipe with a
plastic cap stamped “CAL DOT” accepted as marking the Southeasterly terminus of the course
described as S 40°22'00" E, 27.00 feet” in the deed recorded in Book 4037, Page 724 recorded
on June 10, 1993, Official Records of said county, said Point also being on the Southeasterly
Right of Way of US Highway 50;

THENCE from said point of commencement, South 48°28'02" West, 1085.00 feet to a point on
the southwesterly boundary of said Memorandum of Lease and the POINT OF BEGINNING;

THENCE along said southwesterly boundary, North 25°58'54" West, 25.06 feet;
THENCE leaving said southwesterly boundary, North 55°39'02" East, 63.50 feet;
THENCE North 52°17'48" East, 20.49 feet;

THENCE North 47°57'17" East, 16.87 feet;

THENCE North 42°31'53" East, 82.90 feet;

THENCE North 46°42'16" East, 15.69 feet;

THENCE North 50°51'32" East, 62.48 feet;

THENCE North 52°43'13" East, 30.48 feet;

THENCE North 48°56'21" East, 28.00 feet;

THENCE North 41°35'50" West, 10.48 feet;

THENCE North 51°22'44" East, 50.98 feet;

THENCE South 41°36'18" East, 10.03 feet;

THENCE North 50°47'10" East, 43.28 feet;



THENCE North 48°18'58" East, 44,37 feet;
THENCE North 43°33'57" East, 88.71 feet;
THENCE North 37°49'54" East, 12.75 feet;
THENCE North 41°37'41" West, 17.55 feet;
THENCE North 48°19'14" East, 50.66 feet;
THENCE South 41°36'34" East, 17.81 feet;
THENCE North 60°41'19" East, 14.09 feet;
THENCE North 56°16'16" East, 24.60 feet;
THENCE North 52°34'28" East, 11.96 feet;
THENCE North 46°23'50" East, 7.25 fect;
THENCE North 44°16'16" East, 27.23 feet;
THENCE North 46°54'12" East, 22.99 feet;
THENCE North 51°26'56" East, 10.70 feet;

THENCE North 58°56'29" East, 8.12 feet to a point on the northeasterly boundary of said
Memorandum of Lease;

THENCE South 41°35'24" East, 9.33 feet along said northeasterly boundary to a point on that line
shown as “N42°43'20"E 166.21° “on the southwesterly boundary of Parcel 30340-1 as shown on
that record of survey filed on May 23, 2000 in Book 24 of Record of Survey at Page 48 in the
records of the County of El Dorado;

THENCE along said southwesterly boundary, South 42°36'35" West, 1.70 feet to an iron pipe
with plastic plug stamped “CA DOT” as shown on said record of survey marking the southeasterly
terminus of said line;

THENCE South 41°32'31" East, 6.75 feet

THENCE leaving said southwesterly boundary South 48°23'45" West, 50.40 feet;

THENCE South 46°06'16" West, 40,70 feet;

THENCE South 48°24'36" West, 387.57 feet;



THENCE North 41°35'25" West, 7.21 feet;
THENCE South 48°24'36" West, 2.00 feet;
THENCE South 41°35'56" East, 7.21 feet;

THENCE South 48°24'36" West, 259.93 feet to the Point of Beginning also being on the
southwesterly boundary of said Memorandum of Lease.

The bearings and distances used in the above description are based on the California Coordinate
System of 1983, Zone 2, as determined by ties to the California High Precision Geodetic
Network, Epoch 1991.35. Distances are in feet unless otherwise noted. Divide distances by
0.99962 to obtain ground level distances.

The rights to the above-described temporary easement shall cease and terminate no later than
November 30, 2018. Said rights may also be terminated prior to stated date by the STATE upon
notice to OWNER.



PARCEL 35823-3 .

An easement for HIGHWAY PURPOSES being all that portion of Section 4, Township 12
North, Range 18 East, M.D.B. & M. and being a portion of the lands described in the
Memorandum of Lease recorded March 13, 2003 as Document Number 2003-0024776-00, of
Official Records, in the office of the Recorder of El Dorado County, City of South Lake Tahoe,
County of El Dorado, State of California, lying Southeasterly of the following described line:

Commencing from a Point being a 1” Iron Pipe with a plastic cap stamped “CAL DOT” accepted
as marking the Southwesterly terminus of the course described as “S 51°55'26" W, 60.05 feet” in
the deed recorded in Book 4122, Page 583 recorded on October 08, 1993, Official Records of
said county, said Point also being on the Northwesterly Right of Way of US Highway 50, said
point of commencement bears North 31°17'22" East, 371.33 feet from a 1” Iron Pipe with a
plastic cap stamped “CAL DOT” accepted as marking the Southeasterly terminus of the course
described as  “‘S 40°22'00" E, 27.00 feet” in the deed recorded in Book 4037, Page 724 recorded
on June 10, 1993, Official Records of said county, said Point also being on the Southeasterly
Right of Way of US Highway 50;

THENCE from said point of commencement, South 48°28'02" West, 1085.00 feet to a point on
the southwestetly boundary of said Memorandum of Lease and the Point of Beginning;

THENCE from said Point of Beginning and leaving said southwesterly boundary, North
48°24'36" East, 649.50 feet;

THENCE North 46°06'16" East, 40.70 feet;

THENCE North 48°23'45" East, 50.40 feet to a point on that line having a bearing and distance
of “N40°22'00"E 10.00” » on the southwesterly boundary of Parcel 30340-1 as shown on that
record of survey filed on May 23, 2000 in Book 24 of Record of Survey at Page 48 in the records
of the County of El Dorado and being the point of termination.

The bearings and distances used in the above description are based on the California
Coordinate System of 1983, Zone 2, as determined by ties to the California High Precision
Geodetic Network, Epoch 1991.35. Distances are in feet unless otherwise noted. Divide
distances by 0.99962 to obtain ground leve! distances.



PARCEL 35823-10

An EASEMENT for UTILITY PURPOSES being all that portion of Section 4, Township 12
North, Range 18 East, M.D.B. & M. and being a portion of the lands described in the
Memorandum of Lease recorded March 13, 2003 as Document Number 2003-0024776-00, of
Official Records, in the office of the Recorder of El Dorado County, City of South Lake Tahoe,
County of El Dorado, State of California, more particularly described as a 2.0 foot wide strip of
fand, being 1.0 feet on each side of the following described centerline:

Commencing from a Point being a 1” Iron Pipe with a plastic cap stamped “CAL DOT” accepted
as marking the Southwesterly terminus of the course described as “S 51°55'26" W, 60.05 feet” in
the deed recorded in Book 4122, Page 583 recorded on October 08, 1993, Official Records of
said county, said Point also being on the Northwesterly Right of Way of US Highway 50, said
point of commencement bears North 31°1722" East, 371.33 feet from a 1” Iron Pipe with a
plastic cap stamped “CAL DOT” accepted as marking the Southeasterly terminus of the course
described as  “S 40°22'00" E, 27.00 feet” in the deed recorded in Book 4037, Page 724 recordeéd
on June 10, 1993, Official Records of said county, said Point also being on the Southeasterly
Right of Way of US Highway 50;

THENCE from said point of commencement, South 48°28'02" West, 1085.00 feet to a point on
the southwesterly boundary of said Memorandum of Lease;

THENCE leaving said southwesterly boundary, North 48°24'36" East, 260.93 feet to the Point of
Beginning of said centerline;

THENCE North 41°35'25" West, 7.21 feet to the existing electrical facility on said property also
being the point of terminus for said centerline;

The bearings and distances used in the above description are based on the California Coordinate
System of 1983, Zone 2, as determined by ties to the California High Precision Geodetic
Network, Epoch 1991.35. Distances are in feet unless otherwise noted. Divide distances by
0.99962 to obtain ground level distances.



State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 3

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-1 9, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 243(2)
Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way
and Land Surveys

subject: RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt a Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C- 21451
summarized on the following page. This Resolution is for a transportation project on State Route 65
in District 6, in Tulare County.

ISSUE:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are:

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

2. The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most

compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury.

The property is necessary for the proposed project.

4. An offer to acquire the property in accordance with Government Code Section
7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

(98]

In this case, the property owner is contesting the Resolution and has requested an appearance before
the Commission. The primary concern and objection expressed by the property owner is that the
subject property is not necessary for completion of the proposed project. The owner’s objections
and the Department’s responses are contained in Attachment B.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4a.(2)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION May 18-19, 2016
Page 2 of 2

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the owner, who has been offered the full amount of the
Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to which
he may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt the Department’s
efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements, the owner has
been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at this time. Adoption will assist the
Department in the continuation of the orderly sequence of events required to meet construction
schedules.

C-21451 - Thomas B. Prescott and Deborah J. Prescott, Trustees of The Prescott Living Trust Est.
January 18, 2011

06-Tul-65-PM 16.20 - Parcel 86330-1, 2, 3 - EA 434019.

Right of Way Certification Date: 06/01/16; Ready To List Date: 06/15/16. Conventional highway -
widen two-lane conventional highway to four-lane expressway. Authorizes condemnation of a
permanent easement for public road purposes in favor of Tulare County, a permanent easement for
utility purposes to be conveyed to Southern California Edison Company, and a temporary easement
for construction purposes. Located in the unincorporated area of Porterville at State Route 65 and
Avenue 128. Assessor Parcel Number 268-130-012.

Attachments
Attachment A - Project Information, Project Maps
Attachment B - Parcel Panel Report, parcel maps
Attachment C - Resolution of Necessity
Attachment D - Owner’s letters to the Commission
Attachment E - District’s response to owner

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
































































































From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 4

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 243(3)
Action Item

NORMA ORTEGA prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way
and Land Surveys

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-21452
summarized on the following page. This Resolution is for a transportation project on Highway 76 in
District 11 in San Diego County.

ISSUE:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are:

1. The public interest and necessity require the project.

The project is planned and located in a manner that will be most compatible with

the greatest public good with the least private injury.

This property is necessary for the proposed project.

4. An offer to acquire the property in compliance with Government Code Section
7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

[98)

In this case, the property owner submitted a Request to Appear Letter to the Commission dated
December 16, 2015. The property owner then indicated that she did not plan on attending the

May 18-19, 2016 Commission Meeting in person and sent a March 1, 2016 e-mail to the Department
confirming this point. As such, this Appearance Package was prepared assuming all objections raised
by the property owner would be conveyed to the Commission as a “written appearance” in lieu of a
“personal appearance”. Based on the above circumstances, a Department Response Letter (included
herein as Attachment B) was prepared and transmitted to the owner on April 12, 2016, with the intent
that this correspondence would be included as part of the written record of proceedings at the

May 18-19 Commission Meeting.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4a.(3)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION May 18-19, 2016
Page 2 of 2

After receipt of the April 12, 2016 Department Response Letter, the property owner changed her mind
and sent a second letter to the Commission dated April 21, 2016 indicating that she would in fact
personally attend the May Commission Meeting in order to convey her objections about the project
directly to the Commissioners in attendance. The property owner’s planned attendance at the

May 18-19 Commission Meeting was confirmed via phone conversation on April 29, 2016.

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the owner, who has been offered the full amount of the
Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to
which the owner may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the resolution will not interrupt the
Department’s efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements,
the owner has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at this time. Adoption
will assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly sequence of events required to meet
construction schedules.

C-21452 — Lynne V. Villalobos, a married woman

11-SD-76-PM 32.6 - Parcel 35396-1 - EA 405709.

Right of Way Certification Date: 05/19/16; Ready to List Date: 05/20/16. Conventional highway-
construct roundabout and realign curve. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee and underlying fee
for a State highway. Located in the unincorporated area of San Diego County at

State Route 76 near Valley Center Road. APN 133-050-23-00.

Attachments:
Attachment A - Owner’s Correspondence dated December 16, 2015, March 1, 2016,
& April 21,2016
Attachment B - Department Response Letter dated April 12, 2016
Attachment C - Project Information
Exhibits C1 & C2 - Maps
Attachment D - Resolution of Necessity and Legal Description

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”





































































Tab 5

1.12

WELCOME TO THE REGION

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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Tab 07

Memorandum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: May 18, 2016
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Executive Director Action

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for March 2016 (March 2 — March 30)

Per Government Code Section 14509, each member of the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) shall receive compensation of one hundred dollars ($100) per day, but not to exceed eight
hundred dollars ($800) for any Commission business authorized by the Commission during any month,
when a majority of the Commission approves the compensation by a recorded vote, plus the necessary
expenses incurred by the member in the performance of the member’s duties. The need for up to eight
days per diem per month is unique to the Commission in that its members must evaluate projects and
issues throughout the state in order to prioritize projects for the State Transportation Improvement
Program. These responsibilities require greater time, attention, and travel than local or regional
transportation entities which have responsibility only for individual portions of the program.

The following list of meetings is submitted for Commission approval:

Reqular Commission Meeting Activities:

March 16 - CTC meeting in Irvine (All Commissioners attended all or part of the meeting)
March 17 - CTC meeting in Irvine (All Commissioners attended all or part of the meeting)

Additional Meetings:

Bob Alvarado

March 14 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. Oakland
March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

Darius Assemi

March 11 — Teleconference with Shirley Choate and Gary Slater Re: Supplemental Funds
Request. Fresno

March 14 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. Fresno

March 14 — Meeting with Ted Smalley and Patricia Taylor Re: STIP Funding and SR-99
Widening Projects. Fresno

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION



March 15 — Teleconference with Tony Boren Re: Active Transportation Program. Fresno
March 15 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Project Delivery Briefing. Fresno

March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

March 23 — Attended Press Conference Re: Need for More Transportation Funding. Fresno

Yvonne Burke

March 11 — Teleconference with Shirley Choate and Gary Slater Re: Supplemental Funds
Request. Los Angeles
March 14 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Los Angeles
March 14 — Meeting with Patricia Chen and Robert Naylor Re: Active Transportation
Guidelines. Los Angeles
March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

Lucetta Dunn

March 2 — Speaker at TCA Mobility Ad Hoc Event. Irvine

March 9 — Meeting with Lori Donchak Re: SR-241, Ortega Highway. Mission Viego

March 14 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. Irvine

March 14 — Meeting with OCTA Re: CTC Agenda Items. Irvine

March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

March 17 — Attended STIP Southern California Hearing. Irvine

March 18 — Attended Mobility 21 Board Meeting. Irvine

March 19 - Meeting with Shirley Choate Re: District 7 Projects. Irvine

March 21 — Meeting with Dan Kelly and Richard Broming Re: South County Mobility.
Mission Viego

March 22 — Meeting with Disney Re: Eastern Gateway. Irvine

Jim Earp

March 8 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: 2016 STIP Reductions. Sacramento
March 14 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Sacramento

March 15 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Project Delivery Briefing. Sacramento
March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

March 24 - Attended STIP Northern California Hearing. Sacramento

James Ghielmetti

March 8 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: 2016 STIP Reductions. Pleasanton
March 14 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Pleasanton

March 15 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Project Delivery Briefing. Pleasanton
March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

March 28 — Meeting with Susan Bransen Re: CTC Business. Sacramento



Carl Guardino

March 1 — Meeting with SPUR Re: Future of Caltrain Commuter Rail. Palo Alto

March 14 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. San Jose

March 15 — Meeting with Business Stakeholders Re: Regional Transportation Funding. San Jose

March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

March 18 — Teleconference with Brian Annis Re: Cap and Trade Funds. San Jose

March 20 — Meeting with Joe Simitian and Local Mayors Re: Regional Transportation Funding.
Palo Alto

March 24 — Speaker at San Jose Chamber Board Meeting Re: Regional Transportation Funding.
San Jose

March 30 — Meeting with Nuria Fernandez Sam Liccardo and Cindy Chavez Re: BART
Funding. San Jose.

Fran Inman

March 4 — Teleconference with Will Ridder Re: METRO and TCIF. City of Industry
March 5 — Attended METRO Gold Line Extension Grand Opening. Duarte

March 9 — Attended Freight Efficiency Workshop. Sacramento.

March 11 - Meeting with Patricia Chen and Robert Naylor Re: METRO. City of Industry
March 14 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Washington D.C.
March 15 — Meeting with METRO Re: March CTC Agenda Items. Washington D.C.
March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

March 17 — Attended STIP Southern California Hearing. Irvine

March 22 — Teleconference with Port of Long Beach Re: Pulse of Port Panel. City of Industry
March 22 — Attended Freight Roundtable with Administrator Nadeau. Los Angeles
March 23 — Attended Freight Roundtable with Administrator Nadeau. Oakland

Christine Kehoe

March 10 — Attended SANDAG Board of Directors Retreat. Barona

March 14 — Teleconference with Susan Bransen Re: Ethics Training and CTC Forms.
San Diego

March 15 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. San Diego

March 16 - Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

Jim Madaffer

March 4 — Teleconference with Road Charge Workgroup. San Diego

March 7 — Attended FAST Act Discussion. San Diego

March 9 — Teleconference with IBTTA Re: Road Charge Panel. San Diego

March 9 — Attended SANDAG Retreat. Lakeside

March 10 - Attended SANDAG Retreat. Lakeside

March 12 — Attended IBTTA Transportation and Policy Summit. Washington D.C.
March 13 - Attended IBTTA Transportation and Policy Summit. Washington D.C.
March 14 - Attended IBTTA Transportation and Policy Summit. Washington D.C.



March 15 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. San Diego

March 16 — Attended CTC Retreat. Irvine

March 17 — Attended STIP Southern California Hearing. Irvine

March 18 — Chairman for Road Charge TAC Meeting. Irvine

March 23 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Road Charge TAC De-Brief. San Diego

Joseph Tavaglione

No Additional Meetings Reported



Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: May 18, 2016
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Executive Director Action

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for February 2016 (February 1 — March 1)

Per Government Code Section 14509, each member of the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) shall receive compensation of one hundred dollars ($100) per day, but not to exceed eight
hundred dollars ($800) for any Commission business authorized by the Commission during any month,
when a majority of the Commission approves the compensation by a recorded vote, plus the necessary
expenses incurred by the member in the performance of the member’s duties. The need for up to eight
days per diem per month is unique to the Commission in that its members must evaluate projects and
issues throughout the state in order to prioritize projects for the State Transportation Improvement
Program. These responsibilities require greater time, attention, and travel than local or regional
transportation entities which have responsibility only for individual portions of the program.

The following list of meetings is submitted for Commission approval:

Reqular Commission Meeting Activities:

No Regular Commission Meeting Activities

Additional Meetings:

Bob Alvarado

February 12 — Teleconference CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.
Oakland
February 16 — Testified at the Senate Transportation Committee Hearing. Sacramento
March 1 — Meeting with CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.
Sacramento

Darius Assemi

February 1 — Teleconference with Congressman Jeff Denham, Bob Rucker, Karen McLaughlin
and Steve De Brum Re: STIP Funding for McKinley Avenue SR-120 Interchange
Project. Fresno

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION



Yvonne Burke
No Meetings to Report
Lucetta Dunn

February 1 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Weekly Chair Briefing. Irvine

February 5 — Teleconference with Commissioner Kehoe Re: CTC Orientation. Irvine

February 8 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Weekly Chair Briefing. Irvine

February 12 — Teleconference CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.

Irvine

February 17 — Teleconference with Fix Our Roads Coalition. Irvine

February 19 — Teleconference with Dan Richards Re: High Speed Rail Business Plan. Irvine

February 22 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Weekly Chair Briefing. Irvine

February 23 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: OPR’s Draft CEQA Guidelines. Irvine

February 25 - Teleconference with Ryan Chamberlain Re: Orange County Projects. Irvine

February 26 — Speaker at Chamber Alliance of Ventura and Santa Barbara Counties. Ventura

February 29 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Weekly Chair Briefing. Irvine

March 1 — Meeting with CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.
Sacramento

Jim Earp

February 10 — Speaker at CTF Forum. Sacramento

February 12 - Teleconference CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.
Sacramento

February 23 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: OPR’s Draft CEQA Guidelines. Sacramento

March 1 — Meeting with CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.
Sacramento

James Ghielmetti

February 12 - Teleconference CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.
Oakland
February 29 — Meeting with Rachel Flynn Re: Oakland Transportation Issues. Oakland
March 1 — Meeting with CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.
Sacramento

Carl Guardino

February 2 — Meeting with Pat Burt and Greg Scharff Re: North County Transportation Needs.
Palo Alto

February 4 — Meeting with Scott Haggerty Re: BART to Livermore and ACE Train. Pleasanton

February 5 — Teleconference with Malcolm Dougherty and Regina Hopper Re: ITS Annual
Conference. San Jose

February 6 — Meeting with Glenn Hendricks Re: West Valley Transportation Needs. Sunnyvale



February 7 — Meeting with Jeannie Bruins Re: North County Transportation Priorities. Los Altos

February 9 — Meeting with Leos Novotny Re: Dumbarton Bridge Rail Improvements. San Jose

February 10 — Meeting with City of Monte Sereno Senior Staff Re: Highway 85 Improvements.
Los Gatos

February 11 — Meeting with Various Santa Clara County Mayors Re: Regional Transportation
Needs. Sunnyvale

February 17 — Meeting with Congresswoman Zoe Lofgren and Dan Richards Re: High Speed
Rail 2016 Business Plan. San Jose

February 18 — Meeting with Tilly Chang Re: San Francisco Transportation Priories. San
Francisco

Fran Inman

February 1 — Attended the Sustainable Freight Workshop. Wilmington

February 3 — Attended the Freight Efficiency Strategies Development Group Meeting.
Sacramento

February 4 — Teleconference with Ray Wolfe and Steve Smith Re: SANDBAG Freight Issues.
City of Industry

February 5 — Participated in an Interview for Gateway Cities Strategic Transportation Plan. City
of Industry

February 8 — Attended Southern California National Freight Gateway Collaboration Working
Group Meeting. Los Angeles

February 10 — Attended the California Freight Advisory Committee Meeting. Oakland

February 23 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: OPR’s Draft CEQA Guidelines. Sacramento

February 25 — Attended National Research Peer Exchange Smart Growth and Goods Movement

Event. Irvine

Christine Kehoe

February 5 — Teleconference with CTC Chair Dunn Re: CTC Orientation. San Diego
February 16 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: New Commissioner Orientation. San Diego

Jim Madaffer

February 2 — Meeting with HTNB. San Diego

February 3 — Speaker at LCC City Manager Meeting. Indian Wells

February 4 — Speaker at SCAG Re: Road Charge. Los Angeles

February 8 — Attended SCAG General Assembly Planning Teleconference. San Diego

February 10 — Speaker at CTF Event. Sacramento

February 12 - Teleconference CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.

Irvine

February 22 — Attended MBUFA Conference. Washington D.C.

February 23 — Attended MBUFA Conference. Washington D.C.

February 26 — Teleconference with IBTTA Road Charge Panel Members. San Diego

March 1 — Meeting with CTC Commissioners Re: Executive Director Search Committee.
Sacramento



Joseph Tavaglione

No Meetings to Report



Memorandum

Addendum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: May 18, 2016
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Executive Director Action

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for January 2016 (January 1- January 30)

Per Government Code Section 14509, each member of the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) shall receive compensation of one hundred dollars ($100) per day, but not to exceed eight
hundred dollars ($800) for any Commission business authorized by the Commission during any month,
when a majority of the Commission approves the compensation by a recorded vote, plus the necessary
expenses incurred by the member in the performance of the member’s duties. The need for up to eight
days per diem per month is unique to the Commission in that its members must evaluate projects and
issues throughout the state in order to prioritize projects for the State Transportation Improvement
Program. These responsibilities require greater time, attention, and travel than local or regional
transportation entities which have responsibility only for individual portions of the program.

The following list of meetings is submitted for Commission approval:

Additional Meetings:

Darius Assemi

January 6 — Teleconference with Assemblymember Jim Frazier Re: AB1591. Fresno
January 7 — Teleconference with Transportation Policy Makers Re: Governor Brown’s Proposed
Transportation Budget. Fresno

January 15 — Teleconference with Melissa Garza and Tony Boren Re: 2016 Revised STIP Fund
Estimate. Fresno

January 19 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Fresno

January 20 — Attended CTC Retreat. Sacramento

January 20 — Meeting with Senators Tom Berryhill and Steve Glazer and Assemblymember Jim
Frazier Re: AB1591. Sacramento

January 25 — Teleconference with Senator Steve Glazer Re: Transportation Funding. Fresno

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION



James Earp

January 19 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Sacramento
January 19 — Teleconference with CTC. Re: Project Delivery Briefing. Sacramento

Carl Guardino

January 5 — Meeting with Nuria Fernandez and Sam Liccardo Re: Regional Transportation
Priorities. San Jose

January 11 — Teleconference with Senator Canella Re: CTC Appointment. San Jose

January 13 — Meeting with London Breed Re: Regional Transportation Issues. San Francisco

January 14 — Meeting with Savita Vaidhyanathan Re: Highway 85 Transit Alternatives. San Jose

January 15 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Chair Briefing. San Jose

January 17 - Meeting with Joe Simitian Re: North County Transportation Priorities. Palo Alto

January 18 — Meeting with Cindy Chavez and Sam Liccardo Re: Regional Transportation

Priorities. San Jose
January 25 — Meeting with Walter Huff Re: Highway 85 Corridor Issues. Monte Sereno

Jim Madaffer

January 5 — Road Charge Media Outreach with Eric Thronson. San Diego

January 10 - Attended the Transportation Research Board Annual Meeting. Washington D.C.
January 11 - Attended the Transportation Research Board Annual Meeting. Washington D.C.
January 12 - Attended the Transportation Research Board Annual Meeting. Washington D.C.
January 13 - Conducted Road Charge Media Outreach with Eric Thronson. San Diego

January 19 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. San Diego

January 26 — Teleconference with Saul Gonzales Re: Tri-State Commission Meeting. San Diego
January 29 — Teleconference Re: IBTTA Panel Coordination. San Diego

January 31 — Speaker at California Trucking Association Meeting. Newport Beach



Memorandum

Addendum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: May 18, 2016
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Executive Director Action

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for December 2015 (December 1- December 31)

Per Government Code Section 14509, each member of the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) shall receive compensation of one hundred dollars ($100) per day, but not to exceed eight
hundred dollars ($800) for any Commission business authorized by the Commission during any month,
when a majority of the Commission approves the compensation by a recorded vote, plus the necessary
expenses incurred by the member in the performance of the member’s duties. The need for up to eight
days per diem per month is unique to the Commission in that its members must evaluate projects and
issues throughout the state in order to prioritize projects for the State Transportation Improvement
Program. These responsibilities require greater time, attention, and travel than local or regional
transportation entities which have responsibility only for individual portions of the program.

The following list of meetings is submitted for Commission approval:

Additional Meetings:

James Earp

December 7 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Sacramento

December 8 - Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Project Delivery Briefing. Sacramento

December 17 - Meeting with Active transportation Coalition Members Re: Active Transportation
Funding Guidelines. Sacramento

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION



Memorandum

Addendum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: May 18, 2016
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Executive Director Action

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for November 2015 (October 31- November 30)

Per Government Code Section 14509, each member of the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) shall receive compensation of one hundred dollars ($100) per day, but not to exceed eight
hundred dollars ($800) for any Commission business authorized by the Commission during any month,
when a majority of the Commission approves the compensation by a recorded vote, plus the necessary
expenses incurred by the member in the performance of the member’s duties. The need for up to eight
days per diem per month is unique to the Commission in that its members must evaluate projects and
issues throughout the state in order to prioritize projects for the State Transportation Improvement
Program. These responsibilities require greater time, attention, and travel than local or regional
transportation entities which have responsibility only for individual portions of the program.

The following list of meetings is submitted for Commission approval:

Additional Meetings:

James Earp

November 2 - Meeting with Senate Rules Committee Staff Re: CTC Confirmation. Sacramento

November 5 - Meeting with Active Transportation Representative Re: CTC Active Transportation
Funding Guidelines. Sacramento

November 12 - Meeting with Caltrans District 3 Director Re: 1-80 Jackson Highway Projects.

Sacramento

November 14 - Attended Focus on the Future Conference. Newport Beach

November 15 - Attended Focus on the Future Conference. Newport Beach

November 16 - Attended Focus on the Future Conference. Newport Beach

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION



Memorandum

Addendum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: May 18, 2016
From: Susan Bransen File: 1.5
Executive Director Action

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for October 2015 (October 1- October 30)

Per Government Code Section 14509, each member of the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) shall receive compensation of one hundred dollars ($100) per day, but not to exceed eight
hundred dollars ($800) for any Commission business authorized by the Commission during any month,
when a majority of the Commission approves the compensation by a recorded vote, plus the necessary
expenses incurred by the member in the performance of the member’s duties. The need for up to eight
days per diem per month is unique to the Commission in that its members must evaluate projects and
issues throughout the state in order to prioritize projects for the State Transportation Improvement
Program. These responsibilities require greater time, attention, and travel than local or regional
transportation entities which have responsibility only for individual portions of the program.

The following list of meetings is submitted for Commission approval:

Additional Meetings:

Darius Assemi

October 14 — Speaker at FresnoCOG Transportation Forum. Fresno

October 19 — Teleconference with Caltrans District 10 Director Re: October CTC Agenda Items.
Fresno

October 19 — Teleconference with CTC Staff Re: Agenda Briefing. Fresno

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION



Tab 8

1.12

ELECTION OF COMMISSION VICE CHAIR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 9

1.3

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 10

1.4

COMMISSION REPORTS

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 11

1.6

REPORT BY THE STATE TRANSPORTATION
AGENCY SECRETARY
AND/OR UNDERSECRETARY

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 12

1.7

REPORT BY CALTRANS’ DIRECTOR
AND/OR DEPUTY DIRECTOR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 13

1.11

REPORT BY UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 14

1.8

REPORT BY REGIONAL AGENCIES MODERATOR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 15

1.9

REPORT BY RURAL COUNTIES TASK FORCE CHAIR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 16

1.10

REPORT BY SELF-HELP COUNTIES COALITION
MODERATOR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 17

4.1

STATEAND FEDERAL LEGISLATIVE MATTERS

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.



Tab 18

4.2

BUDGET AND ALLOCATION CAPACITY UPDATE

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE MAY 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING



State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 19

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 4.19
Information Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Budgets

Subject: FAST ACT — IMPLEMENTATION AND FEDERAL FUNDING ISSUES INCLUDING
REPURPOSING GRANTS

SUMMARY:

On December 4, 2015, President Obama signed the “Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
(FAST) Act” into law. The FAST Act is largely consistent with the prior Act, known as the
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21% Century Act (MAP-21), in terms of policies and funded
programs. One notable difference between the two acts is a new apportioned program called the
National Highway Freight Performance Program, intended to focus on efficient movement of
freight.

BACKGROUND:

The FAST Act is a five-year act that was signed into law on December 4, 2015, making it the
first new transportation act in more than a decade that provides true long-term funding
commitments and policy direction. MAP-21 was a two-year act, and while new policy direction
was set forth in MAP-21, long-term funding was lacking. Nation-wide, the FAST Act provides
more than $300 billion for transportation priorities through 2020. Funding levels for California
in the Fast Act are consistent with the adopted 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program
Fund Estimate.

Funding Splits

Since the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEA-LU) was signed into law in 2005, the approximate split of federal funding between
the State and local transportation agencies has been approximately 60 percent/40 percent for
apportioned programs. The 60 percent/40 percent split of funding was a natural outcome of a
combination of state and federal laws, and commitments to fund important activities such as
local bridge safety.

Certain federal fund apportionment categories are designated in part, or wholly for local control
by federal law. This includes Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funding,
Metropolitan Planning funding, and a portion of Surface Transportation Block Grant Program
(STBGP). Other funds, such as Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) funding is split
between state and local agencies by state law.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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When MAP-21 effectively combined a number of apportionment categories in to larger, more
broadly-based categories, some apportionment categories that were shared between the state and
local agencies were rolled into other categories. The California Department of Transportation
(Department) and local agencies worked together to reach agreement on funding splits that
followed the same 60 percent/40 percent ratio from prior federal acts.

National Highway Freight Program

Perhaps the most significant change in apportionment categories inherent in the FAST Act is the
addition of the National Highway Freight Program (NHFP), and the creation of the National
Highway Freight Network (NHFN). Generally, NHFP funds must be used to contribute to the
efficient movement of freight on the NHFN, and be identified in a freight investment plan
included as part of the State’s freight plan. The FAST Act provides about $582 million in NHFP
apportionments to California over the five-year period of the act. Eligible projects are on Federal
Highway Administration’s (FHWA) designated Primary Highway Freight System, Critical Rural
Freight Corridors, and Critical Urban Freight Corridors.

States will be able to obligate up to 10 percent of their freight program funds for improvements
to freight rail or ports, statutorily breaking a long-standing practice against using the Highway
Trust Fund (HTF) resources for modes of transportation other than highways and public
transportation. This is especially notable in light of the fact that neither ports nor rail companies
contribute to the HTF.

Fast Lane Grants

The NSFHP program provides financial assistance of approximately $900 million per year in the
form of national-competitive grants known as Fostering Advancements in Shipping and
Transportation for the Long-Term Achievement of National Efficiencies (FASTLANE) grants,
to nationally and regionally significant freight and highway projects. The FASTLANE grants
provide dedicated funding for projects that address major issues facing our nation’s freight
infrastructure, including highways, bridges and including intermodal projects.

The FASTLANE grants may not exceed 60 percent of the total eligible project costs for
qualifying NSFHP projects. An additional 20 percent may come from other federal sources
bringing federal participation up to an 80 percent maximum. The remaining project costs must
come from non-federal sources such as state funds, local funds, and private funds.

Repurposing of Earmarks

The 2016 Consolidated Appropriations Act appropriated funds for a multitude of federal
programs, including transportation. The Consolidated Appropriations Act also included a
provision allowing for the repurposing of certain federal earmark funds. On March 8, 2016,
FHWA issued guidance on the implementation of earmark repurposing. FHWA also released
lists of earmark projects that are potentially eligible for the repurposing.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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To be eligible for repurposing, an earmark project must have been earmarked more than 10 years
ago, and:
e Have less than 10 percent funding obligated, or
e If more than 10 percent of funding is obligated, the project has been completed and
closed with savings to the earmark.

The Department’s Division of Local Assistance has determined that a range of $110 to

$200 million in earmarks may be eligible for repurposing. A letter from the Division of Local
Assistance to appropriate local entities was sent April 18, 2016, detailing the process for
repurposing as well as laying out important deadlines. Repurpose requests are ultimately due to
the Federal Highway Administration by September 12, 2016. Repurposed earmarks must be
used on projects within 50 miles of the original earmark project.

Transportation Funding Alternatives

The FAST Act directs the United States Secretary of Transportation to make grants to states in
order to demonstrate alternative, user-based revenue mechanisms that could maintain the long-
term solvency of the HTF. The goal is to test at least two alternative user-based revenue
mechanisms and provide recommendations for adoption and implementation at the federal level.
Funding will be up to $95 million with the federal share limited to 50 percent of eligible project
costs.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



Tab 20
Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016

Reference No.: 4.5
Information

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

subject: PRESENTATION OF THE 2016 STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM
(STIP) STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

ISSUE:

Based on the amended 2016 Fund Estimate, the STIP is over programmed in the first three years of
the 2016 STIP period (fiscal years 2016-17 through 2018-19) by $1.5 billion, and there is no capacity
to add new projects. As a result, project funding carried forward from the 2014 STIP for fiscal years
2016-17 through 2018-19 totaling $754 million must be deleted, and an additional $755 million must
be delayed to the last two years of the 2016 STIP (fiscal years 2019-20 and 2020-21).

The 2016 STIP Staff Recommendations, based on the amended 2016 Fund Estimate, include (1) no
new projects, (2) project deletions and delays proposed by Regional Transportation Planning
Agencies and the State Department of Transportation, and (3) additional project deletions and
delays. The adopted 2016 STIP Guidelines included a one-time allowance for agencies to delay
current year (fiscal year 2015-16) projects into the 2016 STIP period.

The 2016 STIP Staff Recommendations were released to Regional Transportation Planning
Agencies and the State Department of Transportation on April 22, 2016. Several letters were
received regarding project recommendations, and those letters are attached.

BACKGROUND:

Under state law, the Commission adopts the biennial five-year State Transportation Improvement
Program. The 2016 STIP will cover the five-year period from fiscal year 2016-17 through fiscal
year 2020-21. Under law, the Commission may allocate STIP funds only in accordance with the
adopted STIP. When the Commission adopted the amended fund estimate for the 2016 STIP on
January 21, 2016, it scheduled the STIP adoption for May 18-19, 2016. State law requires that, at
least 20 days prior to the adoption of the STIP, the Executive Director make available the Staff
Recommendations for program adoption.

Adoption of the 2016 STIP is scheduled following this review and discussion at the May 18-19,
2016 Commission meeting.

Attachments
STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION






























Tab 21
Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTc Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016

Reference No.:  4.15
Action

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

subject: ADOPTION OF 2016 STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM (STIP)
RESOLUTION G-16-19

ISSUE:

Under state law, the Commission adopts the biennial five-year State Transportation Improvement
Program. Under law, the Commission may allocate STIP funds only in accordance with the adopted
STIP. When the Commission adopted the amended fund estimate for the 2016 STIP on January 21,
2016, it scheduled the STIP adoption for May 18-19, 2016. State law requires that, at least 20 days
prior to the adoption of the STIP, the Executive Director make available the Staff Recommendations
for program adoption. The 2016 STIP will cover the five-year period from fiscal year 2016-17
through fiscal year 2020-21.

RECOMMENDATION:

Commission staff recommends that the Commission adopt the 2016 STIP in accordance with the
Staff Recommendations made available to the Commission, the Department, and regional agencies
on April 22, 2016. Staff recommends that the Commission adopt the STIP consistent with the
attached adoption resolution, G-16-19, noting any specific changes, corrections, or exceptions to the
April 22, 2016 Staff Recommendations.

BACKGROUND:

As background, the Staff Recommendations text and summary table are provided as Attachment I1.
The spreadsheet tables and descriptions that comprise the remainder of the Staff Recommendations
are available at http://www.catc.ca.gov/. The Commission staff has made the full Staff
Recommendations available by e-mail to Commissioners, the Department, and regional agencies,
and has posted all information since April 22, 2016 on the Commission’s website. The staff has also
provided each Commissioner with a hard copy.

Commission staff will present the 2016 STIP Staff Recommendations for review and discussion at
the May 18-19, 2016 Commission meeting. Adoption of the 2016 STIP is scheduled following the
review and discussion at the May 18-19, 2016 Commission meeting.

Attachments
STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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May 18-19, 2016

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Adoption of 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program

Resolution No. G-16-19

WHEREAS Government Code Section 14529 requires the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) biennially to adopt and submit to the Legislature and Governor a State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 14529, the 2016 STIP is a five-year STIP, adding two new
program years, fiscal years 2019-20, and 2020-21, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 14525, the Commission adopted the 2016 STIP Fund Estimate on
August 27, 2015, with an amendment adopted on January 21, 2016, and

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 14530.1, the Commission adopted amendments to the STIP
guidelines, to be applicable to the 2016 STIP development process, on August 27, 2015, with an
amendment adopted on January 21, 2016, and

WHEREAS the 2016 amended STIP fund estimate provided no new STIP programming capacity
but rather a capacity of minus $754 million, and

WHEREAS the negative capacity includes minus $587 million from the State Highway Account,
and minus $166 million capacity from the Public Transportation Account, and

WHEREAS, based on the fund estimate, $754 million for projects programmed in the first three
years of the STIP period (fiscal years 2016-17 through 2018-19) must be deleted, and $755 million
for projects programmed in the first three years of the STIP period must be delayed (reprogrammed)
to the last two years of the five-year period, and

WHEREAS the projected $1.5 billion shortfall in funds available in the first three years of the 2016
STIP required currently programmed projects to be fully deleted, partially deleted, and/or delayed,
and

WHEREAS, lack of funding for new priority projects causes hardship to Regions and the
Department of Transportation (Department), including meeting goals of regional and statewide
plans and sustainable communities strategies, and

WHEREAS prior programming decisions and funding commitments remain a priority for the
Commission, and

WHEREAS the statutes define the STIP as a resource management document to assist the state and
local entities to plan and implement transportation improvements and to utilize resources in a cost
effective manner, and

WHEREAS the statutes make 75% of all new STIP funds available for the regional improvement
program, subdivided by formula into county shares, with projects to be nominated by each regional
agency in its regional transportation improvement program (RTIP), and

WHEREAS the statutes make the remaining 25% of all new STIP funds available for the
interregional improvement program, with projects to be nominated by the Department in its
interregional transportation improvement program (ITIP) or, under limited circumstances, by a
regional agency in its RTIP, and

WHEREAS the Commission has received and reviewed the 2016 RTIPs and the 2016 ITIP
submitted on or about December 15, 2015, amended RTIPs and ITIP submitted on or about
February 26, 2016, and various amendments and corrections submitted subsequently, and
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WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 14529, the Commission held two public hearings, one in Irvine
on March 17, 2016, and the other in Sacramento on March 24, 2016, for the purpose of reconciling
any objections by any county or regional agency to the ITIP or the Department’s objections to any
RTIP, and has considered the testimony heard at those hearings along with further written and oral
comments, and

WHEREAS the total amount programmed in each fiscal year may not exceed the amount specified
in the adopted fund estimate, and

WHEREAS the Commission staff recommendations for the 2016 STIP were published and made
available to the Commission, the Department, regional transportation agencies, and county
transportation commissions on April 22, 2016, and

WHEREAS the staff recommendations conform to the fund estimate and other requirements of
statute for the STIP.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission hereby
adopts the 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program to include the program described in
the staff recommendations, including the attachments to this resolution, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that, except as otherwise noted in the staff recommendations or
this resolution, the 2016 STIP includes all projects remaining from the 2014 STIP, as currently
amended, for which funding has not yet been allocated, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that each of the local road and transit rehabilitation projects
included in the staff recommendations or remaining from the 2014 STIP is included in the 2016
STIP, subject to verification by the Department at the time of allocation by the Commission that
the project meets the standard for rehabilitation and does not include ineligible maintenance costs,
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that each project identified in the staff recommendations as a
bicycle and pedestrian project is included in the 2016 STIP subject to verification by the
Department and the Federal Highway Administration that the project is indeed eligible for SHA or
Federal non-TE funding, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission intends that STIP rail and transit projects,
including grade separations on passenger rail lines, be eligible for, and funded from the Public
Transportation Account, if available, or, if eligible, from the state’s Federal Surface Transportation
apportionment, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if available funding is less than assumed in the fund estimate,
the Commission may be forced to delay or restrict allocations using interim allocation plans, or, if
available funding proves to be greater than assumed, it may be possible to allocate funding to some
projects earlier than the year programmed, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission’s priority for programming in the first three
years of the 2018 STIP will be for those projects carried over from the 2016 STIP that were delayed
to years later than requested, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission’s priority for new programming when
sufficient program capacity becomes available, likely in the 2018 STIP or later, will be directed as
outlined in future guidelines and based on regional and interregional priorities and share balances,
to (1) project cost increases requested in the 2016 RTIPs and ITIP but not programmed in the 2016
STIP, (2) projects or project components programmed in the 2014 STIP and deleted without
prejudice in the 2016 STIP, and (3) new projects, and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that changes to or the addition of the STIP funding of projects also
funded from competitive Proposition 1B programs does not constitute approval of non-STIP
Proposition 1B programming actions, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the approval of such actions requires the approval of a baseline
or program amendment, or inclusion in a new programming action in the appropriate Proposition
1B program, with subsequent conforming STIP amendments as needed based on the Proposition
1B programming action, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that Commission staff, in consultation with the Department and
regional agencies, is authorized to make further technical changes in cost, schedules, and
descriptions for projects in the 2016 STIP, consistent with the fund estimate, in order to reflect the
most current information, or to clarify the Commission’s programming commitments, with report
of any substantive changes back to the Commission for approval at the June 29-30, 2016 meeting.
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ATTACHMENT A
2016 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS
ERRATA
(All costs listed in $1,000's)

County Share Summaries:

e Orange: For I-5 Widening, Segment 1 (Rt 73-Oso Parkway) Project (PPNO 2655), increase
construction support amount to $4,943 from $4,843.

e San Bernardino: For I-10 Express Lanes, Phase 1 Project (PPNO 134K), change name to 1-10
Express Lanes Phase Il.

e Santa Cruz: For Rt 1 Harkins Slough Rd Interchange Project (PPNO 413), decrease R/W amount to
$600 from $700.

e Interregional Program: For the Rt 29, Widen to 4 lanes, Segment 2C Project (PPNO 3100), delay
construction ($11,160) and construction support ($1,000) from 2017-18 to 2018-19 (to match change
in the RIP funds).
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ATTACHMENT B
2016 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS
LATE CHANGES AND CLARIFICATIONS
(All costs listed in $1,000's)

County Share Summaries:

Amador: For Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPNO B1950), increase construction amounts
to $59 from $36 in 2016-17, to $59 from $35 in 2017-18, to $58 from $35 in 2018-19, and decrease to
$0 from $35 in 2019-20.

Contra Costa: For Rt 680/4 Interchange, Widen Rt 4 Project (PPNO 298E), advance R/W ($5,100) to
2017-18 from 2018-19.

0 For Walnut Creek BART TOD Intermodal Project (PPNO 2010B), delay construction ($5,300)
from 2016-17 to 2017-18.

Colusa: For Norman Rd, Willow Creek-Argo St. Rehab Project (PPNO 2853), delay construction
($1,267) from Prior to 2016-17.

o For Citywide, various locations, Rehab and Ped Safety Project (PPNO 2852), delay E&P ($15)
and PS&E ($70) from Prior to 2016-17.

Fresno: For Rt 180 West Freeway, Landscaping Project (PPNO 6489), decrease R/W amount to $0
from $462 and construction support amount to $462 from $3,560, and increase construction amount
to $3,560 from $0.

Mono: For Countywide Preventative Maintenance Program Project (PPNO 2605), delay E&P ($50)
from Prior to 2017-18.

Monterey: For Planning, Programming, and Monitoring (PPNO 1165), increase construction amounts
to $231 from $185 in 2016-17, to $231 from $185 in 2017-18, to $231 from $185 in 2018-19, and to
$234 from $185 in 2019-20.

Yolo: For I-5/Rt 113 connector, Phase 2 Project (PPNO 301X), decrease and close the following
components: E&P amount to $1 from $50; PS&E amount to $4,706 from $4,750; R/W Sup to $907
from $1,000; and R/W to $1,150 from $2,926.

Interregional Program: For the Rail Capitalized Maintenance in Support of Service Expansion Project
(PPNO 2065), add $1,000 to construction in 2016-17.

o0 For the Seacliff Siding Upgrade and Extension Project (PPNO 2089), delete all funding and
remove from the ITIP (project will be delivered with other funds).

o For the Raymer to Bernson Double Track Project (PPNO 2098), increase construction to
$60,820 from $40,500 in 2020-21.



2016 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

California Transportation Commission
April 22, 2016

This document presents the recommendations of the staff of the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) for the 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP). Government Code Section 14529.3 requires that the Executive Director of the
Commission make these recommendations available to the Commission, the Department
of Transportation (Caltrans), the Regional Transportation Planning Agencies, and the
County Transportation Commissions at least 20 days prior to the Commission’s adoption
of the STIP. The Commission will receive comments on these recommendations and adopt
the STIP at its May 18-19, 2016 meeting.

The STIP is a key planning document for funding future state highway, intercity rail and
transit improvements throughout California. State law requires the Commission to update
the STIP biennially, in even-numbered years, with each new STIP adding two new years
to prior programming commitments. The 2016 STIP covers the five-year period from
fiscal year 2016-17 through fiscal year 2020-21.

Prior to adopting the STIP, the Commission is required by law (Government Code Section
14525), to estimate the amount of funding expected to be available for the five year STIP
period. The 2016 STIP Fund Estimate, adopted by the Commission in August 2015,
estimated no new programming capacity based on an assumed price-based excise tax rate
for fiscal year 2016-17 of 14.1 cents per gallon, increasing to 18 cents prior to the end of
the fund estimate period. In response to declining gasoline prices, Caltrans presented
amended revenue assumptions at the Commission’s January 2016 meeting. These
assumptions projected that the price-based excise tax would drop further than originally
anticipated on July 1, 2016. At that time, based on the revised assumptions, the
Commission adopted an amended 2016 STIP Fund Estimate reflecting a price-based excise
tax assumption of 10 cents effective July 1, 2016, increasing to 18 cents by the last year of
the fund estimate.

Based on the amended 2016 Fund Estimate, the STIP is over programmed in the first three
years of the STIP period (fiscal years 2016-17 through 2018-19) by $1.5 billion, and there
is no capacity to add new projects. This over programming affects both the Public
Transportation Account (PTA) and the State Highway Account (SHA). As a result, project
funding carried forward from the 2014 STIP for fiscal years 2016-17 through 2018-19
totaling $754 million must be deleted and an additional $755 million must be delayed to
the last two years of the 2016 STIP period (fiscal years 2019-20 and 2020-21).

Staff recommendations are based on the combined programming capacity for the PTA and
SHA as identified in the amended Fund Estimate adopted by the Commission on January
21, 2016 (state law only allows amendments to the Fund Estimate prior to March 1). If
available funding is less than assumed, the Commission may be forced to delay or restrict
allocations using interim allocation plans. On the other hand, if available funding proves
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to be greater than assumed, it may be possible to allocate funding to projects earlier than
the year programmed.

Staff recommendations reflect (1) no new projects, (2) project deletions and delays
proposed by regional agencies and Caltrans, and (3) additional project deletions and delays.
Although STIP regional shares are split 60/40 (South/North), geographic programming
equity of approximately 56.4 percent in the South and 43.6 percent in the North is
recommended. This funding ratio is proportionate to programming in the three early years
of the 2016 STIP period (fiscal years 2016-17, 2017-18 and 2018-19) carried forward from
the 2014 STIP.

The adopted 2016 STIP Guidelines included a one-time allowance for agencies to delay
current year (fiscal year 2015-16) projects into the 2016 STIP period. This allowance was
determined to be necessary since not all projects programmed in fiscal year 2015-16 could
receive allocations due to insufficient funds. To fully allocate fiscal year 2015-16 projects,
including projects with extensions in the STIP period, staff recommendations include the
delay of projects programmed in fiscal year 2016-17 of at least one year.

Since PTA funding is more limited than SHA funding, staff recommendations for all
projects are based on the combined, total fund capacity identified in the amended Fund
Estimate for highway, local road, rail, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian projects. Through
fiscal year 2020-21, the recommended programming is about equal to the identified
capacity.

The Commission’s adopted STIP may include only projects nominated by a regional
agency in its Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP) or by Caltrans in its
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP).  Accordingly, the staff
recommendations for the 2016 STIP include the following:

e Highways and Local Roads. Staff recommendations include (1) no new projects, (2)
project deletions and delays proposed by regional agencies and Caltrans, (3) additional
project deletions and delays, and (4) no project cost increases later than fiscal year
2017-18, and (5) no Planning, Programming and Monitoring (PPM) increases.

e Rail and Transit. Staff recommendations include (1) no new projects, (2) project
deletions and delays proposed by regional agencies and Caltrans, (3) additional project
deletions and delays, and (4) no project cost increases later than fiscal year 2017-18.

e Bicycle and Pedestrian. Staff recommendations include (1) no new projects, (2) project
deletions and delays proposed by regional agencies and Caltrans, (3) additional project
delays, and (4) no project cost increases later than fiscal year 2017-18.




The staff recommendations by project for each county and interregional share are listed on
the pages that follow. The recommendations are based primarily on:

Adopted amended 2016 Fund Estimate identifying the need to delete and delay projects
currently programmed in the first three years of the STIP period (fiscal years 2016-17
through 2018-19); and

Commission policies as expressed in the STIP Guidelines, 2016 STIP programming
proposals, geographic equity, and priorities identified for fiscal year 2015-16
allocations.



FUND ESTIMATE AND GUIDELINES FOR THE 2016 STIP

The development of the 2016 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) began
with the California Transportation Commission’s (Commission) adoption of the initial
2016 STIP Fund Estimate, together with the adoption of amendments to the STIP
Guidelines, on August 27, 2015, and adoption of an amended Fund Estimate (including a
change to the assumption regarding the future price-based excise tax rate and a resultant
decrease in projected STIP revenues) on January 21, 2016.

STIP proposals were made through the Regional Transportation Improvement Programs
(RTIPs) and the Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP), which were
due to the Commission by December 15, 2015. Subsequent to the adoption of the amended
Fund Estimate, revised RTIPs and the ITIP were due by February 29, 2016. The
Commission subsequently held two public hearings on the revised proposals, one on March
17, 2016 in Irvine and the other on March 24, 2016 in Sacramento.

2016 Amended STIP Fund Estimate

The 2016 Amended STIP Fund Estimate covered the five-year period of the 2016 STIP,
fiscal years 2016-17 through 2020-21, and estimated total statewide new programming
capacity of negative $754 million. Asaresult, there is insufficient funding to program new
highway, rail and transit, and bicycle and pedestrian projects and existing programmed
projects must be deleted or delayed.

The programming of the 2016 STIP includes a base of $554 million programmed in fiscal
year 2015-16 (base year included because of a $176 million shortfall that carries into the
2016 STIP period) and $2.153 billion in fiscal years 2016-17 through 2018-19 to projects
carried forward from the 2014 STIP. Funding capacity is insufficient to cover the existing
programmed amount, resulting in the need to delete $754 million in programming, for a
new 2016 STIP program total of $1.953 billion.

SUMMARY OF 2014 STIP CAPACITY

($ in millions)

Carryover New
Capacity Capacity Total
Federal Transportation Enhancement (TE) (eliminated) $ 0 $0 $ 0
Public Transportation Account (PTA) 417 -167 250
State Highway Account (SHA) 2,290 -587 1,703
Total (may not match FE due to rounding) $2,707 $ -754 $1,953




The following table is a breakdown of the $1.953 billion total STIP capacity by fiscal year:

SUMMARY OF 2016 STIP CAPACITY BY YEAR

($ in millions)

2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 Total
(base)
Transportation $ 0 $ 0 $ 0 $ 0 $ 0 $ 0 $0
Enhancement (TE)
Transit (PTA) 50 40 40 40 40 40 250
Roads (SHA) 328 200 225 275 320 355 1,703
Total $ 378 $ 240 $ 265 $ 315 $ 360 $ 395 $1,953

Programming capacity was determined in the amended Fund Estimate by estimating
available revenues and deducting current commitments against those revenues.
Programming capacity does not represent cash. It represents the level of programming
commitments that the Commission may make to projects for each year within the STIP
period. For example, cash will be required in one year to meet commitments made in a
prior year, and a commitment made this year may require the cash over a period of years.
The Fund Estimate methodology uses a “cash flow allocation basis,” which schedules
funding capacity based upon cash flow requirements and reflects the method used to
manage the allocation of funding for capital projects.



STIP Guidelines
Policies and Procedures Specific to the 2016 STIP

The following specific policies and procedures address the particular circumstances of the
2016 STIP:

Schedule. The following schedule lists the major milestones for the development and
adoption of the 2016 STIP (as amended at the January 20-21, 2016 Commission
meeting):

Caltrans presents draft Fund Estimate

STIP Guidelines & Fund Estimate Workshop

CTC adopts Fund Estimate & Guidelines
Caltrans identifies State highway needs
Caltrans submits draft ITIP

CTC ITIP hearing, North
CTC ITIP hearing, South
Regions submit RTIPs

Caltrans submits final ITIP

CTC STIP hearing, North
CFC-STHR-hearing-Seuth

blist e ot

CTC adepts STIP

CTC adopts amended Fund Estimate
Regions submit revised RTIPs
Caltrans submits revised ITIP

CTC STIP Hearing, South

CTC STIP Hearing, North

CTC publishes staff recommendations

CTC adopts STIP

June 25, 2015

July 23, 2015
August 27, 2015
September 15, 2015
October 15, 2015
October 28, 2015
November 4, 2015
December 15, 2015
December 15, 2015

Mareh-16-17,-2016
January 21, 2016
February 26, 2016
February 26, 2016
March 17, 2016
March 24, 2016
April 22, 2016
May 18-19, 2016

Statewide Fund Estimate. The statewide capacity for the 2016 STIP Fund Estimate
identifies net new capacity only in the two years added to the STIP, 2019-20 and
2020-21, with decreases in capacity in earlier years. The decreases in capacity are due
mainly to the decrease in the price based excise tax. The estimate incorporates the 2015-
16 Budget Act and other 2015 legislation enacted prior to the Fund Estimate adoption.
Programming in the 2016 STIP will be constrained by fiscal year, with most new
programming in the two years added to the STIP, 2019-20 and 2020-21.

County shares and targets. The 2016 Fund Estimate indicates that the STIP is already
fully programmed for the entire 5 years of the 2016 STIP (there is about $46 million of
capacity available in the last year of the STIP period). This is due primarily to the
decrease in the price based excise tax. Projects currently programmed in the STIP will
need to be reprogrammed into later years.

Reprogramming of current year projects. In a departure from the general rule in the

STIP Guidelines, projects programmed in 2015-16, including projects from prior years



that have allocation extensions, may be reprogrammed to a later fiscal year if they are
on the list of delivered projects or if they have been granted, prior to adoption of the
Fund Estimate, an extension of the allocation period that expires after the adoption of
the 2016 STIP. In addition, projects programmed in 2015-16 may be proposed for
delay in the RTIP or ITIP submitted by December 15, 2015.

Submittal of RTIPS. The Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA) Group
has voluntarily developed a template for submittal of RTIPs, and encourages its use by
regions for the 2016 STIP. The purpose of the template is to make RTIP submittals
more consistent statewide and to present a visualization tool that provides information
in an organized and transparent manner. The RTIP template includes, but is not limited
to, the following: contact information, a summary of previously completed RTIP
projects, information on how regions are delivering projects and meeting state and
federal goals, a public participation summary, a description of the relationship between
the RTIP and the adopted RTP/SCS, and a description of the performance and
effectiveness of the RTIP.

Transit and Rail Projects. A region may nominate transit and rail projects in its RTIP
within State Highway Account (SHA) and Federal funding constraints (rolling stock
may only be funded with Federal funds). As indicated in the fund estimate, a small
amount of PTA funds is available to fund transit and rail projects. A region nominating
a project that requires PTA funding because it does not meet SHA or Federal
requirements must clearly explain this requirement in its RTIP.

Bicycle and Pedestrian projects. Existing bicycle and pedestrian projects may remain
in the STIP so long as they are eligible for State Highway Account or Federal funds.

Limitations on planning, programming, and monitoring (PPM). The fund estimate
includes a table of PPM limitations that identifies the 5% limit for county shares for
2016-17 through 2020-21, based upon the 2012, 2014, and 2016 Fund Estimates. These
are the amounts against which the 5% is applied. The PPM limitation is a limit to the
amount that can be programmed in any region and is not in addition to amounts already
programmed.

Advance Project Development Element (APDE). There is no APDE identified for the
2016 STIP.

GARVEE bonding and AB 3090 commitments. The Commission will not consider
proposals for either GARVEE bonding or new AB 3090 commitments as part of the
2016 STIP. The Commission will consider AB 3090 or GARVEE bonding proposals
as amendments to the STIP after the initial adoption. Commission staff will maintain
an “AB 3090 Plan” which will include projects for which regions intend to request an
AB 3090 reimbursement in order to advance the project into 2016-17, 2017-18, or
2018-19. The inclusion of a project on the list is not a commitment by the regional
agency to request an AB 3090 reimbursement, an endorsement or recommendation by
Commission staff, or an approval by the Commission.




Caltrans Benefit/Cost Model. The 2016 STIP Guidelines continue the requirement for
project-level evaluations including use of Caltrans’ Benefit/Cost Model. Caltrans has
developed a model for bicycle and pedestrian projects in order to improve information
available to decision makers at the regional and state level.

Commission expectations and priorities. The 2016 Fund Estimate indicates that the
2014 STIP is over-programmed in the early years. Some of this over-programming
will likely be resolved through the schedule updates which occur each STIP cycle.
However, some projects currently programmed in the STIP may need to be delayed
(reprogrammed into a later year).

For the 2016 STIP, the Commission expects to give first priority to the reprogramming
of projects from the 2014 STIP, as amended.

The selection of projects for additional programming will be consistent with the
standards and criteria in section 61 of the STIP guidelines. In particular, the
Commission intends to focus on RTIP proposals that meet State highway improvement
and intercity rail needs as described in section 20 of the guidelines. The Department
should provide a list of the identified state highway and intercity rail needs to regional
agencies and to the Commission by September 15, 2015. Should the Department fail to
provide a region and the Commission with this information, the Commission intends
to assume there are no unmet state highway or intercity rail needs in that region.

California has been in a historic drought and Governor Brown proclaimed a state of
emergency on January 17, 2014. In addition, the Governor issued statewide mandatory
water reductions on April 1, 2015. Therefore, it is the intent of the Commission that
any landscape projects currently programmed but not yet allocated and awarded, or any
new landscape projects, will include drought tolerant plants and irrigation consistent
with the Governor’s actions.

Governor Brown issued Executive Order B-30-15 on April 29, 2015, related to climate
change and ordering that a new interim statewide greenhouse gas emission reduction
target to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030 is
established. The order states that State agencies shall take climate change into account
in their planning and investment decisions, and employ full life-cycle cost accounting
to evaluate and compare infrastructure investments and alternatives. In addition, State
agencies’ planning and investment shall be guided by the following principles:

o Priority should be given to actions that both build climate preparedness and
reduce greenhouse gas emissions;

0 Where possible, flexible and adaptive approaches should be taken to prepare
for uncertain climate impacts;

0 Actions should protect the state’s most vulnerable populations; and

o Natural infrastructure solutions should be prioritized.

Executive Order B-30-15 must be considered by the Department and Regional
Agencies when proposing new programming for the 2016 STIP. The Commission
intends to consider Executive Order B-30-15 when approving programming



recommendations in the event that programming requests exceed programming
capacity.

Note: Subsequent to adoption of the 2016 STIP Guidelines and Fund Estimate,
the Commission adopted an amended 2016 Fund Estimate at the January 20-21,
2016 Commission meeting. Due to the estimated decrease in the price-based excise
tax, the 2016 amended STIP Fund Estimate identified over programming of $1.5
billion in the first three years of the 2016 STIP period and a negative
programming capacity of $754 million.



STIP PROPOSALS

The Commission may include in the STIP only projects that have been nominated by a
regional agency in its RTIP or by Caltrans in its ITIP. For the 2016 STIP, amended RTIPs
and the ITIP were due to the Commission by February 26, 2016.

Regions and Caltrans were asked to identify projects that could be deleted and delayed to
meet the (1) $754 million deletion target and (2) the $755 million delay target to the last
two years of the STIP. The revised RTIPs and ITIP together proposed $515 million in
deletions, short of the $754 million target by $239 million. Also, insufficient project delays
to the last two years of the STIP period were proposed. Therefore, staff recommendations
include delays to and deletions of funding for many existing programmed projects, beyond
those proposed by the regions or Caltrans. In addition, requests for new projects and
increased programming are not recommended for inclusion in the 2016 STIP.

The spreadsheets showing project programming recommendations reflect revisions since
the preparation of the Commission Briefing Book for the STIP hearings, including updated
information provided by regions and Caltrans.
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RECOMMENDED STIP ACTIONS

Staff recommends the adoption of the 2016 STIP to include the specific projects and
schedules shown in the spreadsheets at the end of this document and as further described
in the following narrative. These recommendations identify specific project components
and costs for each year of the 2016 STIP, with separate groupings for highway, rail and
transit, and bicycle and pedestrian projects.

The table on page 1 identifies the total amounts recommended from each county and the
interregional share for highway, rail and transit, and bicycle and pedestrian projects. The
table sums the amounts recommended for each county and the interregional program by
fiscal year and compares the amounts recommended to the total targets for each county and
interregional share. It also compares the statewide total recommended by fiscal year to the
statewide capacity by fiscal year.

The tables on pages 2, 3 and 4 sum the recommendations for highway and local road
projects, rail and transit projects, and bicycle and pedestrian projects.

The project recommendations are based primarily on the 2016 amended STIP Fund
Estimate adopted by the Commission on January 21, 2016 identifying a $754 million
shortfall in programming capacity over the next five years. Funding for projects currently
programmed in the first three years of the 2016 STIP period (fiscal years 2016-17 through
2018-19) totaling $754 million must be deleted and another $755 million must be delayed
to fiscal years 2019-20 and 2020-21. Project funding was deleted and delayed to meet the
targets identified based on the following methodology:

e Project deletions, delays and priorities recommended by regional agencies in their
RTIPs and by Caltrans in its ITIP;

Addition of no new projects;

Retention of existing programming for Planning, Programming and Monitoring;
Geographic equity;

Commission policies and priorities.

Project Recommendations

The staff recommendations identify programming for specific projects and project
components including project deletions and delays to reduce program levels in fiscal years
2016-17 through 2018-19 to the capacity identified in the amended Fund Estimate.

The staff recommendations provide priority to reprogramming projects from the 2014

STIP, as amended, and retention of programming for PPM within the statutory limits. The
recommended schedule reflects the limits of Fund Estimate program capacity.

11



UNCERTAINTIES FOR FUTURE FUNDING ALLOCATIONS

The 2016 STIP staff recommendations are consistent with the adopted amended 2016 Fund
Estimate, as required by statute. Funding conditions may, and usually do, continue to
change from the assumptions made in the Fund Estimate. The Commission and Caltrans
will continue to monitor those conditions to determine ability to allocate funding to STIP
projects. If available funding is less than was assumed in the Fund Estimate, the
Commission may be forced to delay or restrict allocations through the use of allocation
plans. On the other hand, if available funding proves to be greater than was assumed in
the Fund Estimate, it may be possible to allocate funding to some projects sooner than the
year programmed.
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APPENDIX TO 2016 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

SUMMARY TABLES

The tables on the following pages are included with these recommendations for
information and reference. Four statewide summary tables and separate project listings for
each of the 59 county shares and the interregional share are provided.

The four statewide summary tables are:

Staff Recommendation, All Projects. Includes, for each county share and the
interregional program, the net new programming recommended by fiscal year. At the
bottom of the table is a comparison of the statewide total recommended to the year-
by-year capacity for new programming.

Staff Recommendation, Highway and Local Road Projects. Includes, for each
county share and the interregional program, the net new programming recommended
for highway and local road projects by fiscal year.

Staff Recommendation, Rail and Transit Projects. Includes, for each county share
and the interregional program, the net new programming recommended for rail and
transit projects by fiscal year.

Staff Recommendation, Bicycle and Pedestrian Projects. Includes, for each
county share and the interregional share, the net new bicycle and pedestrian
programming recommended by fiscal year.

COUNTY AND INTERREGIONAL TABLES

The separate tables for each of the county shares and the interregional share include:

STIP Projects at initial Fund Estimate (August 2015). These are the projects and
amounts programmed in the STIP when the Fund Estimate was adopted. These projects
constitute the base against which Fund Estimate estimated capacity and the base against
which programming was proposed and is recommended.

Recommended 2016 STIP Programming. This section includes all recommended
changes to existing programming, by component and fiscal year. In most cases,
changes to an existing project are displayed by listing the existing programming as a
deduction (negative), followed by the programming as now proposed (positive). This
section first lists highway and local road projects and their subtotal, then the rail and
transit (PTA-eligible) projects and their subtotal, then the bicycle and pedestrian
projects and their subtotal, followed by the Total Programming Recommended. Where
the recommendation is for a different fiscal year from the year proposed in the RTIP or
ITIP, the color or shading in a cell indicates the fiscal year for which the project was
originally proposed.
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Notes/Projects Not Included in Staff Recommendation. The box at the bottom of
each table identifies projects proposed by the regional agency or Caltrans that are not
included in the staff recommendation, together with various notes and comments on
the proposed projects and the staff recommendation.

Balance of STIP County Share. The box at the bottom of the page identifies the share
balance and the total recommended new programming.
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SUMMARY OF 2016 STIP STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS BY COUNTY

($1,000's)
Program Totals Proposed by Year
County Total Prior 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20|  2020-21
Alameda (8,789) 0 (5,063) 0 (15,726) 0 12,000
Alpine (1,400) 0 (276) (1,745) 261 360 0
Amador (911) 0 (23) (3,975) (23) 3,110 0
Butte (1,500) (1,900) (499) (10,301) 0 11,200 0
Calaveras (1,500) (1,390) (1,327) (1,476) 17 1,361 1,349
Colusa 0 0 (700) 700 0 0 0
Contra Costa (53,700) (1,007) (44,793) (24,757) (9,900) 24,757 2,000
Del Norte 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
El Dorado CTC (70) 0 (5,584) 5,500 (56) 70 0
Fresno (10,486) 227 (49,400) 0 34,665 462 3,560
Glenn (1,392) (624) (126) (1,413) (266) 1,032 5
Humboldt (800) (740) (610) 550 (15,300) 3,000 12,300
Imperial (60) 2,178 0 (33,650) 0 31,412 0
Inyo (19,240) (1,934) (7,392) 0 (33,400) 23,486 0
Kern (22,604) (1,319) (17,035) (28,901) 24,651 0 0
Kings 0 0 (1,376) 0 0 1,376 0
Lake (194) (164) (5,225) (6,836) 11,902 0 129
Lassen (2,340) (120) (9,821) 5,920 (1,209) 0 2,890
Los Angeles (55,600) 0 (55,600) (28,300) (36,520) 37,020 27,800
Madera (1,500) 0 (3,044) 0 (1) 1,545 0
Marin (571) 0 (826) 255 0 0 0
Mariposa (1,090) (821) 283 (325) (1,157) 25 905
Mendocino (2,656) (565) (5,448) 1,226 (2,503) 3,155 1,479
Merced (3,083) (3,083) 0 0 0 0 0
Modoc (1,712) 0 (1,914) 1,434 (2,339) 797 310
Mono (9,391) (2,621) (6,638) (422) (8,554) 7,654 1,190
Monterey (16,287) (4,500) (9,874) (23,424) 1,526 19,985 0
Napa (3,373) 0 (1,596) (1,427) (1,904) 400 1,154
Nevada 0 0 0 (3,000) 0 3,000 0
Orange (39,083) 0 (40,415) 0 (85,598) 9,000 77,930
Placer TPA (3,000) (3,000) (55) (55) (55) 165 0
Plumas (4,162) 0 (340) (356) (4,212) 390 356
Riverside (35,174) (550) (31,015) (20,955) 0 17,346 0
Sacramento (31,731) 0 (17,900) (2,007) (25,144) 2,312 11,008
San Benito 0 0 (9,639) 0 0 9,639 0
San Bernardino (63,771) (2,637) (22,611) (39,745) (38,523) 0 39,745
San Diego (41,000) 0 (36,000) (49,000) 0 0 44,000
San Francisco (3,458) 0 (3,458) 0 0 0 0
San Joaquin (12,914) (3,194) 2,194 (3,061) (21,153) 12,300 0
San Luis Obispo (1,100) 0 (7,881) 157 0 0 6,624
San Mateo (29,208) 0 (16,709) (10,314) (7,813) 2,411 3,217
Santa Barbara (1,962) 0 (11,372) 138 (2,037) 11,309 0
Santa Clara (7,982) 0 (8,390) 637 (3,504) 3,275 0
Santa Cruz (6,640) (1,470) (9,681) (3,733) 2,255 5,989 0
Shasta (275) 0 (12,797) 0 0 12,522 0
Sierra 0 0 (850) (50) 900 0 0
Siskiyou (3,523) (150) (1,292) (4,032) (3,195) 3,002 2,144
Solano (7,009) 0 (945) 0 (6,064) 0 0
Sonoma (1,177) 0 (1,177) 0 0 0 0
Stanislaus (4,100) (18,914) (4,336) 236 18,914 0 0
Sutter 0 0 0 (3,970) 0 3,970 0
Tahoe RPA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tehama (6,393) (4,752) (430) 1,836 (6,665) 2,318 1,300
Trinity (1,581) 0 (40) (880) (811) 90 60
Tulare (6,557) 0 (1,557) (9,688) 1,688 0 3,000
Tuolumne (1,955) 0 (192) (9,463) 7,700 0 0
Ventura (17,000) 0 (137) (17,137) (138) 412 0
Yolo (3,134) (500) 0 (3,547) (3,677) 4,590 0
Yuba (500) 0 (500) (10,633) 0 10,633 0
Statewide Regional (554,638) (53,550)| (471,432)| (839,989)| (233,002)| 286,880 256,455
Interregional (199,410) (71,852)| (229,124) 14,947 | (125,138) 73,037 138,720
TOTAL (754,048) (125,402)| (700,556)| (325,042)| (358,140)| 359,917 395,175
Cumulative Programmed (125,402)| (825,958)| (1,151,000)| (1,509,140)| (1,149,223)| (754,048)
Cumulative Capacity (176,000)| (734,000)| (1,151,000)] (1,509,000)] (1,149,000)| (754,000)
Cumulative Under (Over) Fund Est 91,958 0 140 223 48

California Transportation Commission Page 1 of 4 4/22/16
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-1 9, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  4.12
Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Budgets

subject: 2017 ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM FUND ESTIMATE
RESOLUTION G-16-17

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the proposed 2017 Active Transportation
Program (ATP) Fund Estimate.

ISSUE.:

The 2017 ATP Fund Estimate’s program capacities are based on Senate Bill (SB) 99 and
Assembly Bill (AB) 101, along with the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Commission,
and California State Transportation Agency guidance.

Federal Surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) set-asides for Transportation Alternatives
reflect preliminary FHWA estimates pursuant to Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST)
Act. This was formally the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) included in Moving Ahead
for Progress in the 21% Century Act. In addition, the following assumptions were used to calculate
the 2017 ATP Fund Estimate program capacities:

Distribution to Metropolitan Planning Organizations is based upon total population.
Recreational Trails is not subject to STBG distribution guidelines.

Federal Highway Safety Improvement Program funds will not be used in the ATP.

95 percent obligation authority for all federal funding apportionments.

Population based on 2010 census data.

State and federal resources will remain stable throughout the fund estimate period.
Fiscal year 2020-21 extends beyond current FAST Act authorization, but will receive
Federal funding consistent with previous years.

The Department has consulted with Commission staff during the development of the 2017 ATP
Fund Estimate.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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BACKGROUND:

The ATP, as articulated in SB 99 and AB 101, was signed into law on September 26, 2013. It
replaced the existing system of small, dedicated grant programs, which funded Safe Routes to
Schools, bicycle programs, and Recreational Trails. The Program divides approximately

$123 million annually over the Fund Estimate period for active transportation projects between the
state and regions, subject to the adopted 2017 guidelines. The intent of combining this funding is
to improve flexibility and reduce the administrative burden of having several small independent
grant programs.

RESOLUTION G-16-17:

1.1. WHEREAS, the Active Transportation Program (ATP) was created by Senate Bill 99
(Chapter 359, Statutes of 2013) to encourage increased use of active modes of
transportation, such as biking and walking; and

1.2. WHEREAS, the Department consulted with Commission staff regarding adjustments to
the 2017 ATP Fund Estimate.

2.1. NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation Commission
does hereby adopt the proposed 2017 ATP Fund Estimate, as presented by the Department
on May 18-19 2016, with programming in the 2017 ATP to be based on the adopted 2017
guidelines and the statutory funding identified.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



PROPOSED

ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM (ATP)

FUND ESTIMATE
($ in thousands)

4-Year 5-Year
2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 Total Total
RESOURCES

STATE RESOURCES

Beginning Balance $0 $0

State Highway Account 34,200 34,200 34,200 34,200 34,200 136,800 171,000
State Resources Subtotal $34,200 $34,200 $34,200 $34,200 $34,200 $136,800 $171,000
FEDERAL RESOURCES

STBG Set-Aside for Transportation Alternatives™ $65,455 $66,730 $66,730 $66,730 $66,730 $266,920 $332,375

Recreational Trails 1,900 1,900 1,900 1,900 1,900 7,600 9,500

Other Federal 19,950 19,950 19,950 19,950 19,950 79,800 99,750
Federal Resources Subtotal $87,305 $88,580 $88,580 $88,580 $88,580 $354,320 $441,625
TOTAL RESOURCES AVAILABLE $121,505 | $122,780 $122,780 $122,780 $122,780 | $491,120 | $612,625

DISTRIBUTION

URBAN REGIONS (MPO Administered)

State ($13,221) (313,221) ($13,221) (313,221) ($13,221) (352,884) ($66,105)

Federal (35,384) (35,896) (35,896) (35,896) (35,896) (143,583) (178,967)
Urban Regions Subtotal ($48,605) (349,117) (349,117) ($49,117) 349117 ($196,467)| ($245,072)
SMALL URBAN & RURAL REGIONS (State Administered)

State ($4,829) ($4,829) ($4,829) ($4,829) ($4,829) ($19,316) ($24,145)

Federal (7,319) (7,444) (7,444) (7,444) (7,444) (29,777) (37,095)
Small Urban & Rural Regions Subtotal ($12,148) ($12,273) ($12,273) ($12,273) ($12,273) ($49,093) ($61,240)
STATEWIDE COMPETITION (State Administered)

State ($16,150) ($16,150) ($16,150) ($16,150) ($16,150) ($64,600) ($80,750)

Federal (44,603) (45,240) (45,240) (45,240) (45,240) (180,960) (225,562)
Statewide Competition Subtotal ($60,753) ($61,390) ($61,390) ($61,390) (361,390)] ($245,560)]  ($306,312)
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS (121505 (3122,780)  ($122,7/80)  ($122,780)  (5122,780)]  ($49L1,120)]  ($612,625)

M surface Transportation Block Grant (STBG) Set-Aside for Transportation Alternatives (TA) was formally the Transportation Alternatives Program (TAP) included in MAP-21.

Note: Individual numbers may not add to total due to independent rounding.

STBG Set-Aside for TA reflects preliminary FHWA estimates pursuant to Fixing America's Surface Transportation (FAST) Act.

Final dollar amounts may vary based on actual apportionment and obligational authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.
Fiscal Year 2020-21 extends beyond FAST Act authorization, but is assumed to be funded at the same level as in prior years.

ANNUAL DISTRIBUTION IN FY 2017-18 THROUGH FY 2020-21

FEDERAL | FEDERAL
URBAN REGIONS STBG OTHER STATE TOTAL
MTC Region $ 5506]% 1915] $ 2,908 | $ 10,329
SACOG Region 1,544 609 1,123 3,276
SCAG Region 15,194 4,833 6,106 26,134
Fresno COG (Fresno UZA) 586 249 503 1,338
Kern COG (Bakersfield) 469 225 510 1,205
SANDAG (San Diego UZA) 2,648 829 1,006 4,483
San Joaquin COG (Stockton) 332 183 465 981
Stanislaus COG (Modesto) 321 138 281 740
Tulare CAG (Visalia) 197 118 317 632
Total $ 2679 ]% 9,100 $ 13221 1% 49,117

Note: Individual numbers may not add to total due to independent rounding.
Final dollar amounts may vary based on actual apportionment and obligational authority by FHWA or any changes in Federal guidance.
* Per Senate Bill 99, guidelines shall include a process to ensure no less than 25 percent of overall program funds benefit disadvantaged

communities.

Disadvantaged
Communities*

$ 2,582

819

6,533

334

=)

301

1,121

245

185

158

$ 12,279
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Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 4.21
Action Item

NORMA ORTEGA Preparedby:  Chris Schmidt, Project Manager
Chief Financial Officer Division of Transportation
Planning

Subject: CALIFORNIA SUSTAINABLE FREIGHT ACTION PLAN

SUMMARY:

In July 2015, Governor Brown issued Executive Order B-32-15, which identifies accelerating the
transition to a more efficient and less polluting freight transport system as an important policy objective
for the State of California. The Executive Order directs the Agency Secretaries of Transportation,
Environmental Protection, and Natural Resources to lead staff from the California Department of
Transportation (Department), the California Air Resources Board (ARB), the California Energy
Commission (Energy Commission), and the Governor’s Office of Business and Economic
Development (GO-Biz) in development of an integrated action plan, the California Sustainable Freight
Action Plan (Action Plan), by July 2016. The draft California Sustainable Freight Action Plan has been
release for public comment through July 1, 2016.

BACKGROUND:

While California’s freight transport system has already undergone extensive changes over the last
several years, the State must take further action in partnership with a broad spectrum of stakeholders
from the freight, environmental justice, federal and local agency sectors to address a number of
opportunities and challenges. California’s freight system is under pressure to serve our growing
population and satisfy consumer demand for an increasing variety of goods, with ever-faster delivery
times. It must also supply the materials needed for manufacturing and move California agricultural,
electronic, and other products to market. The State’s logistics providers must reliably transport goods
to, from, and within California, on a shared network with passenger transportation. This complex
system of systems is not only a major economic engine for our State, but also a substantial contributor
to the State’s air quality and climate emissions. Freight-dependent industries account for over $700
billion of California’s economy in 2013, and over 5 million California jobs.

At the same time, government partners are working together to meet more protective air quality
requirements and climate change goals. Meeting these goals will require system-wide changes in terms
of broad deployment of new freight vehicles and equipment, use of low-carbon renewable fuels,
supporting infrastructure, and incorporating information technologies. Coordinating these actions will
optimize results for California.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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The Action Plan provides recommendations for the Governor to consider that align the efforts of
multiple agencies to realize a singular vision for freight policy in California that is in the State's
transportation, environmental, and economic interests. In this draft Action Plan, the State agencies set
forth an initial implementation framework to guide, track, and coordinate the State’s actions related to
the freight transport system. Recommendations include:

A long-term 2050 Vision and Guiding Principles for California’s future freight transport
system.

Targets for 2030 to guide the State toward meeting the 2050 Vision.

Actions to initiate over the next five years to make progress towards the 2030 Targets and the
2050 Vision.

Pilot projects to achieve on-the-ground actions that advance the freight transport system in the
near-term.

Transformational concepts the State agencies will explore.

Approach to ongoing freight investments.

TO VIEW THE DRAFT CALIFORNIA SUSTAINEBLE FREIGHT ACTION PLAN,

PLEASE GO TO: www.casustainablefreight.org

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”


http://www.casustainablefreight.org/
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1-40S ORANGE COUNTY EXPRESS LANES PROJECT
PRESENTATION

A PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE MAY 18-19, 2016 CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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To: CHA|R AND COMM|SS|ONERS CTC Meeting: May 18, 2016

Reference No.: 4.8
Action

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

subject: TOLL FACILITY APPROVAL REQUEST — INTERSTATE 405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
IN ORANGE COUNTY

ISSUE:

The Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) requested the Commission’s approval to
develop and operate a high-occupancy toll facility on Interstate (I) 405 between State Route (SR)
73 and 1-605 in Orange County. Should the Commission, pursuant to Assembly Bill 194 (Frazier,
2015), approve OCTA’s request?

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff finds that the application meets the eligibility criteria required by AB 194 and recommends
that the Commission approve OCTA'’s request to develop and operate a high occupancy toll
facility on 1-405 between SR 73 and 1-605 in conjunction with its proposed 1-405 Improvement
Project as specified in the application received on April 1, 2016. This recommendation is based
on information provided by OCTA and consideration of testimony provided at the public hearing
held on April 28, 2016.

The proposed project will improve the corridor’s performance by increasing passenger throughput
and reducing delays. In addition, the proposed project capital cost expense estimate is $1.7 billion,
and will be funded with local sales tax M2 funding, state and federal funding, and the proceeds of
non-recourse toll revenue-backed obligations using a direct TIFIA loan and/or toll revenue bonds.
Should the project suffer financial setbacks, the application states that OCTA will use additional
toll revenue bonds or local sales tax funding.

BACKGROUND:

On October 9, 2015, Governor Brown signed into law Chapter 687, statutes of 2015 (AB 194),
delegating to the Commission the legislative responsibility to approve the tolling of transportation
facilities in California. Section 149.7 of the California Streets and Highways Code, as amended
by AB 194, authorizes regional transportation agencies or the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) to apply to the Commission to develop and operate high-occupancy toll
lanes or other toll facilities, including the administration and operation of a value pricing program
and exclusive or preferential lane facilities for public transit or freight.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Applications for the development and operation of toll facilities are subject to review and
approval by the Commission pursuant to criteria set forth in guidelines established by the
Commission. At its March 2016 meeting, the Commission adopted Toll Facility Guidelines
(quidelines) giving direction to applicants for the development and operation of toll facilities.

The Commission’s adopted guidelines state that, after the Commission has approved a project, it
will have no further role in reviewing or approving changes to the project except at the request of
the sponsor agency. If OCTA finds it necessary or appropriate to make changes to the toll facility
project after approval, the Commission expects that the agency will request approval of the
change by submitting a supplement to the project application setting forth a description of the
change and the reasons for it.

OCTA Toll Facility Application — 1-405 Improvement Project

On April 1, 2016, OCTA submitted an application pursuant to AB 194 to develop and operate a
high-occupancy toll facility between SR 73 and 1-605 in conjunction with its proposed 1-405
Improvement Project (project). The $1.7 billion project will add one general purpose lane in each
direction on the 1-405 from Euclid Street to the 1-605 interchange. The proposed project will also
add a lane in each direction of 1-405 from SR-73 to SR-22 to be managed jointly with the existing
high occupancy vehicle (HOV) lanes as the 405 Express Lanes with two lanes in each direction
between SR-73 and 1-605. The project also includes replacement of 18 bridges over the freeway,
as well as interchange and arterial improvements in the vicinity of the freeway.

According to OCTA, a design-build procurement approach will be utilized to deliver the proposed
project. Procurement of a design-build contractor is currently underway with contract award
anticipated in November 2016 and construction completion in 2022. The $1.7 billion project is
planned to be funded as follows:

Source Funding Amount
(In Thousands)

Orange County M2 Sales Tax | $1,011,352

Various Federal Funds | $45,648

TIFIA Loan/Toll Revenue Bonds $561,000

SHOPP* $82,000

Total $1,700,000

* Caltrans has committed $82 million from the State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP).

OCTA states that it anticipates receiving up to $561 million from a federal Transportation
Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act (TIFIA) loan, to be repaid with toll revenues. For any
amount less than $561 million the project receives from the TIFIA loan, OCTA will seek toll
revenue bonds secured by the net revenues from the Express Lanes.
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COMMISSION APPROVAL CONSIDERATIONS

Minimum Criteria

For the Commission to approve a proposed toll facility, AB 194 requires the Commission to find,
at a minimum, that the application meets the following criteria:

(1) A demonstration that the proposed toll facility will improve the corridor’s performance by,
for example, increasing passenger throughput or reducing delays for freight shipments and
travelers, especially those traveling by carpool, vanpool, and transit.

The application includes a copy of the project’s Final Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Impact Statement (Final EIR/EIS) which provides substantial information
regarding increases in throughput and reduction in delay for freight, travelers, and those ride
sharing. The application summarizes many of the benefits included in the Final EIR/EIS that
demonstrate the proposed project will improve the corridor’s performance, including:

e Reducing general purpose lane travel times from 133 minutes to 29 minutes (2040 No-Build
vs Project scenario);

e Reducing Express Lane travel time from 121 minutes to 13 minutes (2040 No-Build vs Project
scenario);

e Increasing throughput in the corridor by 23 to 50 percent;

e Reducing annual vehicle hours of delay in the corridor by 2 million hours in the opening year
and 78 million hours in 2040;

e Improving safety by addressing operational and geometric deficiencies, reducing congestion
and reducing emergency vehicle access time to freeway incidents;

e Generating excess toll revenues that will be reinvested in the corridor.

(2) Arequirement that the proposed toll facility is contained in the constrained portion of a
conforming regional transportation plan prepared pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government
Code.

The application states that the 1-405 Improvement Project is included in the 2012 Regional
Transportation Plan adopted by the Southern California Association of Governments.

(3) For projects involving the state highway system, evidence of cooperation between the
applicable regional transportation agency and Caltrans.

The application states that OCTA and Caltrans are developing and implementing in partnership
the 1-405 Improvement Project. The Caltrans District 12 Director approved the Final EIR/EIS
(dated March 26, 2015) and the Final Project Report (dated June 15, 2015). Further, Caltrans has
approved, signed, and published the Record of Decision (signed May 15, 2015) and signed the
Notice of Determination (signed June 17, 2015). OCTA and Caltrans jointly developed and
agreed to the “I-405 Project Implementation Preliminary Agreement in Terms and Conditions as
of April 16, 2015.” This agreement specifies roles in project delivery, identifies project funding
and financing, provides conditions for Express Lane operations, and presents a framework for use
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of net excess revenues. Finally, OCTA and Caltrans executed a Cooperative Agreement
establishing roles and responsibilities for implementation of the project.

(4) Adiscussion of how the proposed toll facility meets the requirements of Streets and
Highways Code Section 149.7.

According to OCTA, the 1-405 Improvement Project meets the minimum and additional
requirements of Section 149.7 of the Streets and Highways Code. For example, the application
describes the following actions to ensure compliance:

e OCTA and the California Highway Patrol (CHP) have met on several occasions to discuss an
agreement for enforcement services related to the toll facility and reimbursement to CHP for
its costs. The application states that an agreement will be reached before the proposed
Express Lanes are open to traffic;

e OCTA and Caltrans have an initial agreement addressing “all matters related to design,
construction, maintenance, and operation of the toll facility, including, but not limited to,
liability, financing, repair, rehabilitation, and reconstruction” and reimbursement of Caltrans
expenses;

e OCTA is committed to managing the revenue generated by the tolls to cover debt obligations
of the toll facility and “development, maintenance, repair, rehabilitation, improvement,
reconstruction, administration, and operation of the toll facility” with all remaining funds used
in the corridor pursuant to an expenditure plan for net excess revenues;

e OCTA will include required language in the necessary documents when it issues bonds to
finance construction and construction-related expenditures that the bond must not pledge the
full faith and credit of the State of California;

e OCTA has met and coordinated on numerous occasions with all jurisdictions through which
the proposed Express Lanes will pass and will continue to do so, as needed, for the life of the
Project.

(5) A complete project initiation document for the proposed toll facility.
The application includes a copy of the complete project initiation document.
(6) A complete funding plan for development and operation of the toll facility.

The Commission interprets this minimum criterion to mean that all funding sources are identified
and the applicant has a plan for securing these funds. A complete funding plan does not mean that
all financing has been secured, as it is possible some financing sources may not be available until
the project sponsor has authority to develop and operate the toll facility, which is granted only
upon approval by the Commission. The application contains a significant discussion of the
funding plan for the project, including cost estimates, identified funding sources, and alternative
options if either the costs increase or the funding sources are less than anticipated.
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Additional Considerations

The Commission’s guidelines specify that the Commission will consider all provided information
to determine whether to approve the proposed toll facility. Accordingly, in conjunction with
responding to the statutorily-defined minimum criteria, the guidelines encourage applicants to
provide more information than that necessary to meet the minimum criteria. The guidelines
request that, whenever applicable and possible, applicants provide supplemental information for
the Commission to consider. The OCTA Toll Facility Application includes a significant amount
of supplemental information in support of the 1-405 Express Lanes.

Compliance with State Law: The application states that the proposed project is consistent with
established standards, requirements, and limitations that apply to toll facilities in state law, such as
eminent domain law, state highway design standards, and statutory design-build procurement
requirements.

System Compatibility: The application states that the proposed project is consistent and
compatible with the present and planned transportation system and specifies the regional planning
documents within which the project is included.

Corridor Improvement: AB 194 specified the Legislature’s intent that highway tolling should be
employed for the purpose of optimizing the performance of the transportation system on a
transportation corridor and should not be employed strictly as a revenue generating facility. With
that in mind, the application includes a discussion that demonstrates that the proposed toll facility
will significantly improve the corridor’s performance.

OCTA cites a 2013 report prepared by FHWA which notes that the 1-405 had the highest average
annual daily traffic of any freeway in the nation. The purpose of the proposed project is to
address the current deficiencies on the 1-405 corridor, such as:

e The general purpose and HOV lanes peak-period traffic demand exceeds available capacity;

e The general purpose traffic lanes and interchanges have geometric, storage, and operational
capacity deficiencies;

e The freeway has limitations in detecting traffic incidents and providing rapid response and
clearance due to lack of capacity and technological infrastructure.

The application states that, once complete, the proposed project will reduce commute time,
encourage shared rides and public transit, increase safety and economic productivity, and enhance
the quality of life for Southern California residents and visitors.

Technical Feasibility: The application describes the type, size, and location of the proposed
project, all proposed interconnections with other transportation facilities, and the communities
that may be affected. In addition, as noted above, the application outlines the time frame for
project completion and presents a reasonable discussion on operation plans for the proposed
facility, given the point at which the project is in its development. Finally, the application states
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that there is a process in place to develop a maintenance plan with Caltrans and define
assumptions and responsibilities during the operation of the project.

Financial Feasibility: As noted above, the application describes the funding sources OCTA
expects to use for the proposed project. According to OCTA, they will control cost increases
through utilization of design-build procurement. Against the event of cost increases during
construction, higher than anticipated interest rates, or lower proceeds from the TIFIA loan/toll
revenue bonds, OCTA states that an additional $243 million in M2 county sales tax funding is
available. Should there be a revenue shortfall during operations of the Express Lanes, OCTA
intends to fund a debt service reserve fund, operations and maintenance reserve fund, and major
maintenance reserve fund. These reserve funds will also enhance the credit for the toll revenue
obligations.

Community Support: The application states that there is widespread support for the proposed
project as evidenced by the OCTA board approval of the project. There is some opposition to
tolling and increasing the HOV occupancy requirement for free use of the Express Lanes, as well
as some localized opposition to specific aspects of the project. The Cities of Long Beach and Seal
Beach have filed suit against Caltrans over the adequacy of the Final EIR. The application states
that OCTA and Caltrans are working to resolve this litigation. According to OCTA, a stay or
injunction prohibiting the project from moving forward has not been issued.

PUBLIC HEARING

AB 194 requires that, prior to approving an application, the Commission conduct at least one
public hearing at or near the proposed toll facility for the purpose of receiving public comment.
The Commission held a public hearing to receive public comment on the proposed Express Lanes
related to this application on April 28, 2016. The hearing was held in the Neighborhood
Community Center located at 1845 Park Avenue, Costa Mesa, California.

Following a presentation by Caltrans and OCTA on the project, the Commission received public
comment from three individuals. One presenter spoke in support of the project. One presenter
raised concerns that the preliminary traffic and revenue study did not include an analysis of
diverted trips and impacts to local streets adjacent to the proposed project. The final presenter
described the risk of moving forward with a project that is still involved in CEQA litigation,
suggesting that OCTA and Caltrans are headed down an expensive and risky path because they
may have to perform additional work, delaying the start of the project and increasing costs should
the City of Long Beach prevail.

OCTA’s Toll Facility Application can be found at:
http://www.catc.ca.gov/Hearings/AB_194 Hot_Lanes/OCTA_Toll_Facility_Application.pdf

Attachment A — CTC Resolution G-16-16
Attachment B — Comments from April 28, 2016 Public Hearing
Attachment C — Assembly Bill 194 (Frazier, 2015)
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Application Approval

Orange County Proposed Toll Facility
May 18, 2016

RESOLUTION G-16-16

WHEREAS Assembly Bill 194 (Frazier, 2015) amended Section 149.7 of the Streets and
Highways Code authorizing regional transportation agencies or the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans) to apply to the Commission to develop and operate high-occupancy
toll lanes or other toll facilities, including the administration and operation of a value pricing
program and exclusive or preferential lane facilities for public transit or freight, and

WHEREAS Assembly Bill 194 specifies that applications for the development and operation of
toll facilities are subject to review and approval by the Commission pursuant to criteria set forth
in guidelines established by the Commission, and

WHEREAS Assembly Bill 194 requires that for each eligible application the Commission shall
conduct at least one public hearing at or near the proposed toll facility for the purpose of
receiving public comment, and

WHEREAS the Commission adopted guidelines at its March 16, 2016, meeting to set forth the
Commission’s policy for carrying out its role in implementing Assembly Bill 194 and to assist
the regional transportation agencies and Caltrans when contemplating an application to the
Commission for approval to develop and operate high-occupancy toll lanes or other toll
facilities, and

WHEREAS the Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) submitted on April 1, 2016,
an Application for Toll Facility: Interstate 405 Improvement Project to the Commission for
review and approval in accordance with Assembly Bill 194 and the Commission’s Toll Facility
Guidelines, and

WHEREAS the Commission held a hearing to receive public comment on the proposed toll
facility related to this application on April 28, 2016, in Costa Mesa, California, and

WHEREAS Commission staff reviewed OCTA’s application for compliance with Assembly Bill
194 and the Commission’s Toll Facility Guidelines, and

WHEREAS this review found that the application meets the minimum criteria identified in
Assembly Bill 194, and

WHEREAS, in addition, the application states OCTA and the California Highway Patrol (CHP)
have met on several occasions to discuss an agreement for enforcement services related to the
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toll facility and reimbursement to CHP for its costs, and an agreement will be reached before the
proposed Express Lanes are open to traffic, and

WHEREAS, the application states OCTA and Caltrans have an initial agreement addressing all
matters related to design, construction, maintenance, and operation of the toll facility, including,
but not limited to, liability, financing, repair, rehabilitation, and reconstruction as well as
reimbursement of Caltrans expenses, and

WHEREAS, the application states OCTA is committed to managing the revenue generated by
the tolls to cover debt obligations of the toll facility and development, maintenance, repair,
rehabilitation, improvement, reconstruction, administration, and operation of the toll facility,
with all remaining funds used in the corridor pursuant to an expenditure plan for net excess
revenues, and

WHEREAS, the application states that OCTA and Caltrans will develop the expenditure plan for
net excess revenues in partnership, and

WHEREAS, the application states OCTA will include required language in the necessary
documents when it issues bonds to finance construction and construction-related expenditures
that the bond must not pledge the full faith and credit of the State of California, and

WHEREAS, the application states OCTA has met and coordinated on humerous occasions with
all of the jurisdictions through which the proposed Express Lanes will pass and will continue to
do so, as needed, for the life of the Project, and

WHEREAS, based on its review of the application, and considering the testimony provided at
the public hearing, Commission staff recommended that the Commission approve the proposed
toll facility in accordance with Assembly Bill 194 and the Commission’s adopted guidelines,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission finds OCTA’s Application for
Toll Facility: Interstate 405 Improvement Project consistent with Assembly Bill 194 and the
Commission’s Toll Facility Guidelines, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission approves OCTA’s application to develop
and operate high-occupancy toll lanes in conjunction with its 1-405 Improvement Project as
described, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that if OCTA finds it necessary or appropriate to make changes
to the toll facility project after approval, the Commission expects that the agency will request
approval of the change by submitting a supplement to the project application setting forth a
description of the change and the reasons for it.
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Diana Carey
1-405 Corridor Cities
4-28-16

Thank you Commissioners,

Stantec completed the ‘Toll Revenue Study’ and recently presented at various OCTA meetings.
A great deal of attention was paid to the travel demand forecasts of the 1-405 mainline and the
HOT lanes. Several tolling scenarios were presented and each was modelled and the result was
vetted to ensure consistency.

However, the corridor cities are extremely disappointed that the analyses failed to extract
available data related to potential impacts on adjacent local streets due to diverted freeway trips.
This is a regional freeway project; therefore, the same level of attention needs to be given to
adjacent local traffic in the region.

We seem to be ready to make major decisions related to funding the project based on revenue
potential of the project, however, the lack of the local circulation effect of each alternative will
affect the financial revenue projections.

You do not have all the information to be able to make a sound decision on this project. An
operational summary of impacts must be presented for each of these modelling alternatives that
identifies the effect on local circulations.

Thank you.



Brian Starr

Orange County Business Council
4-28-16

Thank you Commissioners,

OCBC has been involved with the development of the project for years, and are in support of the
proposal because of the economic benefits it will provide.

The mobility of the region is critical; this will be the second public highway in the county with
tolls, and the county has benefited from the first.

We want to encourage OCTA to think about the connectivity of the entire region including other
counties.

We encourage the commission to move forward with the approval of the project.

Thank you.











































































Attachment C
AB 194 of 2015

SECTION 1.
The Legislature finds and declares all of the following:

(a) The development, improvement, expansion, and maintenance of an efficient, safe, and well-
maintained system of roads, highways, and other transportation facilities is essential to the economic
well-being and high quality of life of the people of this state.

(b) High-occupancy toll lanes, express lanes, and toll roads provide an opportunity to more effectively
manage state highways in order to increase passenger throughput and to reduce delays for freight
shipments and travelers, especially those traveling by carpool, vanpool, or bus.

(c) Highway tolling should be employed for the purpose of optimizing the performance of the
transportation system on a transportation corridor and should not be employed strictly as a revenue
generating facility.

SEC. 2.
Section 149.7 of the Streets and Highways Code is amended to read:

149.7.

(a) Notwithstanding Sections 149 and 30800, a regional transportation agency, as defined in subdivision
(K), or the department may apply to the commission to develop and operate high-occupancy toll lanes or
other toll facilities, including the administration and operation of a value pricing program and exclusive or
preferential lane facilities for public transit or freight.

(b) Each application for the development and operation of the toll facilities described in subdivision (a)
shall be subject to review and approval by the commission pursuant to eligibility criteria set forth in
guidelines established by the commission. Prior to approving an application, the commission shall
conduct at least one public hearing at or near the proposed toll facility for the purpose of receiving public
comment. Upon approval of an application, the regional transportation agency or the department may
develop and operate the toll facility proposed in the application.

(c) The eligibility criteria set forth in the guidelines established by the commission pursuant to
subdivision (b) shall include, at a minimum, all of the following:

(1) A demonstration that the proposed toll facility will improve the corridor’s performance by, for
example, increasing passenger throughput or reducing delays for freight shipments and travelers,
especially those traveling by carpool, vanpool, and transit.

(2) A requirement that the proposed toll facility is contained in the constrained portion of a conforming
regional transportation plan prepared pursuant to Section 65080 of the Government Code.

(3) Evidence of cooperation between the applicable regional transportation agency and the department.
(4) A discussion of how the proposed toll facility meets the requirements of this section.
(5) A requirement that a project initiation document has been completed for the proposed toll facility.

(6) A demonstration that a complete funding plan has been prepared.



(d) A regional transportation agency that applies to the commission to develop and operate toll facilities
pursuant to this section shall reimburse the commission for all of the commission’s costs and expenses
incurred in processing the application.

(e) Toll facilities approved by the commission on or after January 1, 2016, pursuant to this section, shall
be subject to the following minimum requirements:

(1) A regional transportation agency sponsoring a toll facility shall enter into an agreement with the
Department of the California Highway Patrol that addresses all law enforcement matters related to the toll
facility and an agreement with the department that addresses all matters related to design, construction,
maintenance, and operation of the toll facility, including, but not limited to, liability, financing, repair,
rehabilitation, and reconstruction.

(2) A regional transportation agency sponsoring a toll facility shall be responsible for reimbursing the
department and the Department of the California Highway Patrol for their costs related to the toll facility
pursuant to an agreement between the agency and the department and an agreement between the agency
and the Department of the California Highway Patrol.

(3) The sponsoring agency shall be responsible for establishing, collecting, and administering tolls, and
may include discounts and premiums for the use of the toll facility.

(4) The revenue generated from the operation of the toll facility shall be available to the sponsoring
agency for the direct expenses related to the following:

(A) Debt issued to construct, repair, rehabilitate, or reconstruct any portion of the toll facility, payment of
debt service, and satisfaction of other covenants and obligations related to indebtedness of the toll facility.

(B) The development, maintenance, repair, rehabilitation, improvement, reconstruction, administration,
and operation of the toll facility, including toll collection and enforcement.

(C) Reserves for the purposes specified in subparagraphs (A) and (B).

(5) All remaining revenue generated by the toll facility shall be used in the corridor from which the
revenue was generated pursuant to an expenditure plan developed by the sponsoring agency, as follows:

(A) (i) For a toll facility sponsored by a regional transportation agency, the regional transportation agency
shall develop the expenditure plan in consultation with the department.

(ii) For a toll facility sponsored by the department, the department shall develop the expenditure plan in
consultation with the applicable regional transportation agency.

(B) (i) For a toll facility sponsored by a regional transportation agency, the governing board of the
regional transportation agency shall review and approve the expenditure plan and any updates.

(ii) For a toll facility sponsored by the department, the commission shall review and approve the
expenditure plan and any updates.

(6) The sponsoring agency’s administrative expenses related to operation of a toll facility shall not exceed
3 percent of the toll revenues.

(f) For any project under this section involving the conversion of an existing high-occupancy vehicle lane
to a high-occupancy toll lane, the sponsoring agency shall demonstrate that the project will, at a
minimum, result in expanded efficiency of the corridor in terms of travel time reliability, passenger
throughput, or other efficiency benefit.



(9) This section shall not prevent the construction of facilities that compete with a toll facility approved
by the commission pursuant to this section, and the sponsoring agency shall not be entitled to
compensation for the adverse effects on toll revenue due to those competing facilities.

(h) A sponsoring agency that develops or operates a toll facility pursuant to this section shall provide any
information or data requested by the commission or the Legislative Analyst. The commission, in
cooperation with the Legislative Analyst, shall annually prepare a summary report on the progress of the
development and operation of any toll facilities authorized pursuant to this section. The commission may
submit this report as a section in its annual report to the Legislature required pursuant to Section 14535 of
the Government Code.

(i) (1) A regional transportation agency may issue bonds, refunding bonds, or bond anticipation notes, at
any time, to finance construction of, and construction-related expenditures for, a toll facility approved
pursuant to this section, and construction and construction-related expenditures that are included in the
expenditure plan adopted pursuant to paragraph (5) of subdivision (e), payable from the revenues
generated from the toll facility. The bonds, refunding bonds, and bond anticipation notes shall bear such
interest rates and other features and terms as the regional transportation agency shall approve and may be
sold by the regional transportation agency at public or private sale.

(2) A bond, refunding bond, or bond anticipation note issued pursuant to this subdivision shall contain on
its face a statement to the following effect:

“Neither the full faith and credit nor the taxing power of the State of California is pledged to the payment
of principal of, or the interest on, this instrument.”

(3) Bonds, refunding bonds, and bond anticipation notes issued pursuant to this subdivision are legal
investments for all trust funds, the funds of all insurance companies, banks, trust companies, executors,
administrators, trustees, and other fiduciaries.

(4) Interest earned on any bonds, refunding bonds, and bond anticipation notes issued pursuant to this
subdivision shall at all times be free from state personal income tax and corporate income tax.

(5) (A) For atoll facility operated by the department, the California Infrastructure and Economic
Development Bank or the Treasurer may issue bonds, refunding bonds, or bond anticipation notes, at any
time, to finance development, construction, or reconstruction of, and construction-related expenditures
for, a toll facility approved pursuant to this section and construction and construction-related expenditures
that are included in the expenditure plan adopted pursuant to paragraph (5) of subdivision (e), payable
solely from the toll revenue and ancillary revenues generated from the toll facility.

(B) This subdivision shall be deemed to provide all necessary state law authority for purposes of Section
63024.5 of the Government Code.

() (1) Before submitting an application pursuant to subdivision (a), a regional transportation agency shall
consult with every local transportation authority designated pursuant to Division 12.5 (commencing with
Section 131000) or Division 19 (commencing with Section 180000) of the Public Utilities Code and
every congestion management agency whose jurisdiction includes the toll facility that the regional
transportation agency proposes to develop and operate.

(2) A regional transportation agency shall give a local transportation authority or congestion management
agency described in paragraph (1) the option to enter into agreements, as needed, for project development,
engineering, financial studies, and environmental documentation for each construction project or segment



that is part of the toll facility. The local transportation authority or congestion management agency may
be the lead agency for these construction projects or segments.

(k) Notwithstanding Section 143, for purposes of this section, “regional transportation agency” means any
of the following:

(1) A transportation planning agency described in Section 29532 or 29532.1 of the Government Code.

(2) A county transportation commission established under Section 130050, 130050.1, or 130050.2 of the
Public Utilities Code.

(3) Any other local or regional transportation entity that is designated by statute as a regional
transportation agency.

(4) A joint exercise of powers authority established pursuant to Chapter 5 (commencing with Section
6500) of Division 7 of Title 1 of the Government Code, with the consent of a transportation planning
agency or a county transportation commission for the jurisdiction in which the transportation project will
be developed.

(5) The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority established pursuant to Part 12 (commencing with
Section 100000) of Division 10 of the Public Utilities Code.

() A regional transportation agency or the department may require any vehicle accessing a toll facility
authorized under this section to have an electronic toll collection transponder or other electronic device
for enforcement or tolling purposes.

(m) Nothing in this section shall authorize or prohibit the conversion of any existing nontoll or nonuser-
fee lanes into tolled or user-fee lanes, except that a high-occupancy vehicle lane may be converted into a
high-occupancy toll lane.

(n) Nothing in this section shall apply to, modify, limit, or otherwise restrict the authority of any joint
powers authority described in Section 66484.3 of the Government Code to establish or collect tolls or
otherwise operate any toll facility or modify or expand a toll facility.

SEC. 3.
Section 149.12 is added to the Streets and Highways Code, to read:

149.12.

The Highway Toll Account is hereby created in the State Transportation Fund for the management of
funds received by the department for toll facilities authorized pursuant to Section 149.7 and operated by
the department. Notwithstanding Section 13340 of the Government Code, moneys in the Highway Toll
Account designated and necessary for the payment of any debt service associated with a toll facility
project shall be continuously appropriated, without regard to fiscal year, to the department for the
purposes described in subparagraph (A) of paragraph (4) of subdivision (e) of Section 149.7. All other
moneys deposited in the Highway Toll Account that are derived from premium and accrued interest on
bonds sold pursuant to Section 149.7 shall be reserved in the account and shall be available for
expenditure, upon appropriation by the Legislature, as specified in subdivision (e) of Section 149.7.
Pursuant to Chapter 4 (commencing with Section 16720) of Part 3 of Division 4 of Title 2 of the
Government Code, the cost of bond issuance shall be paid out of the bond proceeds, including premium,
if any.

SEC. 4.
This act shall become operative only if Assembly Bill 914 of the 2015-16 Regular Session is enacted and
takes effect on or before January 1, 2016.
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INFORMATIONAL REPORTS — DELEGATED ALLOCATIONS
EMERGENCY G-11, SHOPP SAFETY, AND MINOR G-05-05

SUMMARY::

Since the period reported at the last California Transportation Commission (Commission) meeting,
the California Department of Transportation (Department) allocated or sub-allocated:
e $51,890,000 for 30 emergency construction projects, pursuant to the authority granted under
Resolution G-11 (2.5f.(1)).
o $23,428,000 for 11 SHOPP Safety Lump Sum projects Sub-Allocations (2.5f.(3)).
e $13,655,000 for 18 State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) Minor A
projects, pursuant to the authority granted under Resolution G-05-05 (2.5f.(4)).

As of April 16, 2016, the Department has allocated or sub-allocated the following for
Fiscal Year 2015-16:

e $257,363,000 for 147 emergency construction projects.

e $72,283,000 for 33 SHOPP Safety Lump Sum projects.

e $23,074,000 for 28 SHOPP Minor A projects.

BACKGROUND:

The Commission, by Resolution G-11, as amended by Resolution G-00-11, delegated to the
Department authority to allocate funds to correct certain situations caused by floods, slides,
earthquakes, material failures, slip outs, unusual accidents or other similar events.

This authority is operative whenever such an event:

1. Places people or property in jeopardy.
2. Causes or threatens to cause closure of transportation access necessary for:
a. Emergency assistance efforts.
b. The effective functioning of an area’s services, commerce, manufacture or
agriculture.
c. Persons in the area to reach their homes or employment.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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3. Causes either an excessive increase in transportation congestion or delay, or an
excessive increase in the necessary distances traveled.

Resolution G-11 authorizes the Department to allocate funds for follow-up restoration projects
associated with, and that immediately follow an emergency condition response project. Resolution
G-11 also requires the Department to notify the Commission, at their next meeting, whenever such
an emergency allocation has been made.

On March 30, 1994, the Commission delegated to the Department authority to allocate funds under
Resolution G-11, as amended by Resolution G-00-11, for seismic retrofit projects. This authority
allows the Department to begin work without waiting for the next Commission meeting to receive an
allocation.

On March 28, 2001, the Commission approved Resolution G-01-10, as amended by Resolution
G-03-10, as amended by Resolution G-06-13, delegating to the Department authority under lump
sum FM-15-03, to allocate funds for SHOPP safety and pavement rehabilitation projects. This
authority allows the Department to begin work without waiting for the next Commission meeting to
receive an allocation.

Resolution G-05-05 authorizes the Department to sub-allocate funds for Minor projects. At the June
2015 meeting, the funding and project listing for the FY 2015-16 Lump Sum Minor Construction
Program was approved by the Commission under Resolution FM-14-05.

The SHOPP, as approved by the Commission, is a four-year program of projects with the total
annual proposed expenditures limited to the biennial Commission-approved Fund Estimate. The
Commission, subject to monthly reporting and briefings, has delegated to the Department the
authority to amend programmed projects, the authority to allocate funds for safety projects, and the
authority to allocate funds to emergency projects. The Department uses prudent business practices
to manage the combination of individual project cost increases and savings to meet Commission
policies.

In all cases, the delegated authority allows the Department to begin work without waiting for the
next Commission meeting to receive an allocation.

The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California
Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects.

Attachment
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CTC Financial Vote List

May 18-19, 2016

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
1 Near Klamath, from Wilson Creek Road to 1.7 miles north of 01-1120 2014-15
$4,000,000 Rudisill Road. On December 21, 2015 a large sudden SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $4,000,000
movement of the historic Last Chance Grade landslide 0116000125 SHA
Del Norte complex occurred. The movement caused voids under the 4 20.20.201.130
01-DN-101 roadway producing roadway cracking and vertical settlement 0G100
125115.5 and partial failure of existing retaining walls. In early February
) ' sudden slide activity worsened existing damage as a Emergency
Department multidisciplinary response team convened to
develop repair strategies. The repairs are needed to preserve
traveler safety and prevent road failure. This project is to repair
retaining walls, reconstruct roadway and shoulders, repair slide
monitoring devices, install camera monitoring and warning
devices including nighttime lighting, and to grade the area for
acceptable site distance and stopping sight distance.
(Construction Support: $1,500,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 02/25/16: $4,000,000
(Additional $25,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
2 Near Hoopa, from 0.3 to 0.1 mile west of Tish Tang 01-2448 2014-15
$1,650,000 Campground. Following heavy rainfall, a landslide occurred on SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,650,000
January 26, 2016 damaging an existing rockfall fence and 0116000122 SHA
Humboldt spilling onto the roadway. Slide activity continued to accelerate 4 20.20.201.130
01-HUM-96 as Department forces attempted to clear the‘sl_ide. The rout_e 0G080
78/8.0 and schools were forced closed due to the difficulty in keeping
o the roadway clear. A contractor was enlisted to assume Emergency

responsibility for slide repair and traffic control. Geotechnical
investigations determined the slide to be extremely active with
potential for large sudden debris movement. With continuing
rains and potential for accelerated movement, repairs are
necessary to protect traveler safety and keep the road open.
The project removes slide debris, removes loose slide
materials and repairs and extends rockfall fencing. A
supplemental is necessary to address additional slide
expansion, clear continuing slide debris and to complete the
planned work.

(Construction Support: $325,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 02/08/16: $1,150,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 03/16/16: $500,000
Revised Allocation: $1,650,000

(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
3 Near Willow Creek, at 0.6 mile west of Chezem Road. Due to 01-2450 2015-16
$1,250,000 storm events starting in December 2015, saturation of the SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,250,000
adjacent slope has resulted in landslide movement that has 0116000140 SHA
Humboldt pushed a localized section of roadway surface upward. Heavy 4 20.20.201.130
01-HuUmM-299 March, 2016 rains have accelerated this roadway displacement 0G230
R24.0 in the eastbound lane and shoulder. The resulting hump has
' created traveler safety concerns for trailers and high-profile Emergency
vehicles that are more prone to overturning as these vehicle
types are exhibiting difficulty crossing over the push-up area.
Maintenance forces attempted to grind the worst road surface
distortions, but had to cease when soil was encountered. A
prior emergency contract was completed in early 2015 to place
a rock buttress and reconstruct the roadway immediately
adjacent to this location. This was effective in preventing
further displacement, but the new distortion is immediately
beyond the western limit of that work. This project will remove
the landslide mass, extend the rock buttress, install horizontal
drains, and reconstruct the roadway.
(Construction Support: $250,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/29/16: $1,250,000
(Additional $15,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
4 Near Willow Creek, at 1.7 miles east of Chezem Road. Due to 01-2451 2015-16
$750,000 rainfall continuing into late February and March, 2016, a severe SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $750,000
slipout occurred as a result of a failed culvert and downdrain 0116000141 SHA
Humboldt system. With continuing wet weather the erosion is intensifying 4 20.20.201.130
01-Hum-299 and expanding towards the eastbound lanes. Immediate repair 0G240
R26.3 is necessary to stop further damage of the roadway
' embankment and prevent catastrophic loss of the slope and Emergency
roadway. This project will repair the drainage system and
restore the damaged slope.
(Construction Support: $225,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/29/16: $750,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
5 Near Elk, at Elk Creek Bridge No. 10-0120. Due to extremely 01-4642 2014-15
$900,000 high flows from January/February storms, the bridge supports SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $900,000
sustained major scour damage including concrete slope 0116000133 SHA
Mendocino protection failure and exposed concrete pile cap supports. 4 20.20.201.130
01-Men-1 Department staff has determined that the scour damage 0G180
31.4 requires immediate repair. At risk are the embankment soils
' supporting the bridge abutment being washed away and bridge Emergency

supports being undermined by continued erosion conditions.
This project will place rock slope protection (RSP) around the
exposed abutment embankment and bridge supports, repair
concrete scour holes and grade channel to reduce scour
potential.

(Construction Support: $250,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 03/17/16: $900,000
(Additional $25,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
6 Near Westport, at Union Landing Sidehill Viaduct No. 10-0295. 01-4643 2015-16
$1,000,000 On March 11, 2016 during a period of heavy rainfall, SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,000,000
Maintenance forces were in the process of clearing a small 0116000134 SHA
Mendocino landslide when a large separate slide occurred, pushing a 4 20.20.201.130
01-Men-1 Caltrans 10-yard dump truck onto the sidehill viaduct guardrail 0G190
and forcing the full closure of the route. Contractor assistance
82.1 . . . -
is required to clear the slide and reopen the route. Continued Emergency
slope movement and wet weather requires ongoing monitoring
to ensure traveler safety and prevent further roadway damage.
The project will clear the slide, repair the viaduct structure,
repair and reconfigure the slope and provide erosion control.
(Construction Support: $280,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/24/16: $1,000,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
7 Near Ukiah, from Russian River Bridge and Overhead to 0.2 01-4640 2014-15
$820,000 mile east of Cold Creek Bridge. Over the past few months, a SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $820,000
series of heavy rainfall events has lead to severe delaminated 0116000121 SHA
Mendocino asphalt. Deterioration has created potential for potholes and 4 20.20.201.130
01-Men-20 loose grayel material impacting travglers, espemal!y ‘ 0G070
33.6/R38.5 moto_rcyc_llsts. The exte'nt and severity of the d(_et_erloratlor?'
requires immediate action to restore normal driving conditions. Emergency
Grinding the failing asphalt will alleviate immediate needs while
the Department accelerates an existing programmed project for
permanent overlay repairs.
(Construction Support: $200,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 02/08/16: $820,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
8 Near Piercy, 0.4 mile north of Jitney Gulch Bridge. During a 01-4644 2015-16
$700,000 period of heavy rainfall from March 11 through 13, 2016 SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $700,000
numerous slides at this location caused temporary road closure 0116000138 SHA
Mendocino on six occasions. This site has failures both above and below 4 20.20.201.130
01-Men-101 the road\(vay _surface. The sllpogt on the the steep s_Iohpe below 0G220
935 resulted in failure of the guardrail posts and underm|n|ng of the
pavement up to the edge of travel way. Further rainfall could Emergency

result in further erosion and possible roadway loss. One way
traffic control is in effect. The project will restore the slopes
and allow the route to fully open to traffic. The project contract
will provide traffic control, remove slide material, stabilize the
slope and provide erosion control.

(Construction Support: $225,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 03/24/16: $700,000
(Additional $20,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
9 Near Seiad Valley, from 4.5 to 4.7 miles east of Klammath 02-3656 2014-15
$1,600,000 River Bridge. On January 29, 2016 a slipout undermined the SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,600,000
existing roadway and slide material is discharging into the 0216000103 SHA
Siskiyou Klamath River. Geotechnical investigations determined this an 4 20.20.201.130
02-Sis-96 historic slide area. The repairs are needed to restore safe 2H120
65.6/65.8 operation of the highway and deter further damage by
) ' continued rain. The restoration of the roadway and Emergency
embankment includes temporary sheet pile shoring of the
embankment, place new drainage, construct retaining wall,
place rock slope protection (RSP) and reconstruct the
roadway.
(Construction Support: $700,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 02/08/16: $1,600,000
(Additional $5,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
10 Near Weaverville, from 1.4 miles south to 0.2 mile north of 02-3659 2015-16
$10,000,000 Slate Creek Road. On March 14, 2016, and after a period of SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $10,000,000
heavy consecutive storm events, a major slipout caused total 0216000110 SHA
Trinity loss of the roadway with complete closure. The slipout 4 20.20.201.130
02-Tri-3 occqrred in a heavily fgrested area and_ is approximately 600 2H560
40.0/41.5 feet in length and has impacted approximately 1000 feet of
' ' roadway and embankment. The nearby creek drainage has Emergency
been inundated with slide material, debris and trees. This
project will establish an existing single lane dirt road detour by
grading, clearing brush, and spreading base rock to provide
access for local and emergency traffic. The project will also
reconstruct the roadway on the original alignment, clear and
reestablish the creek stream bed, and install drainage and
culvert facilities.
(Construction Support: $3,000,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/29/16: $10,000,000
(Additional $75,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
1 Near Del Loma, at Big French Creek Road. A series of rock 02-3654 2014-15
$1,500,000 slides continue to occur at this location since January 16, 2016. SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,500,000
Geotechnical investigations determined that the slope is likely 0216000092 SHA
Trinity to continue to shed rocks and soil. The highway is now fully 4 20.20.201.130
02-Tti-299 open, but with a continued threat of slides during rain events. 2H090
233 The project provides slope monitoring during rain events, traffic
' control, site lighting, rock scaling as required, and debris Emergency

removal as necessary to keep the route clear the remainder of
the winter months. This supplemental is necessary to
implement a new strategy to curtail the continued shedding of
rock and soil and ongoing road closures as a result of a
Geotechnical reassessment. New work will place a wire mesh
rock drapery system over the slide area.

(Construction Support: $400,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 02/01/16: $975,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 02/29/16: $1,500,000
Revised Allocation: $2,475,000
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May 18-19, 2016

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
12 Near Weaverville, at 1.3 miles east of Glennison Gap Road. In 02-3658 2014-15
$550,000 February 2016 a slipout occurred caused by a series of early SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $550,000
January storms and failed under-drain system that had 0216000113 SHA
Trinity saturated the embankment. The slipout poses a threat of 4 20.20.201.130
02-Tri-299 roadway failure requiring immediate repairs. This project will 2H530
49.9 implement Geotechnical recommendation to construct a rock
' buttress, reconstruct the roadway shoulder, reconstruct the Emergency
existing under-drain system, and place new horizontal drains to
provide roadway support and positive drainage.
(Construction Support: $300,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/09/16: $550,000
(Additional $5,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
13 Near Chico, 2.8 miles east of Platt Mountain Road. On March 03-2113 2015-16
$400,000 16, 2016, after a period of heavy rains, a slipout occurred on SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $400,000
the slope below the roadway extending to the centerline and 0316000175 SHA
Butte affecting approximately 200 feet of roadway. The eastbound 4 20.20.201.130
03-But-32 lane is closed and traffic is restricted to one-way control. 1H510
30.9/31.0 Additional heavy rains are expected to increase the
undercutting. Repairs are necessary to halt the progress of the Emergency
failure, repair the roadway fill, and reopen the route. This
project will remove and replace the failed roadway section,
shoulder, embankment, and reconstruct the guardrail.
(Construction Support: $50,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/24/16: $400,000
14 Near Placerville, at 2.0 miles north of South Fork American 03-3630 2014-15
$2,000,000 River Bridge. On January 30, 2016 a slipout occurred causing SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $2,000,000
partial failure of an existing gabion-style retaining wall and 0316000165 SHA
El Dorado extensive damage to the southbound lane. The damage and 4 20.20.201.130
03-ED-193 resulting lane closure requires 24-hr one-way traffic control for 1H480
23.4 the remaining lane. Further roadway failure and traveler safety
' is at risk if repairs are not completed. The project will repair the Emergency

failed wall and pavement. This supplemental is necessary to
implement updated recommendations of multi-disciplined
Department staff to replace the failed gabion wall with a soldier
pile retaining wall in addition to reconstructing the roadway and
barrier.

(Construction Support: $500,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 02/29/16: $ 750,000
Supplemental G-11 allocation: 03/07/16: $1,250,000
Revised Allocation: $2,000,000
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
15 Near Emigrant Gap, at Putts Lake Undercrossing. On January 03-5127 2014-15
$310,000 27, 2016 severe localized pavement failure at the westbound SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $310,000
onramp was investigated. It was determined that the failure 0316000168 SHA
Placer was caused by a culvert joint separation, heavy truck traffic, 4 20.20.201.130
03-Pla-80 and freeze thaw cycles. With continued water saturation, 1H490
54.7 accelerated pavement degradation will lead to complete ramp
' closure. This project will reconstruct the roadway and replace Emergency
the failed culvert.
(Construction Support: $40,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 02/11/16: $310,000
16 In the city of Sacramento, from 0.2 miles north of Freeport 03-5862 2014-15
$550,000 Boulevard to 0.3 miles south of Florin Road. During a series of SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $550,000
January rain events, it was noted that excessive runoff is 0316000152 SHA
Sacramento accumulating along the paved median at the edge of travel way 4 20.20.201.130
03-Sac-5 and then becoming a concentrated flow crossing all lanes of 1H430
15.8/16.9 traffic. This condition presents a driving hazard during and after
) ' rain events due to the most recent open graded pavement Emergency
layer damming water at the median low points. This project will
pave the inside median eliminating the unleveled pavement
layer and promote sheet flow across all lanes of traffic to the
outside shoulder.
(Construction Support: $60,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 02/11/16: $550,000
17 Near Camptonville, at 1 mile south of North Yuba River Bridge. 03-7797 2014-15
$1,200,000 After recent rains, on January 19, 2016 a large slipout was SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,200,000
discovered which consisted of a large vertical edge (107 foot 0316000163 SHA
Sierra by 100 foot scarp) in the embankment downhill from the 4 20.20.201.130
03-Sie-49 roadway. A portion of shoulder and guard rail are gone. With 1H470
27 anticipated heavy rains, continuing undermining and further
’ loss of the roadway embankment is likely. Geotechnical and Emergency
structural investigations have determined a shoring mechanism
is needed. This project is to construct a new retaining wall,
reconstruct railing, reconstruct the roadway and provide traffic
control for all construction activity.
(Construction Support: $200,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 02/08/16: $1,200,000
18 Near the city of Napa, at 0.6 to 0.8 mile north of Wooden Valley 04-1499K 2015-16
$5,500,000 Road. During heavy storms from March 10 through 14, 2016, SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $5,500,000
the adjoining slope at this location became saturated and 0416000316 SHA
Napa activated a slipout that damaged the northbound lane and 4 20.20.201.130
04-Nap-121 caused complete roadway closure. Repair work is necessary 1K800
16.7/16.9 to prevent expansion of the damage and total highway loss.
) ' The project will install one-way traffic control, construct a solder Emergency

pile retaining wall, replace a separated culvert and install rock
slope protection in order to fully reopen the route.

(Construction Support: $1,400,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 03/24/16: $5,500,000
(Additional $160,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
19 In the city of San Francisco, at Silver Avenue Overcrossing 04-1498B 2014-15
$1,900,000 Bridge No. 34-0032. On December 1, 2015 a truck on the local SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,900,000
street overcrossing collided with the structure railing and 0416000238 SHA
San Francisco  Partially overturned. The railing was damaged beyond repair 4 20.20.201.130
04-SF-101 and the spilled truck load closed the congested Route 101 1K330
18 roadway below for several hours. The bridge sidewalk remains
’ closed, but pedestrians are observed to ignore the sidewalk Emergency
detour and are walking in the busy local street traffic lanes.
Furthermore, temporary k-rail currently in place does not
provide adequate long-term protection for traffic below. This
project will place a new integrated sidewalk and railing that
meet current standards and the City's requirements for
standard sidewalk width. Abatement is being sought.
(Construction Support: $480,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/17/16: $1,900,000
20 Near Pescadero State Beach, at 2.3 miles south of Route 84. 04-1499C 2014-15
$510,000 On January 6, 2016 a washout occurred which is undermining SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $510,000
the roadway. Washout conditions are worsening with continued 0416000294 SHA
San Mateo rain resulting in a shoulder closure and slope loss at the edge 4 20.20.201.130
04-SM-1 of pavement. The loss of the roadway and traveler safety is 1K660
15.9 threatened. This project will place rock slope protection (RSP)
' to stabilize the embankment and roadway. Emergency
(Construction Support: $155,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/17/16: $510,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
21 Near Montara, at Tenth Street. During December 2014 storms, 04-14998B 2014-15
$1,000,000 a washout occurred that expanded during continued early SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,000,000
January rains. The washout has undermined a drainage 0416000279 SHA
San Mateo system and is in close proximity to the edge of pavement. With 4 20.20.201.130
04-SM-1 continuing storms the washout is anticipated to expand and 1K650
36.2 undermine the roadway, threatening traveler safety and lane
' loss. This project will make temporary repairs by placing rock Emergency

slope protection (RSP) and providing the necessary traffic
control to complete the work. The Department is implementing
a permanent restoration project to address the long term needs
at this location.

(Construction Support: $250,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 03/09/16: $1,000,000
(Additional $20,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
22 North of Lucia, at 0.3 miles north of Dolan Creek Bridge. A sag 05-2621 2014-15
$0 in the shoulder allowed roadway surface drainage to erode the SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $0
existing embankment. Tropical rain storms in July 2015 0515000112 SHA
Monterey increased the damage such that a near vertical slope now next 4 20.20.201.130
05-Mon-1 to the edge of pavement has lead to pavement cracking in the 1G850
315 wheel track of the southbound lane. Work is require_:d to avoid
loss of the shoulder and roadway and ensure motorist safety. Emergency
The project constructed a rock buttress, reconstructed the
roadway embankment slope, repaired the pavement, placed
drainage dike, and placed erosion control measures. This
supplemental compensates the property owners for the
temporary construction easements necessary to build the
project.
(Construction Support: $0)
Initial G-11 Allocation 10/21/15: $300,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 03/30/16: $0
Revised Allocation: $300,000
(Additional $20,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
23 In Santa Barbara, from 0.2 to 0.4 mile north of Carrillo Street. 05-2643 2014-15
$500,000 On January 21, 2016 a city waterline break caused a sinkhole SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $500,000
under the median and northbound inside lane. Pavement is 0516000034 SHA
Santa Barbara  damaged in two adjacent lanes and erosion occurred at the 4 20.20.201.130
05-SB-101 outside shoulders. State maintenance forces repaved a 1H180
R15.0/R15.2 portion of the affected lanes and applied slurry backfill to the
sinkhole. There is a dip in the inside northbound lane with Emergency
unknown damage under the remaining lanes. The project is to
excavate the inside northbound lane to determine the extent of
damage and proceed with rebuilding the structural section.
This supplemental is necessary to reconstruct the roadway and
repair roadway surfaces throughout the full extent of damages
that are now realized. Abatement from the City is being
determined as repairs complete.
(Construction Support: $30,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 01/29/16: $500,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 02/25/16: $500,000
Revised Allocation: $1,000,000
24 Near Gaviota, from the Gaviota Gorge Tunnel to 1 mile north of 05-2659 2015-16
$700,000 Gaviota Gorge Tunnel; also on Route 154 at Route 101, from SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $700,000
PM R0.12 to R0.36. In response to several recent traffic 0516000089 SHA
Santa Barbara  incidents, the Department conducted a coefficient of friction 4 20.20.201.130
05-SB-101 tes_t in this area. The pavement on these_ gectl_ons hag_become 1H530
47.1/48.1 poll_shed and slick. The Ipyv pavement frlctl_on is amplified
during wet weather conditions. In order to improve traveler Emergency

safety and pavement friction, this project will grind and replace
the existing roadway surface with an open graded asphalt
overlay. The concrete surface within the Gaviota Tunnel will
be improved by grinding to accomplish the increase in friction.

(Construction Support: $100,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 03/30/16: $700,000
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Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
25 Near Tehachapi, from 9.1 miles east of Route 202 to 3.5 miles 06-6785 2014-15
$500,000 west of Route 14. On October 15, 2015 a severe weather SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $500,000
event resulted in flash flooding and multiple mudslides severely 0616000083 SHA
Kern impacting the roadway. The resulting water, mud, and rocks 4 20.20.201.130
06-Ker-58 trapped nearly 200 vehicles in up to 12 feet of earth, closing 0U910
the roadway in both directions. The project will remove mud
R99.9/R107.7 . : -
and debris from the roadway, clean drainage systems, repair Emergency
slopes, implement erosion control and slope stabilization
measures, and perform traffic control. This supplemental is
necessary to change the scope of work to include constructing
a new containment dike, extend the project limits and extend
the contract term for rapid response to new mud flows during
winter months.
(Construction Support: $10,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 10/22/15: $2,000,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 02/08/16: $500,000
Revised Allocation: $2,500,000
26 Near Blythe, at Calada Ditch Bridge No. 56-0020R/L. In late 08-3005J 2014-15
$3,500,000 January field inspection revealed extensive scour damage to SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $3,500,000
the channel including the abutment slopes and bridge 0816000111 SHA
Riverside supports. Rain events have eroded much of the rock slope 4 20.20.201.130
08-Riv-10 protection (RSP) creating_voids ar_]d reducing the cover over 1G950
R130.9 the spread footings. Continued rain and scour can lead to
' undermining of the spread footings resulting in bridge failure. Emergency
This project will place rock slope protection (RSP) at the bridge
supports and the abutment embankments including the full
width of the channel bed upstream and downstream of the
bridge.
(Construction Support: $702,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/03/16: $3,500,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
27 Near Lathrop, at Route 5/120 Separation and Overhead Bridge 10-3168 2014-15
$600,000 No. 29-0251L. On February 17, 2016 a vehicle struck and SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $600,000
damaged the bridge railing and bridge mounted overhead sign 1016000150 SHA
San Joagquin structure . Department forces mobilized to protect the traveling 4 20.20.201.130
10-SJ-5 public by placing temporary k-rail on the bridge. The bridge 1F900
R14.8 railing and sign structure are damaged beyond repair. This
' project will replace 200 feet of railing and one steel sign post. Emergency

Abatement is being sought from the responsible identified
party.

(Construction Support: $280,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 03/17/16: $600,000
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Project # PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(1) Informational Report - Emergency G-11 Allocations
28 In the city of San Diego, at 0.5 mile west of College Avenue 11-1215 2014-15
$1,500,000 Overcrossing. On January 21, 2016 a large sinkhole was SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,500,000
reported in the right shoulder of eastbound Route 8 that 1116000103 SHA
San Diego extended under the travel way. Department forces mobilized 4 20.20.201.130
11-SD-8 and closed the shoulder and two adjacent lanes of traffic. 42580
78 Investigations revealed the sinkhole was caused by a
’ collapsed large culvert 40 feet deep under the pavement. The Emergency
damage compromises the roadway and further damage is
imminent. Stop gap measures performed included backfilling
the sinkhole with slurry and repaving the shoulder. This project
will replace the drainage system including a temporary
drainage bypass and pressure grout remaining voids to restore
the drainage system and roadway embankment.
(Construction Support: $200,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/09/16: $1,500,000
(Additional $40,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
29 Near Alpine, from 0.3 mile west of Tavern Road to Tavern 11-1214 2015-16
$5,000,000 Road. Reports of a dip across the eastbound lanes led to SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $5,000,000
investigation of the existing large culvert pipe approximately 40 1116000126 SHA
San Diego feel below the roadway surface. The inspection revealed the 4 20.20.201.130
11-SD-8 pipe invert to be rusted and the pipe has separated in several 42660
28.2/28.5 locations causing loss of surrounding soils. The connecting
) ' lateral culverts also show severe rusting. There is evidence of Emergency
soil material loss below the culvert inverts. Further loss of
material through culvert gaps will result in further subsidence of
the roadway above leading to reduced ride quality, safety
concerns and roadway damage. This project will replace the
large culvert and connecting lateral culverts, pave in areas of
settlement to correct roadway profiles, and pressure grout
voids.
(Construction Support: $500,000)
Initial G-11 Allocation 03/23/16: $5,000,000
30 In the city of San Diego, at 0.2 mile east of Convoy Street. 11-1213 2015-16
$1,500,000 Reports of severe pavement dips and area flooding led to the SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $1,500,000
investigation of this existing double culvert traversing the route. 1116000127 SHA
San Diego This section of the route is built on a former landfill and 4 20.20.201.130
11-SD-52 settlement of the area is causing sections of the pipe to 42670
5.7 separate at joints. The culvert is unable to pass water flows
’ adequately and is compromising the structural integrity of the Emergency

roadway surface above. Repairs are necessary to avoid
further roadway damage and potential threat of future closures.
Work includes culvert replacement, soil stabilization, and
paving to restore the roadway profile.

(Construction Support: $100,000)

Initial G-11 Allocation 03/23/16: $1,500,000
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm'd Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code __Fund Type
2.51.(3) Informational Report - SHOPP Safety Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations
1 In the city of Sacramento, from Arden Way Ramp 03-6407 2015-16
$1,035,000 Undercrossing to 0.3 mile west of El Camino Avenue. SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $21,000
Outcome/Output: Install concrete median barrier to $1,700,000 SHA
Sacramento close ex!stlng gap, widen shoulder and remove median 0315000019 302-0890 $1,014,000
trees to improve safety and reduce the severity of 4 FTF
03-Sac-51 collisions. 20.20.201.010
4.1/4.4 4F980
Preliminary
Enaineering  Programmed Expended
PA&ED $160,000 $154,148
PS&E $320,000 $182,290
R/W Supp $40,000 $8,399
(Construction Support: $500,000)
(CEQA - CE, 8/26/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 8/26/2015.)
Allocation Date: 04/05/16
2 Near Gilroy at the Frazier Lake Road intersection. 04-0552 2014-15
$3,291,000 Outcome/Output: Construct right turn lane and install SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $66,000
traffic signal to improve safety and reduce the number $3,340,000 SHA
Santa Clara and severity of collisions. 0400001989 30'2:—%?90 $3,225,000
04-SCI-152 Preliminary 4 20.20.201.010
11.9 Engineering Programmed  Expended 0G720
PA&ED $468,000 $539,935
PS&E $432,000 $512,207
R/W Supp $144,000 $82,218
(Construction Support: $600,000)
(CEQA - CE, 12/8/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/8/2014.)
Allocation Date: 03/07/16
3 In Kings and Fresno Counties near Kettleman City, 06-3033 2015-16
$5,106,000 from 2.6 miles north of Milham Avenue Overcrossing to SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $102,000
3.2 miles south of Jayne Avenue Overcrossing; also $6,367,000 SHA
Fresno from El Dorado Avenue Overcr(_Jsssmg to Rout'e 198. 0614000115 302-0890 $5,004,000
Outcome/Output: Install approximately 11.4 miles of 4 FTF
06-Fre-5 high tension cable median barrier to improve safety and 20.20.201.010
Var_ 0S350

reduce the number and severity of collisions.

Preliminary

Engineering  Programmed Expended
PA&ED $12,000 $0
PS&E $814,000 $779,914
R/W Supp $23,000 $13,808

(Construction Support: $910,000)

(CEQA - CE, 6/9/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 6/9/2014.)

Allocation Date: 04/12/16
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm'd Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(3) Informational Report - SHOPP Safety Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations
4 In Fresno County, on Routes 41, 99, 168 and 180 at 06-6702 2015-16
$1,956,000 various locations. Qutcome/Output: Apply high friction SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $39,000
surface treatment (HFST) to improve safety and reduce $1,781,000 SHA
Fresno the number and severity of collisions. 0614000060 30'2:—%?90 $1,917,000
06-Fre-41 Preliminary 4 20.20.201.010
Var. Endgineering  Programmed Expended 0R230
PA&ED $218,000 $104,568
PS&E $578,000 $543,161
R/W Supp $5,000 $0
(Construction Support: $273,000)
(CEQA - CE, 12/19/2013.)
(NEPA - CE, 12/19/2013.)
Allocation Date: 03/22/16
5 Near Coursegold, from 0.3 mile south of Avenue 14 to 06-6741 2015-16
$638,000 0.8 mile south of Route 49. Qutcome/Output: Construct SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $13,000
inside shoulder rumble strips to improve safety and $756,000 SHA
Madera red_uge the number and severity of cross median 0615000072 302-0890 $625,000
collisions. 4 FTF
06-Mad-41 20.20.201.010
5.2/34.7 Preliminary 0T500
Enaineering  Programmed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $404,000 $220,686
R/W Supp $10,000 $0
(Construction Support: $278,000)
(CEQA - CE, 5/5/2015.)
(NEPA - CE, 10/27/2015.)
Allocation Date: 03/22/16
6 Near Mountain Center and Idyllwild, from 0.7 mile north 08-0226H 2015-16
$916,000 of Route 74 to Saunders Meadow Road and from 0.3 SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $18,000
mile north of Marion Ridge Drive to 0.7 mile south of $860,000 SHA
Riverside L|n_co|n Street. Out_cc_)me/O_utgut: Construct rumble 0815000058 302-0890 $898,000
’ strips and place striping to improve safety and reduce 4 FTF
08-Riv-243 the number and severity of cross median collisions. 20.20.201.010
0.7/28.3 1F860

Preliminary

Engineering  Programmed Expended
PA&ED $172,000 $170,116
PS&E $305,000 $118,767
R/W Supp $10,000 $3,055

(Construction Support: $221,000)

(CEQA - CE, 3/4/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/4/2016.)

Allocation Date: 04/04/16
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm'd Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code __Fund Type
2.51.(3) Informational Report - SHOPP Safety Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations
7 Near Apple Valley and Lucerne Valley, from Custer 08-0190H 2015-16
$270,000 Avenue to Pauhaska Road. Qutcome/Output: SHOPP/16-17 302-0042 $270,000
Construct inside and outside shoulder rumble strips to $290,000 SHA
San Bernardino improve safety and reduce the number and severity of 0813000118 20.20.201.010
collisions.
08-SBd-18 4
75.5/87.6 Preliminary 1E020
Endgineering  Programmed Expended
PA&ED $216,000 $199,811
PS&E $309,000 $189,629
R/W Supp $3,000 $422
(Construction Support: $155,000)
(CEQA - CE, 3/16/2016.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/16/2016.)
Allocation Date: 04/04/16
8 In and near Livingston, from 0.2 mile north of West 10-3069 2014-15
$2,968,000 Atwater Overhead to Winton Parkway Overcrossing. SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $59,000
Outcome/Output: Install double thrie beam median $3,441,000 SHA
Merced barne'r to |mpr9\{e safety and reduce the number and 1013000269 302-0890 $2,909,000
severity of collisions. 4 FTF
10-Mer-99 20.20.201.010
23.7/R30.4 Preliminary 0Y630
Enaineering  Programmed Expended
PA&ED $254,000 $240,385
PS&E $686,000 $390,104
R/W Supp $29,000 $4,737
(Construction Support: $633,000)
(CEQA - CE, 8/8/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 8/8/2014.)
Allocation Date: 02/11/16
9 Near Manzanita, from Church Road to 0.1 mile west of 11-0919 2015-16
$4,371,000 Kumeyaay Road. Qutcome/Output: Realign curve, SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $87,000
widen shoulders, construct inside and outside shoulder $6,171,000 SHA
San Diego rur_nble strips, and apply high friction surface treatme_znt 1100000392 302-0890 $4,284,000
to improve safety and reduce the number and severity 4 FTF
11-SD-94 of collisions. 20.20.201.010
59.6/60.2 29520

Preliminary

Engineering  Programmed Expended
PA&ED $790,000 $806,406
PS&E $948,000 $818,278
R/W Supp $199,000 $176,354

(Construction Support: $1,633,000)

(CEQA - CE, 3/21/2013.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/21/16.)

Allocation Date: 04/07/16

Page 3



CTC Financial Vote List

May 18-19, 2016

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm'd Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.51.(3) Informational Report - SHOPP Safety Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations
10 In the city of San Diego, at Route 8/163 Separation. 11-1098 2015-16
$1,576,000 Outcome/Output: Apply high friction surface treatment, SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $32,000
improve drainage, and enhance striping to improve $1,719,000 SHA
San Diego safety and reduce the number and severity of collisions 1113000121 30'2:—%?90 $1,544,000
11-SD-163 Preliminary 4 20.20.201.010
3.7 Enaineering  Programmed Expended 41680
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $827,000 $738,701
R/W Supp $3,000 $0
(Construction Support: $586,000)
(CEQA - CE, 10/17/2013.)
(NEPA - CE, 3/3/2016.)
Allocation Date: 03/23/16
11 In Buena Park, at Valley View Street Overcrossing 12-4522A 2015-16
$1,301,000 ramps; also in Anaheim at State College Undercrossing SHOPP/15-16 302-0042 $26,000
ramps (PM 5.4). Outcome/Output: Place open graded $1,606,000 SHA
Orange asphalt,_ mod|fy_s_|gna|§, lighting, delineation and 1214000004 302-0890 $1,275,000
pedestrian facilities to improve safety and reduce the 4 FTF
12-Ora-91 number and severity of collisions. 20.20.201.010
R1.0 ON360

Preliminary

Engineering  Proagrammed Expended
PA&ED $0 $0
PS&E $988,000 $1,171,593
R/W Supp $25,000 $9,041

(Construction Support: $453,000)

(CEQA - CE, 4/28/2014.)
(NEPA - CE, 4/28/2014.)

Allocation Date: 03/22/16
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Original
Program Est.
# Dist County Route Postmile Location/Description EAl Code FM-09-05 Allocations
2.5f.(4) Informational Report - Minor Construction Program - Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations

1 02 Plu 147 0.0/1.0 Roadway rehabilitation. 4G260 201.120 $1,000,000 $1,000,000

2 03 Nev 80 19.3 Rehabilitate the Donner Pass 0H180 201.321 $484,000 $513,000
California Highway Patrol (CHP)
Truck Inspection Facility.

3 03 Sac 5 18.7 Upgrade traffic signal and 2F460 201.310 $500,000 $528,000
reconstruct the curb ramps to meet
current Americans with Disabilities
Act (ADA) standards.

4 03 Yol 50 2.9 Rebuild crew quarters at the 1F510 201.352 $975,000 $997,000
Caltrans West Sacramento
Maintenance Station.

5 04 SF 101 1.6/4.1 Replace existing chain link right of 1J690 201.235 $500,000 $500,000
way fence with vandal resistant
security panels.

6 04 SM 280 18.3/18.6 Replace and upgrade pumps and 33690 201.352 $1,000,000 $422,000
electrical controls for the roadway
runoff.

7 04 Sol 113 20.4/21.2 Repair failed asphalt concrete 3J680 201.121 $1,000,000 $896,000
pavement within the project limit.

8 04 Sol 780 1.2/1.6 Construct drainage system, paved 1J710 201.150 $700,000 $734,000
shoulder, and thrie-beam barrier.

9 06 Ker 99 0.0/56.7 Install or upgrade 23 Vehicle 0T330 201.315 $1,000,000 $998,000
Detection Systems (VDS).

10 06 Tul 929 18.7/22.5 Install or upgrade 22 Vehicle 0T080 201.315 $1,000,000 $993,000
Detection Systems (VDS).

11 07 LA 91 12.9/13.7 Modify traffic signal and upgrade 47770 201.310 $975,000 $500,000
Americans with Disabilities Act
(ADA) curb.

12 07 LA 138 44.9 Install traffic signal. 4P020 201.310 $500,000 $416,000

13 08 Riv 15 33.1/35.8 Install ramp metering systems at 1E300 201.315 $850,000 $848,000
both northbound and southbound
entrance ramps.

14 08 SBd L5726 Construct office Building B to 0K841 201.352 $900,000 $927,000
accommodate all District 08 North
Region Maintenance Support.

15 10 SJ 120 R1.3/R3.9 Install Automatic Warning System 1E520 201.015 $500,000 $582,000
(AWS).

16 10 Sta 99 R16.8/R19.7 Install Automated Warning System 0Y571 201.315 $700,000 $803,000
(AWS).

17 11 SD 5 R25.5/R26.3 Overlay asphalt concrete and cold 41970 201.120 $1,000,000 $999,000

plane on-ramps and off-ramps.
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CTC Financial Vote List

May 18-19, 2016

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Original
Program Est.
# Dist County Route Postmile Location/Description EAl Code FM-09-05 Allocations
2.5f.(4) Informational Report - Minor Construction Program - Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations
18 12 Ora 5 R24.9 Expand Park and Ride lot by about ~ 0P260 201.310 $995,000 $999,000

70,000 square feet by grading,
paving and striping for
approximately 400 additional
parking spaces.
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Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 28

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  3.2a.
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Transportation Programming

STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE HIGHWAY PROJECTS

SUMMARY::

The California Department of Transportation is presenting this item to provide the status of construction
contract award for projects on the State Highway System allocated in Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-15 and
FY 2015-16.

In FY 2014-15, the Commission voted 372 state-administered State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP), State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), and Proposition 1B
projects on the State Highway System. As of April 19, 2016, 365 projects totaling $1.64 billion have
been awarded. Funds for four projects have either lapsed or been rescinded.

In FY 2015-16, the Commission voted 334 state-administered STIP, SHOPP, and Proposition 1B

projects on the State Highway System. As of April 19, 2016, 276 projects totaling $1.38 billion have
been awarded. Funds for one project has either lapsed or been rescinded.

BACKGROUND:

Starting with July 2006 allocations, projects are subject to Resolution G-06-08 (adopted June 8, 2006),
which formalizes the condition of allocation that requires projects to be ready to proceed to construction
within six months of allocation. The policy also requires that projects that are not awarded within four
months of allocation be reported to the Commission.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California's economy and livability.”
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FY 2014-15 Allocations

No.
No Projects No. No.
No. Voted No. Pro'e'cts Awarded Peanin Projects Projects
Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Fan ds Projects Bid 9 Awarded Awarded
Voted $ X 1000 Awarded $ X 1000 - within within
Lapse Opening/
4 months 6 months
Award
August 2014 86 $562,436 84 2 $523787 0 43 71
October 2014 15 $71,486 15 0 $64,975 0 9 12
December 2014 31 $123,108 30 1 $115,803 0 20 27
January 2015 29 $150,078 29 0 $137,903 0 18 26
March 2015 83 $216,906 83 0 $217,168 0 67 78
May 2015 64 $184,758 61 1 $176,113 2 48 60
June 2015 64 $491,180 63 0 $403571 1 40 59
TOTAL 372 $1,799,952 365 4 $1,639,320 3 245 333

Note: 1. Total awarded amount reflects total project allotment, including G-12 and supplemental funds.
2. Excludes non-construction Transportation Enhancement (TE) projects and combined locally-administered TE.
3. FY 2014-15 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects.

FY 2015-16 Allocations

No.

No Projects No. No.
No. Voted No. Pro'e-cts Awarded Peanin Projects Projects
Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Fan ds Projects Bid 9 Awarded Awarded
Voted $ X 1000 Awarded $ X 1000 : within within
Lapse Opening/
4 months 6 months
Award
August 2015 150 $1,027,887 142 1 $1,055,413 7 48 98
October 2015 60 $222,281 60 0 $198,815 0 53 60
December 2015 40 $150,874 36 0 $75,522 4 35 36
January 2016 35 $128,856 18 0 $27,597 17 18 18
March 2016 49 $151,228 20 0 $25,175 29 20 20
TOTAL 334 $1,681,126 276 1 $1,382,522 57 174 232

Note: 1. Total awarded amount reflects total project allotment, including G-12 and supplemental funds.
2. Excludes non-construction Transportation Enhancement (TE) projects and combined locally-administered TE.
3. FY 2014-15 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects.

Attachment

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California's economy and livability.”
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FY 2014-15 Project Allocation Status
Allocation Award Allocation
Dist-PPNO| EA Co-Rte Work Description Date Deadline Amount Project Status
06-6690 | OR020 | Ker-58 |In Bakersfield, west of the 20-Feb-15 31-Aug-16 $284|Project was advertised on 2/22/16.
southern junction of Routes Bids opened on 3/17/16. A 12-
58/99. Add high friction surface month time extension for this
treatment and install guardrail. project was approved on 10/21/15.
04-0076A | 2A331| Ala-84 |In Fremont, from Rosewarnes 7-Apr-15 31-Jul-16 $1,752| Project was advertised on 3/21/16.
Underpass to Route 680. Bids opened on 4/13/16. A nine-
Construct minor safety month time extension for this
improvements. project was approved on 10/21/15.
07-4841 | 31320 LA-5 [In La Mirada and Santa Fe 25-Jun-15 31-May-16 $26,000]|A five-month time extension for
Springs, from Artesia Boulevard this project was approved on
to Coyote Creek Overcrossing. 12/9/15.
Replace asphalt with concrete
pavement; replace median
barriers, signs, lighting, and
ramp meters; and improve
drainage.
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FY 2015-16 Project Allocation Status
Allocation Award Allocation
Dist-PPNO| EA Co-Rte Work Description Date Deadline Amount Project Status

04-0133T | 4H222 | Ala-580 [In Oakland, from Fruitvale 27-Aug-15 30-Nov-16 $2,808|A nine-month time extension for
Avenue to Hollis Street; also on this project was approved on
Route 24 at Westbound off- 3/16/16.
ramp to Market Street (PM
R2.1). Rehabilitate
pavement/curb ramps.

07-4293 | 28270 | LA-101 |[In the city of Los Angeles, from 27-Aug-15 31-Aug-16 $10,631|A six-month time extension for this
East 7th Street to 0.1 mile west project was approved on 3/16/16.
of Ventura Boulevard
Overcrossing at various
locations. Install metal beam
guardrail.

07-4584 | 29460 | LA-101 [In the city of Los Angeles, from 27-Aug-15 31-Aug-16 $1,588| A six-month time extension for this
East 7th Street to North project was approved on 3/16/16.
Figueroa Street. Improve safety
for highway workers.

07-4679 | 30070 LA-5 |In and near the city of Los 27-Aug-15 31-Aug-16 $16,149|Project was advertised on 3/7/16.
Angeles, from Route 710 to Bid opening date is 4/26/16. A six-
Main Street. Rehabilitate month time extension for this
pavement. project was approved on 1/20/16.

07-4689 | 30260 | LA-57 |In Diamond Bar, Pomona, San 27-Aug-15 31-Aug-16 $14,464|Project was advertised on 3/7/16.
Dimas and Glendora, from Bid opening date is 5/4/16. A six-
Route 60 to Route 210. month time extension for this
Roadway rehabilitation. project was approved on 1/20/16.

07-4656 | 3X021 | Ven-150 |Near Ojai, from Polly Road and 27-Aug-15 31-Aug-16 $4,737|Advertise date is 5/2/16. Bid
Salt Marsh Road. Install opening date is 6/8/16. A six-
retaining wall to prevent month time extension for this
additional storm related slope project was approved on 3/16/16.
failure.

08-0206T | ON550| SBd-40 |Near Fenner from 0.7 mile west | 27-Aug-15 30-Apr-16 $9,362|Project was advertised on
to 0.6 mile east of 12/21/15. Bids opened on
Watson Wash Bridge No. 54- 02/09/16. A two-month time
0805L. Replace bridge. extension for this project was

approved on 3/16/16. Pending
award.
04-1067B | 1A904 SF-1  [In the City and County of San 10-Dec-15 30-Jun-16 $1,800|Project is delayed due to utility
Francisco, at Presidio National relocation. A concurrent time
Park. Water quality extension is being requested.
improvements.
05-0482 | 4482U | SB-101 |[In Carpinteria, from Carpinteria 10-Dec-15 30-Jun-16 $59,486|Project was advertised on 2/29/16.

Creek Bridge to Linden Avenue.
Reconstruct two interchanges
(Casitas Pass Road and Linden
Avenue) and extend Via Real
frontage road.

Bid opening date is 4/27/16.
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Allocation Award Allocation
Dist-PPNO| EA Co-Rte Work Description Date Deadline Amount Project Status
11-1029 | 40640 | SD-Var [In San Diego County, on various 10-Dec-15 30-Jun-16 $5,063|Project was advertised on 2/8/16.
routes at various locations. Bids opened on 3/29/16. Pending
Upgrade bridge rail end award.
treatments.
11-1102 | 41350 SD-8 [In and near El Cajon, from 10-Dec-15 30-Jun-16 $12,354|Project was advertised on 2/29/16.

Johnson Avenue to 0.2 mile
west of Lake Jennings Park
Road. Pavement rehabilitation.

Bid opening date is 5/3/16.
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 3.2b.
Information Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Local Assistance

subject: MONTHLY STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCAL
ASSISTANCE STIP PROJECTS, PER RESOLUTION G-13-07

SUMMARY:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) is presenting this item for information
purposes only. The item provides the status of locally-administered State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) projects that received a construction allocation in Fiscal Year

(FY) 2014-15 and FY 2015-16.

In FY 2014-15, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) allocated $38,382,000
to construct 33 locally-administrated STIP projects. As of April 15, 2016, 32 projects totaling
$36,926,000 have been awarded. One project has an approved time extension.

In FY 2015-16, the Commission allocated $21,398,000 to construct 17 locally-administered STIP
projects. As of April 15, 2016, five projects totaling $7,086,000 have been awarded. One project
has an approved time extension. One project has a concurrent time extension request.

BACKGROUND:

Resolution G-06-08, adopted June 8, 2006, requires projects to be ready to proceed to construction
within six months of allocation. The policy also requires the Department to report to the
Commission on those projects that have not been awarded within four months of allocation.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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FY 2014-15 Allocations

No. No. Projects No. Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects Awarded Awarded
Projects Projects Projects Projects Pending within within

Month Allocated Voted $X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 6 months

August 2014 2 $6,968 2 0 0 1 2
October 2014 3 $1,861 3 0 0 1 1
November 2014 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0
December 2014 3 $2,762 3 0 0 0 3
January 2015 1 $465 1 0 0 0 1
March 2015 9 $8,474 8 0 1 3 7
May 2015 6 $6,897 6 0 0 3 6
June 2015 9 $10,955 9 0 0 3 8
TOTAL 33 $38,382 32 0 1 11 28

FY 2015-16 Allocations

No. No. Projects No. Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects Awarded Awarded
Projects Projects Projects Projects Pending within within

Month Allocated Voted $X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 6 months

August 2015 5 $7,397 4 0 1 2 4
October 2015 3 $3,928 1 0 2 1 1
December 2015 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0
January 2016 3 $1,445 0 0 3 0 0
March 2016 6 $8,628 0 0 6 0 0

TOTAL 17 $21,398 5 0 12 3 5

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Note: Excludes STIP Planning, Programming, and Monitoring allocations and locally-administered STIP Regional Rideshare
Program allocations, as no contract is awarded for these programs.

Local STIP Projects, Bevond Four Months of Construction Allocation, Not Yet Awarded

Allocation Award Allocation Project
Agency Name Project Title PPNO Date Deadline Amount Status
City of San Jose Park Avenue Multi — Modal 04-9035L  26-Mar-15 30-Sept-16 $1,456,000 ' The project will be awarded by
Improvements the extended deadline.
Inyo County Eastern Sierra Scenic Byway Tourist 09-2517C  27-Aug-15 31-Aug-16 $650,000 @ The project will be awarded by
Center in Dehy Park in Independence the extended deadline.
City of Doris Oregon Street Rehabilitation Project  02-2485 21-Oct-15 30-Apr-16 $225,000 The project will be awarded by
the deadline.
San Luis Obispo Price Canyon Road Widening 05-2071 21-Oct-15 30-Apr-16 $3,364,000 A concurrent three-month time
extension has been submitted.
City of Tehama City of Tehama Reconstruction and ~ 02-2509 21-Jan-16 31-Jul-16 $1,083,000 The project will be awarded by
Drainage Improvement the deadline.
Marin County Miller Creek Class II Bicycle Lanes  04-2127S 21-Jan-16 31-Jul-16 $362,000 The project will be awarded by
and Pedestrian Improvements the deadline.
Marin County North Civic Center Drive 04-2128D  21-Jan-16 31-Jul-16 $407,000 The project will be awarded by
Improvements the deadline.
Grand Total $7,547,000

(1) This extension deadline was approved in October 2015 (Waiver 15-42),
(2) This extension deadline was approved in March 2016 (Waiver 16-07).

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 30

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  3.2C.
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rihui Zhang, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Local Assistance

MONTHLY STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCAL
ASSISTANCE ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM PROJECTS, PER
RESOLUTION G-15-04

SUMMARY:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) is presenting this item for information
purposes only. The item provides the status of Active Transportation Program (ATP) projects that
received a construction allocation in Fiscal Year (FY) 2014-15 and FY 2015-16.

In FY 2014-15, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) allocated $47,208,000
to construct 61 ATP projects. As of April 15,2016, 60 projects totaling $46,808,000 have been
awarded. One project has an approved time extension.

In FY 2015-16, the Commission allocated $30,668,000 to construct 40 ATP projects.
As of April 15, 2016, 12 projects totaling $7,538,000 have been awarded. One project has an
approved time extension. Two projects have concurrent time extension requests.

BACKGROUND:

Resolution G-15-04, adopted March 26, 2015, requires projects to be ready to proceed to
construction within six months of allocation. The policy also requires the Department to report to
the Commission on those projects that have not been awarded within four months of allocation.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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FY 2014-15 Allocations
No. No.
No. Projects Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects  Awarded Awarded
Month Projects Projects Projects Projects Pending within within
Allocated Voted $X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 6 months
August 2014 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0
October 2014 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0
December 2014 1 $400 1 0 0 0 0
January 2015 18 $11,340 18 0 0 10 17
March 2015 18 $23,361 18 0 0 8 15
May 2015 10 $5,819 10 0 0 7 10
June 2015 14 $6,288 13 0 1 5 12
Total 61 $47,208 60 0 1 30 54
FY 2015-16 Allocations
No. No.
No. Projects Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects  Awarded Awarded
Month Projects Projects Projects Projects Pending within within
Allocated Voted $X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 6 months
August 2015 5 $4,635 4 0 1 2 4
October 2015 6 $2,758 5 0 1 5 5
December 2015 7 $2,314 3 0 4 3 3
January 2016 11 $7,925 0 0 11 0 0
March 2016 11 $13,036 0 0 11 0 0
Total 40 $30,668 12 0 28 10 12

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Note: Includes all ATP Infrastructure and Non-Infrastructure projects
ATP Projects, Beyond Four Months of Construction Allocation, Not Yet Awarded
Allocation Award Allocation Project
Agency Name Project Title PPNO Date Deadline Amount Status
City of Huntington Park Randolph Street Shared Use Bike/Trail 07-4936  25-Jun-15  30-Jun-16 $400,000 () The project will be awarded by
Rails to Trails Project Study the extended deadline.
City of Imperial Beach Elm Avenue Traffic, Pedestrian and 11-1154 27-Aug-15  28-Feb-17 $483,000 () The project will be awarded by
Cycling Safety and Mobility Improvement the extended deadline.
Los Angeles County Metro Blue Line First/Last Mile Plan 07-5020 21-Oct-15  30-Apr-16 $280,000 A concurrent six-month time
Metropolitan Transportation extension has been submitted.
Authority
City of Fortuna Fortuna Safe Routes to School Project 01-2405 09-Dec-15  30-Jun-16 $75,000 The project will be awarded by
2014 the deadline.
California State University ~ Fresno State Barstow Avenue Bikeways 06-6744 09-Dec-15  30-Jun-16 $650,000 The project will be awarded by
Fresno the deadline.
City of Wasco Palm Avenue Elementary School 06-6750 09-Dec-15  30-Jun-16 $410,000 The project will be awarded by
Pedestrian Infrastructure Improvement the deadline.
Riverside County Avenida Rambla Sidewalk Safety 08-1151 09-Dec-15  30-Jun-16 $271,000 The project will be awarded by
Improvements the deadline.
City of Biggs Biggs Safe Routes to School 03-1016 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $760,000 The project will be awarded by
the deadline.
Town of Paradise Pearson Road Safe Routes to School 03-1018 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $91,000 The project will be awarded by
the deadline.
City of Roseville Downtown Roseville Class I Trials 03-1522 2l1-Jan-16 31-Jul-16 $1,236,000 A concurrent 12-month time
extension has been submitted.
Yolo County 2014 Safe Routes to School 03-1920 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $539,000 The project will be awarded by
(Non-Infrastructure) the deadline.
Contra Costa County Port Chicago Highway and Willow Pass 04-2122C  21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $800,000 The project will be awarded by
Road Bike and Pedestrian Project the deadline.
City of Pleasant Hill Contra Costa Boulevard Improvement 04-2122D 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $1,556,000 The project will be awarded by
Project the deadline.
Kern County Highland Elementary Pedestrian 06-6747 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $275,000 The project will be awarded by
Improvements the deadline.
Kern County Stiern Middle School Pedestrian 06-6771 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $125,000 The project will be awarded by
Improvements the deadline.
City of Los Angeles Yale Street Pedestrian Linkages Phase I, 07-4877 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $580,000 The project will be awarded by
College Street and Alpine Street the deadline.
City of San Jacinto Safe and Active San Jacinto Safe Routes to 08-1146 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $807,000 The project will be awarded by
Schools Project the deadline.
City of Tehachapi Valley Boulevard Bikeway Facilities 09-0651 21-Jan-16  31-Jul-16 $1,156,000 The project will be awarded by
Project Phase 11 the deadline.
Grand Total $10,494,000

(1) This extended deadline was approved in January 2016 (Waiver 16-02).

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
Reference No.: 34
Information

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

subject: REPORT ON LOCAL AGENCY NOTICES OF INTENT TO EXPEND FUNDS
ON STIP PROJECTS PRIOR TO COMMISSION ALLOCATION, PER SB 184

SUMMARY':

Senate Bill (SB) 184 (Chapter 462, Statutes of 2007) authorizes a regional or local agency, upon
notifying the California Transportation Commission (Commission), to expend its own funds for a
project programmed in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) to which the
Commission has not yet made an allocation. This report includes a list for the local STIP projects
programmed in 2015-16 for which an SB 184 letter and allocation request was received.

The Commission received one SB 184 notification letter for a project in Santa Cruz County, the
Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail Network Project, Segment 18 (PPNO 2552). The effective date
that funds can be expended for this project in advance of Commission allocation is March 14, 2016.
The project is highlighted on Attachment 1.

BACKGROUND:

Government Code Section 14529.17, as amended by SB 184, permits an agency to expend its own
funds for a STIP project, in advance of the Commission’s approval of a project allocation, and to be
reimbursed for the expenditures subsequent to the Commission’s approval of the allocation.

Section 14529.17 is limited to advanced expenditures for projects programmed in the current fiscal
year of the State Transportation Improvement Program. FY 2015-16 Notifications received prior to
the beginning of the fiscal year are effective on July 1, 2015. Notifications received after July 1, 2015,
are effective the date the Commission receives the notification letter.

Section 64A of the STIP guidelines directs the agency to submit a copy of the allocation request and
SB 184 notification letter to the Commission’s Executive Director. The original allocation request
should be submitted to Caltrans at the same time.

Invoking SB 184 does not establish a priority for allocations made by the Commission nor does it
establish a timeframe for when the allocations will be approved by the Commission. The statute does
not require that the Commission approve an allocation it would not otherwise approve. SB 184
advance expenditures must be eligible for reimbursement in accordance with state laws and
procedures. In the event the advance expenditures are determined to be ineligible, the state has no
obligation to reimburse those expenditures.

Attachment
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SB 184 Notifications for FY 2014-15 Local STIP Projects

Includes SB 184 Letters Received Through June 5, 2015

Attachment 1 of 2
Reference No. 3.4

June 25,

2015

Date Letter Meeting FY Project Totals by Component

County Agency Rte = PPNO | Project is Effective | Reported Allocated 14-15 R/W| Const E&P| PS&E

1 |Alameda MTC 2100 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 ' $ 122 0 122 0 0
2 |Contra Costa MTC 2118 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 79 0 79 0 0
3 |[Contra Costa CCTA 20110/ |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 ' $ 431 0 431 0 0
4 |Del Norte Del Norte LTC 1032/ Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Aug-14 Aug-14 | $ 34 0 34 0 0
5 [Humboldt Humboldt CAOG 2002P | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Dec-14 Oct-14 ¢ 118 0 118 0 0
6 [Lake Lake CCAPC 3002P | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 64 0 64 0 0
7 [Marin MTC 2127 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 23 0 23 0 0
8 [Mendocino MCOG 4002P | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 91 0 91 0 0
9 [Modoc Alturas loc/ 2508 Alturas, various locations, rehab 01-Jul-14 Aug-14 Aug-14 | $ 1 0 0 1 0
10 [Napa MTC 2130 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 14 0 14 0 0
11 [Napa NCTPA 1003E | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 69 0 69 0 0
12 [Nevada Nevada CTC 0L83 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 81 0 81 0 0
13 |Sacramento SACOG 0L30 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Jun-14 ' $ 609 0 609 0 0
14 |San Diego SANDAG 7402 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 ' $ 854 0 854 0 0
15 [San Francisco MTC 2131 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 62 0 62 0 0
16 |San Francisco SFCTA 2007 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 ' $ 161 0 161 0 0
17 |San Francisco SFMTA rail | 2014V | Central Subway - ATCS 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Jun-14 | $ 12,498 0 12,498 0 0
18 |San Luis Obispo |SLOCOG 942/ Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Jun-14 | $ 225 0 225 0 0
19 |San Mateo MTC 2140 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 64 0 64 0 0
20 |San Mateo SM CICAG 2140A | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 ' $ 355 0 355 0 0
21 |Santa Clara MTC 2144 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 ' $ 143 0 143 0 0
22 |Santa Clara SCVTA 2255 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 ' $ 696 0 696 0 0
23 [Santa Cruz Santa Cruz Co. loc 2368 |Redwood Lodge Rd PM 1.65 storm damage repair | 11-May-15 Jun-15 Jun-15 | $ 850 0 850 0 0
24 |Santa Cruz Capitola loc 2554 |Bay Av/Capitola Av Roundabout Modification 08-May-15 | Jun-15 Jun-15 | $ 59 0 0 0 59
25 |Siskiyou Dorris loc 2485 |N. Oregon St, 1st St-Sly St, rehab 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 3 0 0 3 0
26 |Siskiyou Etna loc 2486 | Scott Street, Rt 3-Collier Way, rehab 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 3 0 0 3 0
27 |Siskiyou Montague loc 2523 | 7th and 8th Streets, Prather St-Web St, rehab 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 2 0 0 2 0
28 |Solano MTC 2152 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 37 0 37 0 0
29 |Solano STA 2263 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 ' $ 191 0 191 0 0
30 [Sonoma MTC 2156 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Aug-14 | $ 45 0 45 0 0
31 [Sutter SACOG 1L53 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Jun-14 | $ 56 0 56 0 0
32 |[Tehama Tehama County loc. 2378 |Jelly's Ferry Bridge at Sacramento River 01-Jul-14 Aug-14 Aug-14 ' $ 358 49 0 0 309
33 [Tuolumne Tuolumne CTC 452 Planning, programming, and monitoring 22-Jul-14 Aug-14 Oct-14 | $ 60 0 60 0 0
34 |Yolo SACOG 0L37 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Jun-14 ' $ 119 0 119 0 0
35 |[Yuba SACOG 0L41 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-14 Jun-14 Jun-14 | $ 43 0 43 0 0
Total (eligible on July 1, 2014, or from Effective Date of Letter, if received later)| $18,620 49 | 18,194 9 368

I \ \ \
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Attachment 1
Reference No. 3.4
May 18-19, 2016

SB 184 Notifications for FY 2015-16 Local STIP Projects

Includes SB 184 Letters Received Prior to July 1, 2015

Date Letter = Meeting = Planned FY Project Totals by Component

County Agency Rte PPNO | Project is Effective | Reported Allocation| 15-16 R/W| Const E&P| PS&E
1 |Alameda MTC 2100 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 ' $ 126 0 126 0 0
2 |Contra Costa MTC 2118 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 82 0 82 0 0
3 [Contra Costa CCTA 20110| Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 ' $ 222 0 222 0 0
4 |Del Norte Del Norte LTC 1032 Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Jun-15 Aug-15 | $ 34 0 34 0 0
5 [Humboldt Humboldt CAOG 2002P |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Jun-15 Aug-15 ' $ 100 0 100 0 0
6 |Lake Lake APC 3002P |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 41 0 41 0 0
7 |Marin MTC 2127 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 23 0 23 0 0
8 [Mendocino MCOG 4002P  |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 ' $ 140 0 140 0 0
9 |Napa MTC 2130 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 14 0 14 0 0
10 |Napa NCTPA 1003E | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 69 0 69 0 0
11 |Nevada Nevada CTC 0L83||Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Jun-15 Aug-15 | $ 47 0 47 0 0
12 |San Bernardino |[SANBAG 9811 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Jun-15 Aug-15 ' $ 1,200 0 1,200 0 0
13 |San Diego SANDAG 7402 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Jun-15 Aug-15 ' $ 854 0 854 0 0
14 |San Diego SANDAG 1179 Binational Region Planning Study 08-Dec-15 Jan-16 Dec-15 | $ 250 0 0 250 0
15 |San Francisco | MTC 2131 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 64 0 64 0 0
16 |San Mateo MTC 2140 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 67 0 67 0 0
17 |San Mateo SMC/CAG 2140A |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 ' $ 165 0 165 0 0
18 |Santa Clara MTC 2144 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 ' $ 147 0 147 0 0
19 |Santa Clara SCVTA 2255 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 ' $ 628 0 628 0 0
20 |Santa Cruz Watsonville 2552 |Monterey Bay Sanctuary Scenic Trail, Seg 18 14-Mar-16 May-16 Jun-16 | $ 90 0 0 0 90
21 |Siskiyou Montague 2523 | 7th and 8th Streets, Prather St-Web St, rehab 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 86 0 86 0 0
22 |Solano MTC 2152 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 39 0 39 0 0
23 [Solano STA 2263 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 98 0 98 0 0

24 [Solano STA 5301T |Jepson Parkway, Vanden Rd, Peabody-Leisure Town 19-Jan-16 Mar-16 Jun-16 | $ 19,376 0 19,376

25 [Solano STA 5301U Jepson Parkway, Leisure Town Rd, Commerce-Orang¢ 19-Jan-16 Mar-16 Jun-16 | $ 19,377 0 19,377
26 [Sonoma MTC 2156 |Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 47 0 47 0 0
27 |Sonoma SCTA 770E| Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 ' $ 125 0 125 0 0
28 |Tuolumne TCTC 452 | Planning, programming, and monitoring 01-Jul-15 Aug-15 Aug-15 | $ 59 0 59 0 0
Total (eligible on July 1, 2015, or from Effective Date of Letter, if received later)| $43,570 0 43,230 250 90

[ \ \ \
Prior Year Projects with Extensions
Date Letter | Meeting = Planned FY Project Totals by Component

County Agency Rte  PPNO | Project is Effective  Reported Allocation | 14-15 R/W| Const E&P PS&E

1 |San Diego SANDAG 7421W| Inland Rail Trail, Phases IIA, 1IB, llIA, 11IB 29-Jan-16 Mar-16 Mar-16 | $ 18,437 18,437
Total | $18,437 0 | 18,437 0 0
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 32

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.: 3.5
Information Item

rrom: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Gary Cathey, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Aeronautics

subject: FISCAL YEAR 2015-16 THIRD QUARTER AIRPORT IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM AND
ACQUISITION AND DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS REPORTS

The attached reports include the California Department of Transportation’s Division of Aeronautics
Third Quarter reports for Fiscal Year 2015-16 for the Airport Improvement Program and the
Acquisition and Development Projects. These reports have been discussed with the staff of the
California Transportation Commission.

Attachments
1. Airport Improvement Program
2. Acquisition and Development Projects Report

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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California Department of Transportation Fiscal Year 2015-16 Third Quarter Report

BACKGROUND:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) Division of Aeronautics Program
is funded by the Aeronautics Account in the State Transportation Fund. It is prepared in
accordance with the California Public Utilities Code (PUC), sections 21683 and 21706.

Section 21683.20 of the PUC provides that the Department, upon allocation by the California
Transportation Commission (Commission), may provide a matching grant to a public entity for
five percent of the amount of a federal Airport Improvement Program (AIP) grant.

Each year the Commission approves a set-aside to match AIP grants. This allocation provides
the authority for the Department to subvent matching funds to individual projects as requested by
airport sponsors.

The Department provides the Commission with quarterly reports on the status of all sub-
allocations made for State AIP Matching grant funds. It should be noted the Aeronautics
Account is a continuously appropriated account, and any unused funds would revert to the
Aeronautics account for use in future fiscal years.

STATUS:
At its December 2015 meeting, the Commission allocated an additional $1,000,000 for the
set-aside AIP Matching Grant for Fiscal Year 2015-16 bringing the total AIP Match from

$1,000,000 to $2,000,000. The Department has sub-allocated a total of $1,743,807 to
43 projects. There is $256,193 allocation authority remaining at the end of the third quarter.
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California Department of Transportation

Aid to Airports Matching Grant Program

Fiscal Year 2015-16 Year-end Report

Camarillo County of Ventura Pavement Rehabilitation for Airport Apron 08/19/2015 | $ 268299 | $ 241469 | $§ 12,073
Big Bear Big Bear Airport District Rehabilitate Runway 08/26 Lighting, Phase 1, design 09/03/2015 | $ 157,500 | $ 141,750 | $ 7,088
Westover Field County of Amador Install Weather Reporting Equipment (replace existing Aviation Weather 09/03/2015 | $ 111,111 | $ 100,000 | $ 5,000
Observation Systems ll)
Westover Field County of Amador Design: Rehabilitate Runway 01/19 (crack seal) 09/03/2015 | $ 55555 | $§ 50,000 | $ 2,500
Mojave East Kern Airport District. Rehabilitate Runway 8/26, Rehabilitate Runway 8/26 Lighting, Install Airfield 09/03/2015 | $ 480,000 | $ 432,000 | $ 21,600
Guidance Signs
California City City of California City Rehabilitation of Taxiway D, Taxiway Way E, and West end of Taxiway A 09/08/2015 | $ 865405 | $ 778865 | $ 38,943
Shafter-Minter Field Minter Field Airport District Taxiway A Extension Project including Taxiway C Removal; Installation of Runway 09/08/2015 | $ 922,697 | $ 830427 | $ 41521
8/26 Vertical/Visual Guidance System including relocation of segmented circle,
rotating beacon, and primary wind cone
Yuba County County of Yuba Update Airport Layout Plan (ALP) with Narrative Report (including ALP Drawing 09/16/2015 | $ 160,000 | $ 144000 | $ 7,200
Set and Survey)
Bakersfield Municipal City of Bakersfield Rehabilitation of Northeast Hangar Taxilane (Construction Only) 09/29/2015 | $ 400,704 | $ 360,633 | $ 18,032
Calaveras County County of Calaveras Rehabilitate Runway 13/31 (slurry seal), Rehabilitate Taxiway "A" (slurry seal) 09/29/2015 | $ 412,165 | $ 365100 | $ 18,255
Byron County of Contra Costa Rehabilitate Runways 12/30, 5/23, Taxiway, Apron 09/29/2015 | $ 927,229 | $ 834506 | $ 41,725
Oceanside Municipal City of Oceanside Rehabilitate existing aircraft parking apron including underground utility lines, 09/30/2015 | $ 402,619 | $ 339619 | $ 16,981
Phase 2
Install perimeter fencing including pedestrian access gates and emergency vehicle
access gate, Phase 2
Reedley Municipal City of Reedley Install Perimeter Fencing, Phase 2 09/30/2015 | $ 276571 | $ 248913 | $§ 12,446
Nevada County County of Nevada Update ALP 10/05/2015 | $ 174969 | $§ 157472 | $ 7,874
Susanville Municipal City of Susanville Install Runway Vertical/Visual Guidance System Precision Approach Path Indicator 10/05/2015 | $ 69,710 | $ 62,739 | $ 3,137
Runway 11/29
Auburn Municipal City of Auburn ALP Update with Narrative Report 10/05/2015 | $ 250,000 | $ 225000 | $ 11,250
Paso Robles Municipal City of Paso Robles Design: Rehabilitate Taxiways B, C, D, and E 10/06/2015 | $ 1,387,176 | $ 126,000 | $ 6,300
Georgetown County of El Dorado Conduct Pavement Management Program 10/19/2015 | $ 36,006 | $ 32405 | $ 1,620
Placerville County of El Dorado Update Miscellaneous Study - Pavement Maintenance Management Program 10/19/2015 | $ 41116 | $ 37004 | $ 1850
Placerville County of El Dorado Rehabilitate Runway 5/23 (approximately 4,200 feet), Rehabilitate Taxiway 10/19/2015 | $ 301,963 | $ 271767 | $ 13,588

(approximately 4,200 feet), Rehabilitate Apron (approximately 35,000 square
yards)
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California Department of Transportation

Fiscal Year 2015-16 Year-end Report

Brawley Municipal City of Brawley Improve Runway Safety Area 11/03/2015 | $ 862,636 | $ 776372 | $ 38819
San Bernardino Intl San Bernardino Authority Rehabilitate Taxiway, Phase | 11/04/2015 | $ 1,481,282 | $ 1,333,154 | $ 66,658
Banning Municipal City of Banning Remove Obstructions, Install Airfield Guidance Signs 11/09/2015 | $ 141300 | $ 127170 | $ 6,359
Hollister Municipal City of Hollister Rehabilitate Runway 13/31, Phase |l 11/09/2015 | $ 6,467,407 | $ 5,820,666 | $ 291,033
Independence County of Inyo Rehabilitation of Runway 14/32 11/16/2015 | $ 337,090 | $ 303381 | $ 15169
Eastern Sierra Regional County of Inyo Rehabilitation of Runway 16/34 and Miscellaneous Airfield Pavements; Airfield 11/16/2015 | $ 1,580,396 | $ 1,422,356 | $ 71,118
Bishop Pavement Markings; Installation of Runway Vertical/Visual Guidance System;

Installation of Perimeter Fencing.
General William Fox Airfield County of Los Angeles Construct Taxiway Connector H 11/19/2015 | $ 1,468,274 | $ 1321446 | $ 66,072
Oakdale Municipal City of Oakdale Erosion Control in Gore/Perimeter Areas, Slope Stabilization/Erosion Control of 11/19/2015 | $ 166,666 | $ 150,000 | $ 7,500

Runway
Santa Ynez County of Santa Barbara Security Enhancements (Construction-Only); Rehabilitation of Runway 8/26 11/30/2015 | $ 1,255,873 | $ 1,130,285 | $ 56,514

Lighting, Installation of Runway 8/26 Vertical/Visual Guidance System, Installation

of Miscellaneous NAVAIDS, Rehabilitation of Taxiway Lighting (Design-Only).
Twenty-Nine Palms County of San Bernardino Conduct Airport Airfield Drainage Study 11/30/2015 | $ 60,000 | $ 54000 | $ 2,700
Needles County of San Bernardino Conduct Airport Airfield Drainage Study 11/30/2015 | $ 60,000 | $ 54000 | $ 2,700
Columbia County of Tuolumne Design: Rehabilitate Taxiway, Phase | 12/07/2015 | $ 199,818 | $§ 181155 | $ 9,058
Columbia County of Tuolumne Update Airport Master Plan Study 12/07/2015 | $ 383,706 | $§ 345335 | $ 17,267
Truckee-Tahoe Truckee-Tahoe Airport District | Rehabilitate Taxiway A, F, U, and J (approximately 360,460 square feet) 12/11/2015 | $ 2,397,282 | $ 2,157,553 | $ 107,878
El Monte County of Los Angeles Rehabilitate Apron, Phase 2 12/11/2015 | $ 5,743,153 | $ 5,168,838 | $ 258,442
Brown Field Municipal City of San Diego Rehabilitate Runway 8L/26R, Phase |l 12/15/2015 | $ 4,860,709 | $ 4,374,638 | $ 218,732
Marina Municipal City of Marina Install Perimeter Fencing 12/28/2015 | $ 1,250,806 | $ 1,125,725 | $ 56,286
Garberville County of Humboldt Rehabilitate Runway (Design) 2212016 | $ 179,726 | $ 161,753 | $ 8,088
Delano Municipal City of Delano Rehabilitation of Apron, Installation of Perimeter Fencing 2/9/2016 | $ 919793 | $ 836,179 | $ 41,809
Fresno-Chandler City of Fresno Rehabilitate Taxiway 2/29/2016 | $ 783333 | $ 705000 | $ 35250
Lake Tahoe City of South Lake Tahoe Conduct Obstruction Mitigation Plan Study 324/16 | $ 143250 | $ 128925 | $ 6,446
Lake Tahoe City of South Lake Tahoe Update pavement Maintenance Management Plan 3/24/16 | $ 80,000 | $ 72,000 | $ 3,600
Lake Tahoe City of South Lake Tahoe Rehabilitate GA Apron (Phase 3) 3/24/16 | $ 1,496,150 | $ 1,346,535 | $ 67,327

$40,019,445 | $34,876,135 | $1,743,807
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California Department of Transportation Third Quarter Fiscal Year 2015-16 Report
Division of Aeronautics

SUMMARY

This report for the Division of Aeronautics (Division) Acquisition and Development (A&D)
Projects is for the third quarter of the Fiscal Year (FY) 2015-16. This report includes the status
of the allocated projects.

BACKGROUND

The Aeronautics A&D Program is a biennial three-year program for the acquisition and
development of airports.

The Division of Aeronautics Program is funded by the Aeronautics Account in the State
Transportation Fund. It is prepared in accordance with California Public Utilities Code,
sections 21683 and 21706. The A&D projects are State funded at 90 percent of the total project
cost with a 10 percent local match required.

STATUS

Currently, there are a total of 27 projects valued at $5.2 million. The following two allocated
projects are behind schedule:

Estimated
Status End of
Construction

Airport and County
Project Description

* Ravendale Airport This project was allocated in 2011. The project
Lassen County did not come in for award due to insufficient
funds. This project has been combined with the July 2016
1. Widen Runway, Taxiway, 2015 Ravendale Airport Overlay Runway and
Rehabilitate and Restripe Tiedown Area Project and is currently in
Pavement construction.
* Santa Barbara Airport The Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC)
Santa Barbara County finished the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan
(ALUCP) but has not adopted the document due to
2. Adopt Airport Land Use the need for California Environmental Quality Act
Compatibility Plan compliance. The ALUC has applied for a new

grant to prepare an environmental document, and
it is included in the Capital Improvement Plan for | August 2016
the FY 2015-16. Once the environmental
compliance is met, the ALUC will adopt the
ALUCP, and the Division can make the final
payment for SB-VAR-10-1 and close out this
grant.




California Department of Transportation

Division of Aeronautics

Allocated Projects

Third Quarter Fiscal Year 2015-16 Report

Acquisition and Development Projects Status and Detail

. : : - . Allocatio Total Total Estimated
District Airport County Project Description Project Status n Date Allocation Expenditure Date of
to Date Completion

7 Bracket Field Los Angeles Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP) Completed 6/22/2011 $97,000 $90,000 | 3/15/2016
8 Hemet Ryan Riverside ALUCP Progress Pay 9/15/2011 $117,000 $42,556 | 6/30/2016
11 Jacumba San Diego Rehabilitate Runway 07/25 PS&E Approved 5/28/2015 $383,000 0 | 5/28/2019
2 Trinity Center Trinity Slurry Seal Apron, Taxiway area, and Restripe Pavement PS&E Extension Approved | 5/28/2015 $90,000 0 | 5/28/2019
2 Herlong Lassen Install Runway Lighting PS&E 5/28/2015 $84,000 0 | 5/28/2019
2 Herlong Lassen Overlay Runway, Taxiway, and Apron PS&E 5/28/2015 $410,000 0 | 5/28/2019
2 | “Ravendale Lassen phden Runway, Taxtway; Rehabiltate and Restripe Construction 3232011 | $306,000 0| 73112016
2 Ravendale Lassen Overlay Runway and Tie-down Area Construction 5/28/2015 $244,000 0 | 5/28/2019
2 Ravendale Lassen Install Runway Lighting PS&E 5/28/2015 $86,000 0 | 5/28/2019
5 *2 Santa Barbara Santa Barbara | ALUCP Progress Pay 1/20/2011 $90,000 $81,000 | 8/15/2016
1 Ward Field Del Norte Obstruction Removal (Trees) Construction 4/25/2012 $113,000 $32,880 | 2/11/2017
11 Agua Caliente Springs San Diego Rehabilitate Runway 11/29 Construction 1/22/15 $499,000 0| 1/22/2019
Ward Field Del Norte ALUCP Progress Pay 3/26/15 $135,000 $4,050 | 3/26/2019

3 Chico Municipal Butte ALUCP Grant agreement signed 3/26/15 $99,000 0| 3/26/2019
4 Rio Vista Solano ALUCP Grant agreement signed 3/26/15 $144,000 0 | 3/26/2019
2 Ruth Trinity Runway Overlay and Restripe Pavement PS&E Extension Approved | 3/26/15 $432,000 0 | 3/26/2019
10 Calaveras/Maury Calaveras Upgrade Weather Observing System Completed 3/26/15 $50,000 $50,000 | 2/26/2016
10 Calaveras/Maury Calaveras Replace Rotation Beacon Completed 3/26/15 $20,000 $12,946 | 2/01/2016
3 Cameron Airpark El Dorado Runway Crack Repair and Slurry Seal PS&E 6/25/2015 $89,000 0 | 6/25/2019
8 Jacqueline Cochran Riverside ALUCP - (County-wide) Allocated 6/25/2015 $135,000 0 | 6252019
1 Andy McBeth Del Norte Obstruction Removal (Trees) Allocated 6/25/2015 |  $135,000 0 | 6/2522019
8 Chiriaco Summit Riverside Runway Paving and Grading PS&E Approved 6/25/2015 |  $479,000 0| 6/25/2019
2 Montague-Yreka, Rohrer Field | Siskiyou Install Precision Approach Path Indicator on Runway 14 PS&E Approved 6/25/2015 $68,000 0 | 6/2522019
4 Hayward Executive Alameda Runway 10R/28L and Taxiway Paving and Restriping PS&E Approved 5/28/2015 |  $499,000 0 | 5/28/2019
2 | Ravendale Lassen Corstnuct Windsock Lighting and Beacon; Repalr Segmented | pg e 5/28/2015 | $108,000 0| 50282019
5 Marina Monterey ALUCP Allocated 8/27/2015 $162,000 0 8/1/2019
5 Marina Monterey ALUCP Allocated 8/27/2015 | $162,000 0| 8/1/2019

Plans Specification and Estimate (PS&E) Total Projects 27 $5,214,000 $313,432
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 33
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.. 3.0
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Transportation
Programming

FINAL RIGHT OF WAY ESTIMATE FOR STATE TRANSPORTATION IMPROVEMENT
PROGRAM PROJECT

SUMMARY:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) is presenting this as an information item
to report the final right of way (R/W) estimate for one State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP) project where final R/W was deferred at the time of construction allocation.

BACKGROUND:

Consistent with Streets and Highways Code Section 188.11, the Department reports final estimated
project R/W costs (Capital and Support) to the California Transportation Commission (Commission)
at the time of construction allocation. The Commission uses this information for purposes of
tracking county and interregional share balances. For projects with a R/W certification other than
certification 1 or 2, where the Department has full legal and physical possession or right of entry at
the time of construction allocation, the STIP guidelines allow reporting of the final estimate to be
deferred until the R/W certification is updated to a certification 1 or 2, but no longer than 12 months.

In May 2015, the Commission approved the construction allocation for the Interstate 10 HOV Lane
project (PPNO 0310B) in Los Angeles County. At that time, the Department reported attainment of
R/W Certification 3W, with a target update by May 2016. The R/W Certification has now been
updated and the final R/W estimate for the project is as follows:

Fund | Programmed R/W | Final R/W Estimate | Difference | Debit/ Credit to

Type | (Support + Capital) | (Support + Capital) County Share
Balance

RIP $9,500,000 $10,758,000 $1,258,000 | $0 (< 20 percent)

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 34
Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-1 9, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.1 3(3)
Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Bruce De Terra, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Transportation
Programming

subject: STIP AMENDMENT 14S-34

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) requests that the California
Transportation Commission approve the program amendment 14S-34. This item was
noticed at the Commission’s March 2016 meeting.

ISSUE:

The City of Calexico proposes to program $4,500,000 of Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient
Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users (SAFETEA-LU)-Border Infrastructure Program
(BIP) funds for construction on the Cesar Chavez Boulevard Widening and Improvement — 2" Street
to Route 98 project (PPNO 0606) in Imperial County. The Imperial County Transportation
Commission concurs with this proposal.

SAFETEA-LU, enacted in August 2005, authorizes funding through the BIP to improve
transportation at international borders and ports of entry, and within trade corridors. Since the
enactment of SAFETEA-LU, California has received a total apportionment of $188 million in BIP
funding. To date, approximately $181.9 million has been committed to eligible border region
projects, leaving a balance of approximately $6.1 million for future obligation.

These BIP funds are eligible in a border region, defined as any portion of a border state within 100
miles of an international land border with Canada or Mexico, for the following types of
improvements to facilitate/expedite cross-border motor vehicle and cargo movements:

e Improvements to existing transportation and supporting infrastructure,
e Construction of highways and related safety and safety enforcement facilities related to
international trade,

e Operational improvements, including those related to electronic data interchange and use of
telecommunications,

e Modifications to regulatory procedures,
e International coordination of transportation planning, programming, and border operations
with Canada and Mexico.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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BACKGROUND:

The City of Calexico is proposing to program $4,500,000 in BIP funding for the Cesar Chavez
Boulevard widening project. The project will also provide pedestrian access improvements to
comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act. Cesar Chavez Boulevard will serve as the primary
access to the Calexico West International Land Port of Entry (POE) to Mexicali, Mexico, which is
expected to be open to traffic in late 2017 or early 2018.

The proposed funding plan for the widening project is as follows:

ADD Cesar Chavez Boulevard Widening and Improvement — 2"¢ Street to Route 98 project

(PPNO 0606):

Implementing Agency: (by [PA&ED |City of Calexico PS&E City of Calexico
component) R/W City of Calexico CON City of Calexico
RTPA/CTC: Imperial County Transportation Commission
Project Title: Cesar Chavez Boulevard Widening and Improvement — 2nd Street to State Route 98
Location On Cesar Chavez Boulevard - 2nd Street to State Route 98.
Description: Widening and Pedestrian Improvements
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior 14/15 15/16 16/17 17/18 18/19 R/W CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp Supp
Local Funds
Existing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Change 1,926 191 350 1,385 350 1,385 191
Proposed | 1,926 191 350 1,385 350 1,385 191
Federal Discretionary (Border Infrastructure Program)
Existing 0 0 0
Change 4,500 4,500 4,500
Proposed | 4,500 4,500 4,500
FFY 2009 Omnibus Approp.
Existing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Change 2,850 150 1,700 1,000 1,700 1,000 150
Proposed | 2,850 150 1,700 1,000 1,700 1,000 150
Total
Existing 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Change 9,276 341 2,050 6,885 2,050 6,885 341
Proposed | 9,276 341 2,050 6,885 2,050 6,885 341
RESOLUTION:

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby program $4,500,000 of
Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for Users
(SAFETEA-LU)-Border Infrastructure Program (BIP) funds for construction on the Cesar Chavez
Boulevard Widening and Improvement — 2™ Street to Route 98 project (PPNO 0606) in Imperial
County.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 220(1)
Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared By: Katrina C. Pierce, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of
Environmental Analysis

subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECTS FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached
Resolutions E-16-19, E-16-20, E-16-21, E-16-22, E-16-23, E-16-24 and E-16-25.

ISSUE:

02-But/Plu-70, PM 35.9/47.9, 13.1
RESOLUTION E-16-19

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed:

. State Route 70 (SR 70) in Butte and Plumas Counties. Repair culverts and
install additional drainage facilities on a portion of SR 70. (EA 02-0H030)

This project in Butte and Plumas Counties will repair and replace culverts and construct new
drainage facilities on portions of SR 70. The project is not yet programmed or funded. The
total estimated cost for capital and support is $1,600,000. Depending on the availability of
funding, construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2018-19.

A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment after mitigation. The following resource areas may be
impacted by the project: biological resources and water quality. Avoidance and minimization
measures will reduce any potential effects on the environment. These measures include, but are
not limited to, environmental awareness training for all construction personnel, the preparation
of a capture-and-relocation plan for the foothill yellow-legged frog, and appropriate BMPs for
water pollution prevention. As a result, an MND was completed for this project.

Attachment 1

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”
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ISSUE.:

06-Kin-198, PM R15.5
RESOLUTION E-16-20

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed:

J State Route 198(SR 198) in Kings County. Roadway improvements including
a roundabout at the intersection of SR 198, Hanford-Armona Road, and 13"
Avenue near the city of Hanford. (PPNO 6651)

This project in Kings County will construct a roundabout at the intersection of Hanford-Armona
Road and 13™ Avenue near the city of Hanford. The project is programmed in the 2014 State
Highway Operation and Protection Program. The total programmed amount is $6,434,000 for
capital and support. Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2017-18. The scope, as
described for the preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the
Commission in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.

A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment after mitigation. The following resource area may be
impacted by the project: biological resources. Avoidance and minimization measures will reduce
any potential effects on the environment. These measures include, but are not limited to,
environmentally sensitive areas will be established for nesting birds, burrowing owl, and San
Joaquin kit fox, tree and vegetation removal will be done outside nesting season, and replacement
planting of any disturbed Heritage oak trees. As a result, an MND was completed for this project.

Attachment 2

ISSUE.:

06-Ker-43/119, PM 0.1/0.4, 17.8/18.5
RESOLUTION E-16-21

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed:

. State Route 43 (SR 43) and State Route 119 (SR 119) in Kern County.
Construct roadway improvements including a roundabout at the intersection of
SR 43, SR 119, and Enos Lane near the city of Taft. (PPNO 6698)

This project in Kern County will construct a roundabout at the intersection of SR 43, SR 119,
and Enos Lane near the city of Taft. The project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway
Operation and Protection Program. The total programmed amount is $9,761,000 for capital and
support. Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2017-18. The scope, as described for
the preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in
the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”
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A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment after mitigation. The following resource area may be
impacted by the project: biological resources. Avoidance and minimization measures will
reduce any potential effects on the environment. These measures include, but are not limited to,
environmentally sensitive areas will be established for the Giant kangaroo rat, Tipton kangaroo
rat, San Joaquin kit fox, and the Blunt-nosed leopard lizard, pre-construction field surveys will
be conducted, and ESA fencing will be used. As a result, an MND was completed for this
project.

Attachment 3

ISSUE.:

06-Kin-43/137, PM 1.3/1.7, 0.0/0.2
RESOLUTION E-16-22

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Negative Declaration (ND) has been completed:

. State Route 43 (SR 43) and State Route 137 (SR 137) in Kings County.
Construct roadway improvements including a roundabout at the intersection of
SR 43 and SR 137 near the city of Corcoran. (PPNO 6619)

This project in Kings County will construct a roundabout at the intersection of SR 43 and SR
137 near the city of Corcoran. The project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway Operation
and Protection Program. The total programmed amount is $4,400,000 for capital and support.
Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2016-17. The scope, as described for the
preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the
2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.

A copy of the ND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment. As a result, an ND was completed for this project.

Attachment 4

ISSUE:

09-Mno-395. PM 93.4/95.7
RESOLUTION E-16-23

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed:

e  United States Route 395 (U.S. 395) in Mono County. Construct roadway
improvements to a portion of U.S. 395 near the intersection of State Route 108.
(PPNO 0615)

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.2c.(1)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION May 18-19, 2016
Page 4 of 5

This project in Mono County will widen shoulders, install rumble strips, and construct drainage
improvements on a portion of U.S. 395. The project is programmed in the 2014 State Highway
Operation and Protection Program. The total programmed amount is $7,859,000 for capital
and support. Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2017-18. The scope, as
described for the preferred alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the
Commission in the 2014 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.

A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment after mitigation. The following resource areas may be
impacted by the project: biological, and visual resources. Avoidance and minimization
measures will reduce any potential effects on the environment. These measures include, but are
not limited to, the purchase of wetland credits from an approved mitigation bank, ESA fencing
will be installed around sensitive areas, project area will be re-vegetated with native species,
and monitoring of sensitive areas will be done by a qualified biologist. As a result, an MND
was completed for this project.

Attachment 5

ISSUE:

10-Ama-88, PM 21.6/24.6
RESOLUTION E-16-24

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed:

. State Route 88 (SR 88) in Amador County. Construct roadway improvements
on a portion of SR 88 in the town of Pine Grove.
(PPNO 2454)

This project in Amador County will construct roadway improvements on a portion of SR 88
in the town of Pine Grove. The project is programmed in the 2014 State Transportation
Improvement Program. The project is not fully funded. The total estimated cost is
$41,000,000 for capital and support. Depending on the availability of funds, construction is
estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2020-21. The scope, as described for the preferred
alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2014
State Transportation Improvement Program.

A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment after mitigation. The following resource area may be
impacted by the project: biological resources. Avoidance and minimization measures will
reduce any potential effects on the environment. These measures include, but are not limited to,
pre-construction red-legged frog surveys will be conducted by a qualified biologist, staging
areas will be located at least 100 feet from riparian or aquatic habitats, environmental awareness
training will be given to all construction personnel, and all proposed landscape will incorporate
native plant materials. As a result, an MND was completed for this project.

Attachment 6

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.2c.(1)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION May 18-19, 2016
Page 5 of 5

ISSUE.:

12-Ora-57, PM 20.1/21.8
RESOLUTION E-16-25

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed:

J State Route 57 (SR 57) in Orange County. Construct roadway improvements
on a portion of SR 57 in the city of Brea. (PPNO 3834)

This project in Orange County will construct roadway improvements on a portion of SR 57 in
the city of Brea. The project is programmed in the 2014 State Transportation Improvement
Program. The total estimated cost is $59,300,000 for capital and support. Construction is
estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2019-20. The scope, as described for the preferred alternative,
is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2014 State
Transportation Improvement Program.

A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff. The project will result in less than
significant impacts to the environment after mitigation. The following resource areas may be
impacted by the project: biological resources, community impacts, visual/aesthetics, and
paleontology. Avoidance and minimization measures will reduce any potential effects on the
environment. These measures include, but are not limited to, transparent soundwalls will be
installed to maintain view sheds, a Paleontological Monitoring Plan will be prepared prior to
final design, and 1.5 acres of habitat replacement will be provided. As a result, an MND was
completed for this project.

Attachment 7

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to
enhance California’s economy and livability”













































Memorandum Tab 36

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTc Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016

Reference No.:  2.2C (2)
Action

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE WILLOWBROOK/ROSA PARKS STATION
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-16-26)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Negative Declaration (ND) for the
Willowbrook/Rosa Parks Station Project (Project) in Los Angeles County and approve the
project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Commission accept the ND and approve the project for future
consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) is the CEQA lead
agency for the project. The project involves the acquisition of station area property for the
purposes of making improvements to the Willowbrook/Rosa Parks Station to: 1) improve safety
and circulation between the various modes; 2) improve access from surrounding uses to the
station; 3) improve transit patron experience; and 4) increase the sense of security. The station
consists of the Metro Blue and Green lines and a major bus and shuttle depot.

On October 14, 2015, the LACMTA adopted the final ND for the project and found that the
project will not have a significant effect on the environment.

On April 6, 2016, the LACMTA confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work and programming by the
Commission.

The project is estimated to cost $66,658,000 and is fully funded through construction with Active
Transportation Program (ATP) Funds ($2,909,000), Federal TIGER VI Funds ($10,250,000),
Proposition C Funds ($50,249,000), Mobile Source Emission Reduction Credits (MSRC)
($2,500,000) and In-Kind Funds ($750,000). Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year
2016/17.
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
07 — Los Angeles County
Resolution E-16-26

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(LACMTA) has completed a Negative Declaration pursuant to the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following
project:

o Willowbrook/Rosa Parks Station Improvement Project

WHEREAS, the LACMTA has certified that the Negative Declaration has been
completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the project involves the acquisition of station area property for the
purposes of making improvements to the Willowbrook/Rosa Parks Station to

1) improve safety and circulation between the various modes; 2) improve access
from surrounding uses to the station; 3) improve transit patron experience; and 4)
increase the sense of security; and

WHEREAS, the station consists of the Metro Blue and Green lines and a major bus
and shuttle depot; and

WHEREAS, the project is located at the intersection of Interstate 105 (1-105) and
South Wilmington Avenue in Willowbrook, an unincorporated community of Los
Angeles County; and

WHEREAS, the project site is comprised of parcels that extend just north of the I-
105 bounded by Imperial Highway, South Wilmington Avenues on the western
edge, South Willowbrook Avenue on the eastern edge, and extending south to
include approximately 1.5 acres of the Kenneth Hahn Plaza Shopping Center site;
and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the LACMTA found that the proposed project would not have a significant

effect on the environment; and
WHEREAS, the LACMTA approved the Negative Declaration.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby accept the Negative Declaration and approves the above
referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTc Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016

Reference No.:  2.2C (3)
Action

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE LIVE OAK ELEMENTARY AND POTTER
JUNIOR HIGH RECHE ROAD PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-16-27)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Negative Declaration (ND) for the
Live Oak Elementary and Potter Junior High Reche Road project (Project) in San Diego County
and approve the project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Commission accept the ND and approve the project for future
consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The County of San Diego (County) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project
involves the construction of a continuous left-turn lane and five-foot bike lanes on Reche Road
from Fallbrook Street to Via de Maranatha, and again as it approaches the intersection with Via
Green Canyon Norte/Green Canyon Road. Reche Road will be widened in those areas to
accommodate the improvements and new curb, gutter and sidewalks will be added along the
south side of Reche Road from Green Canyon Road to the driveway of James H. Potter Junior
High School.

On October 21, 2015, the County adopted the final ND for the project and found that the project
will not have a significant effect on the environment.

On March 22, 2016, the County confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work and programming by the
Commission.

The project is estimated to cost $2,760,000 and is fully funded through construction with Active

Transportation Program (ATP) Funds ($2,760,000). Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal
Year 2016/17.

Attachments
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
11 — San Diego County
Resolution E-16-27

WHEREAS, the County of San Diego has completed a Negative Declaration
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA
Guidelines for the following project:

. Live Oak Elementary and Potter Junior High Reche Road Project

WHEREAS, the County of San Diego has certified that the Negative Declaration
has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the project involves the construction of a continuous left-turn lane and
five-foot bike lanes on Reche Road from Fallbrook Street to Via de Maranatha, and
again as it approaches the intersection with Via Green Canyon Norte/Green Canyon
Road; and

WHEREAS, Reche Road will be widened to accommodate improvements and new
curb, gutter and sidewalks will be added along the south side of Reche Road from
Green Canyon Road to the driveway of James H. Potter Junior High School; and

WHEREAS, the project is located in the Fallbrook Community Planning area in
unincorporated northern San Diego County; and

WHEREAS, the project extends west approximately 0.51 mile (2,679.67 feet)
along Reche Road from Via Green Canyon Road continuing along to the James H.
Potter Junior High School frontage/Calmin Drive; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the County of San Diego found that the proposed project would not have a
significant effect on the environment; and

WHEREAS, the County of San Diego approved the Negative Declaration.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby accept the Negative Declaration and approves the above
referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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Memorandum Tab 38

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTc Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016

Reference No.:  2.2C (4)
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE METRO BLUE LINE TRACK
IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-16-28)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Metro Blue Line Track Improvements Project (Project) in Los Angeles County
and approve the project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Commission accept the MND and approve the project for future
consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) is the CEQA lead
agency for the project. The project involves the installation of four new sets of track crossovers,
including the Overhead Catenary System (OCS), two new track sidings including OCS, an
equipment bungalow, installation of pedestrian gates and emergency swing gates at 27
intersections, and the replacement of the existing train control system.

On April 15, 2015, the LACMTA adopted the final MND for the project and found that the
project will not have a significant effect on the environment after mitigation. An Addendum was
filed in June 2015 to accommodate the installation of five small fee takes for pedestrian gates;
however, the modifications did not result in a design change or alter the construction footprint
that was contained in the original MND.

On April 12, 2016, LACMTA confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work and programming by the
Commission.

The project is estimated to cost $64,000,000 and is fully funded through construction with

Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (TIRCP) Funds ($38,500,000) and Proposition A
Funds ($25,500,000). Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2016/17.
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
07 — Los Angeles County
Resolution E-16-28

WHEREAS, the Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
(LACMTA) has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the
following project:

o Metro Blue Line Track Improvements Project

WHEREAS, the LACMTA has certified that the Mitigated Negative Declaration
has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines; and

WHEREAS, the project involves the installation of four new sets of track
crossovers, including the Overhead Catenary System (OCS), two new track sidings
including OCS, an equipment bungalow, installation of pedestrian gates and
emergency swing gates at 27 intersections, and the replacement of the existing train
control system; and

WHEREAS, the project commences on 7" Street/Metro Center, and runs south on
Flower Street, sharing tracks with the Expo Line to Culver City; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the LACMTA found that the proposed project would not have a significant

effect on the environment after mitigation; and
WHEREAS, the LACMTA approved the Mitigated Negative Declaration.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration and approves the
above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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Memorandum Tab 39

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTc Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016

Reference No.:  2.2C (5)
Action

SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE ORANGE TRANSPORTATION
CENTER/METROLINK PARKING STRUCTURE PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-16-29)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Orange Transportation Center/Metrolink Parking Structure Project (Project) in
Orange County and approve the project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Commission accept the MND and approve the project for future
consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Orange (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project will construct a
600 stall parking structure to meet present and future parking demand at the Orange
Transportation Center, providing Metrolink rail and bus service.

On January 12, 2016, the City adopted the final MND for the project and found that the project
will not have a significant effect on the environment after mitigation.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to less than significant levels relate to
biological resources, traffic, cultural resources and noise abatement. Mitigation measures
include, but are not limited to: requires pre-construction surveys regarding nesting bird species,
assessment of pre-construction and post-construction vibration-related damage and the
installation of a traffic signal at Gassell and Palm Avenues for traffic management.

On March 29, 2016, the City of Orange confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the
final environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work and programming by
the Commission.

The project is estimated to cost $27,257,000 and is fully funded through construction with State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Funds ($13,762,000), Congestion Mitigation and

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.2¢.(5)
May 18-19, 2016
Page 2 of 2

Air Quality (CMAQ) Funds ($2,938,000), Measure M Funds ($1,850,000) and Local Funds
($8,707,000). Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2015/16.
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
12 — Orange County
Resolution E-16-29

WHEREAS, the City of Orange has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA
Guidelines for the following project:

. Orange Transportation Center/Metrolink Parking Structure

WHEREAS, the City of Orange has certified that the Mitigated Negative
Declaration has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines;
and

WHEREAS, the project will construct a 600 stall parking structure to meet present
and future parking demand at the Orange Transportation Center, providing
Metrolink rail and bus service; and

WHEREAS, the project is located at 130 North Lemon Street; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the City of Orange Council found that the proposed project would not have
a significant effect on the environment after mitigation; and

WHEREAS, the City of Orange Council approved the Mitigated Negative
Declaration.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation
Commission does hereby accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration and approves the
above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTc Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016

Reference No.:  2.2C (6)
Action

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE PLACER STREET
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-16-30)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Placer Street Improvement Project (Project) in Shasta County and approve the
project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Commission accept the MND and approve the project for future
consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Redding (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project will re-pave and
re-stripe Placer Street from Highland Avenue to Thompson Avenue, with roadway widening in
certain locations. Improvements include adding an eastbound through lane between Cumberland
Drive and Pleasant Street, a center turn lane from Wisconsin to Cumberland Drive, auxiliary turn
lanes, delineated and buffered bicycle lanes, curb, gutter and sidewalks with ADA ramps,
pedestrian safety lighting, enhanced pedestrian crossings, and irrigated landscape.

On January 17, 2012, the City adopted the final MND for the project and found that the project
will not have a significant effect on the environment after mitigation.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to less than significant levels relate to
biological resources. Mitigation measures include, but are not limited to: requires completion of
a survey for roosting bats and safe eviction of any nonbreeding bat hibernaculum; construction
restrictions limiting work to occur February through July to avoid the nesting season of raptors
and migratory birds; and the preservation of trees greater than 6 inches in diameter.

An Addendum was filed on March 6, 2013 to downsize the project on account of reduced federal
funding; however, the impacts requiring mitigation remain the same. On March 21, 2016, the
City confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final environmental document is
consistent with the project scope of work and programming by the Commission.
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The project is estimated to cost $5,306,558 and is fully funded through construction with Active
Transportation Program (ATP) Funds ($2,295,157) and Local Funds ($3,011,401). Construction
is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2015/16.

Attachments
e Resolution E-16-30
e Project Location
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Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
02 — Shasta County
Resolution E-16-30

WHEREAS, the City of Redding has completed a Mitigated Negative Declaration
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the CEQA
Guidelines for the following project:

. Placer Street Improvement Project

WHEREAS, the City of Redding has certified that the Mitigated Negative
Declaration has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines;
and

WHEREAS, the project will repave and re-stripe Placer Street from Highland
Avenue to Thompson Avenue, with some roadway widening in some locations.
Improvements include adding an eastbound through lane between Cumberland
Drive and Pleasant Street, a center turn lane from Wisconsin to Cumberland Drive,
auxiliary turn lanes, delineated and buffered bicycle lanes, curb, gutter and
sidewalks with ADA ramps, pedestrian safety lighting, enhanced pedestrian
crossings, and irrigated landscape; and

WHEREAS, the project is located on Placer Street from the western city limit to
Highland Avenue; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the Redding City Council found that the proposed project would not have a

significant effect on the environment after mitigation; and

WHEREAS, the Redding City Council approved the Mitigated Negative
Declaration.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation
Commission does hereby accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration and approves the
above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.



Memorandum Tab 41

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTc Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016

Reference No.:  2.2C (7)
Action

From: SUSAN BRANSEN
Executive Director

subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE LAGUNA CREEK TRAIL
PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-16-31)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Laguna Creek Trail Project (Project) in Sacramento County and approve the
project for future consideration of funding?

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Commission accept the MND and approve the project for future
consideration of funding.

BACKGROUND:

The City of Elk Grove (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project will construct
a new bike/pedestrian path from Camden Park/Lake to Beckington Drive, add bike lane striping
on Beckington Drive including a new ADA access ramp and a new bike/pedestrian path from
Beckington Drive to the existing Whitehouse Creek path adjacent to MacDonald Park.

On January 27, 2016, the City adopted the final MND for the project and found that the project
will not have a significant effect on the environment after mitigation.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to less than significant levels relate to
biological resources, aesthetics, cultural resources and noise abatement. Mitigation measures
include, but are not limited to: requires surveys to determine special-status plants, avoidance of
western pond turtle habitat, limits construction activities to the driest time of the year, provides
proactive measures to prevent the disturbance of burial sites and limits construction hours to
minimize noise levels.

On April 15, 2016, the City of EIk Grove confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the

final environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work and programming by
the Commission.
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The project is estimated to cost $791,000 and is fully funded through construction with State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Funds ($500,000), Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality (CMAQ) Funds ($199,000) and Local Funds ($92,000). Construction is estimated to
begin in Fiscal Year 2015/16.

Attachments

e Resolution E-16-31
e Project Location
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Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
03 — Sacramento County
Resolution E-16-31

WHEREAS, the City of Elk Grove has completed a Mitigated Negative
Declaration pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the
CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

. Laguna Creek Trail Project

WHEREAS, the City of Elk Grove has certified that the Mitigated Negative
Declaration has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines;
and

WHEREAS, the project will construct a new bike/pedestrian path from Camden
Park/Lake to Beckington Drive, add bike lane striping on Beckington Drive
including a new ADA access ramp and a new bike/pedestrian path from Beckington
Drive to the existing Whitehouse Creek path adjacent to MacDonald Park; and

WHEREAS, the project is located on Camden Park/Lake, which is north of Bond
road on Laguna Creek, south of Alistair Way between State Route 99 and Elk
Grove Florin Road; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration;
and

WHEREAS, the Elk Grove City Council found that the proposed project would not have

a significant effect on the environment after mitigation; and

WHEREAS, the Elk Grove City Council approved the Mitigated Negative
Declaration.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation
Commission does hereby accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration and approves the
above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 42
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.3C.
Action Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Tlmothy Craggs, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Design

RELINQUISHMENT RESOLUTIONS

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the relinquishment resolutions, summarized below, that
will transfer highway facilities no longer needed for the State Highway System to the local
agencies identified in the summary.

ISSUE:

It has been determined that each facility in the specific relinquishment resolution summarized
below is not essential to the proper functioning of the State Highway System and may be
disposed of by relinquishment. Upon the recording of the approved relinquishment resolutions
in the county where the facilities are located, all rights, title and interest of the State in and to the
facilities to be relinquished will be transferred to the local agencies identified in the summary.
The facilities are safe and drivable. The local authorities have been advised of the pending
relinquishments a minimum of 90 days prior to the Commission meeting pursuant to Section 73
of the Streets and Highways Code. Any exceptions or unusual circumstances are described in
the individual summaries.

RESOLUTIONS:

Resolution R-3952 — 08-Riv-86-PM R16.7
(Request No. 487-R) — 1 Segment

Relinquishes right of way in the county of Riverside along Route 86 on Desert Cactus Drive,
consisting of relocated or reconstructed county roads. The County, by freeway agreement dated
August 13, 1974, agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the State. The 90-day notice
period expired April 11, 2016.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Resolution R-3953 — 11-SD-8-PM 6.7/9.6
(Request No. R31117) — 3 Segments

Relinquishes right of way in the city of San Diego along Route 8 on Alvarado Canyon Road,
Alvarado Road and 70™ Street. The City, by cooperative agreement dated May 3, 2005 and by
Amendment No. 1 to the agreement dated December 8, 2009, agreed to waive the 90-day notice
requirement and accept title upon relinquishment by the State.

Resolution R-3954 — 11-SD-8-PM 9.3/9.8
(Request No. R31120) — 3 Segments

Relinquishes right of way in the city of La Mesa along Route 8 on Alvarado Road and 70
Street. The City, by cooperative agreement dated January 15, 2002, agreed to waive the 90-day
notice requirement and accept title upon relinquishment by the State.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No: 2.4b.
Action Item

NORMA ORTEGA prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way
and Land Surveys

RESOLUTIONS OF NECESSITY

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolutions of Necessity (Resolution) C-21453
through C-21471 summarized on the following pages.

ISSUE:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed Right of Way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution stipulating specific findings identified under
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure.

Moreover, for each of the proposed Resolutions, the property owners are not contesting the
following findings contained in Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure:
1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.
2. The proposed project is planned and located in a manner that will be most
compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury.
3. The property is necessary for the proposed project.
4. An offer to purchase the property in compliance with Government Code Section
7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

The only remaining issues with the property owners are related to compensation.

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the owners, each of whom has been offered the full amount of
the Department's appraisal, and where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to
which the owners may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolutions will not interrupt
our efforts to secure equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements, each owner
has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at this time. Adoption will
assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly sequence of events required to meet
construction schedules.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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C-21453 — MHC Ponderosa Limited Partnership, a Delaware limited partnership
03-ED-49-PM 24.1 - Parcel 36483-1, 2, 3,4 - EA 0F3109.

Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date: 05/02/16; Ready to List (RTL) Date: 05/05/16.
Conventional highway-replace bridge. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State
highway and temporary easements for highway construction. Located in the town of Lotus at
7291 State Highway 49. Assessor Parcel Number (APN)s 006-341-03, -09, -10.

C-21454- Balbir Singh, a married man

06-Ker-46-PM 32.00 - Parcel 87344-1 - EA 442549.

RWC Date: 12/08/16; RTL Date: 12/22/16. Conventional highway - Kern 46 - conversion of
two-lane conventional to four-lane conventional. Authorizes condemnation of underlying fee.
Located near the city of Lost Hills at Interstate 5 (I-5) and State Route (SR) 46 Interchange.
APN 069-370-27.

C-21455 - James Raymond Darr, Trustee, et al.

06-Ker-46-PM 30.5/33.5 - Parcel 87133-1, 2, 3,4 - EA 442549.

RWC Date: 12/08/16; RTL Date: 12/22/16. Conventional highway - Kern 46 - conversion of
two-lane conventional to four-lane conventional. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a
State highway, a temporary easement for highway construction purposes, and underlying fee.
Located in the city of Lost Hills at the southeast corner of Warren Drive and Lawton Drive.
APN 069-370-24.

C-21456 - Dirk G. Dole and Samantha Dole, Trustees

06-Ker-46-PM 30.5/33.5 - Parcel 87132-1, 2, 3 - EA 442549.

RWC Date: 12/08/16; RTL Date: 12/22/16. Conventional highway - Kern 46 - conversion of
two-lane conventional to four-lane conventional. Authorizes condemnation of a temporary

easement for highway construction, a permanent easement to relocate and reconstruct drainage
inlet, and underlying fee. Located in the city of Lost Hills at 21958 SR 46. APN 069-370-23.

C-21457 - Loma Linda University, et al.

06-Ker-46-PM 32.32 - Parcels 87121-1, 2 — 87124-1, 2- EA 442549.

RWC Date: 12/08/16; RTL Date: 12/22/16. Conventional highway - Kern 46 - conversion of
two-lane conventional to four-lane conventional. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a

State highway and temporary easements for highway construction. Located in the unincorporated
area of Kern County near intersection of SR 46 and I-5. APNs 058-330-02, -06.

C-21458 - Judith Pauls Janzen, Trustee, et al.

06-Ker-46-PM 30.5/33.5 - Parcel 87126-1, 2 - EA 442549.

RWC Date: 12/08/16; RTL Date: 12/22/16. Conventional highway - Kern 46 - conversion of
two-lane conventional to four-lane conventional. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a

State highway, extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, and a temporary easement for highway
construction. Located in the city of Lost Hills at 14696 Aloma Street. APN 058-330-20.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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C-21459 - Lost Hills Travel Center

06-Ker-46-PM 32.36 - Parcel 87393-1 - EA 442549.

RWC Date: 12/08/16; RTL Date: 12/22/16. Conventional highway - Kern 46 - conversion of
two-lane conventional to four-lane conventional. Authorizes condemnation of a permanent

easement for utility purposes to be conveyed to Pacific Gas and Electric Company. Located near
the city of Lost Hills at I-5 and SR 46 Interchange. APN 069-360-06.

C-21460 - Coldwater Farms, Inc., et al.

06-Ker-99-PM 44.23 - Parcel 87254-1, 2, 3 - EA 0K4609.

RWC Date: 04/23/16; RTL Date: 04/30/16. Freeway - bridge replacement at Route 46/99
separation. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of

abutter's rights of access, and a temporary easement for highway construction. Located in the
city of McFarland at 31911 SR 46. APN 073-090-01.

C-21461 - Timothy E. Jones, Trustee, etc., et al.

07-LA-138-PM 59.47 - Parcel 76133-1 - EA 293509.

RWC Date: 05/13/16; RTL Date: 05/13/16. Conventional highway - widen conventional
highway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway. Located in the town of
Pearblossom on the north side of SR 138, west of 126 Street East. APNs 3038-002-026, -027.

C-21462 - John L. Verda, as Trustee of the Verda/Goodman Family Trust dated August 28, 2015
07-LA-138-PM 55.55 - Parcel 76208-1 - EA 2862009.

RWC Date: 01/13/17; RTL Date: 01/27/17. Conventional highway - widen conventional
highway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.
Located in the town of Littlerock on the north side of SR 138, east of 89™ Street East and west of
96™ Street East. APN 3046-022-019.

C-21463 - Assignment Services Inc., et al.

07-LA-138-PM 55.98 - Parcel 76211-1 - EA 2862009.

RWC Date: 01/13/17; RTL Date: 01/27/17. Conventional highway - widen conventional
highway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.
Located in the town of Littlerock on the north side of SR 138, east of 89™ Street East and west of
96" Street East. APN 3046-022-035.

C-21464 - James D. McDonald, Jr. and Karen Ann McDonald

07-LA-138-PM 67.6 - Parcel 76669-1 - EA 286309.

RWC Date: 07/14/17; RTL Date: 07/28/17. Conventional highway - widen conventional
highway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.
Located in the town of Llano on the south side of SR 138, east of 198" Street East and west of
Largo Vista Road. APN 3083-010-019.

C-21465 - Eric Sedman, et al.

07-LA-138-PM 55.55 - Parcel 80523-1 - EA 2862009.

RWC Date: 01/13/17; RTL Date: 01/27/17. Conventional highway - widen conventional
highway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.
Located in the town of Littlerock on the south side of SR 138, east of 87" Street East and west of
96 Street East. APN 3046-024-061.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
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C-21466 - Ralph Felix, a single man

07-LA-138-PM 55.55 - Parcel 80571-1 - EA 286209.

RWC Date: 01/13/17; RTL Date: 01/27/17. Conventional highway - widen conventional
highway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway. Located in the town of
Littlerock on the north side of SR 138, east of 87" Street East and west of 89 Street East.
APNs 3046-021-027, -011.

C-21467 - Eric Sedman, et al.

07-LA-138-PM 55.55 - Parcel 80575-1 - EA 286209.

RWC Date: 01/13/17; RTL Date: 01/27/17. Conventional highway - widen conventional
highway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and underlying fee.

Located in the town of Littlerock on the south side of SR 138 at the southeast corner of
87" Street East and SR 138. APN 3046-024-062.

C-21468 - Southern California Public Power Authority

08-SBd-58-PM R5.78 - Parcel 23492-1, 2 - EA 347709.

RWC Date: 09/12/16; RTL Date: 10/25/16. Expressway - construct four-lane divided
expressway. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of
abutter's rights of access and a non-exclusive easement for ingress and egress purposes. Located

in the unincorporated area of Kramer Junction, approximately one quarter mile east of Route 395,
north of SR 58. APNs 0492-192-22, -29.

C-21469 - Kathleen L. Muller

09-Iny-395-PM 117.3 - Parcel 4066-1, 2, 3 - EA 09-35680.

RWC Date: 12/01/16; RTL Date: 12/27/16. Conventional highway - install traffic signals.
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, a temporary easement for highway
construction, and an easement for utility purposes to be conveyed to Southern California Edison
Company. Located near the city of Bishop at Highway 395 and See Vee Lane. APN 11-120-61.

C-21470 - Collwood Pines Apartments, L..P., a California limited partnership

11-SD-5-PM 39.6 - Parcels 33486-1, 2, 3,4 - EA 2T17209.

RWC Date: 08/30/16; Freeway - construct High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes and replace
San Elijo Lagoon Bridge. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee, extinguishment of abutter’s
rights of access, temporary easements for highway construction, and a permanent easement for
drainage purposes. Located in the community of Cardiff by the Sea

at 2134-2170 Carol View Drive. APNs 260-420-18-00, -19-00.

C-21471 - Thrifty Oil Co., a California corporation

11-SD-5-PM 39.6 - Parcel 33487-1,2 - EA 2T1729.

RWC Date: 08/30/16; Freeway - construct HOV lanes and replace San Elijo Lagoon Bridge.
Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for drainage purposes and a temporary
easement for construction purposes. Located in the community of Cardiff by the Sea

at 6133 Birmingham Drive. APN 260-316-04.

Attachment
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State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum Tab 44

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No. 24d
Action Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jennifer S. Lowden, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Right of Way
and Land Surveys

subject: DIRECTOR’S DEEDS

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) authorize the execution of the Director’s Deeds
summarized below. The conveyance of excess State owned real property, including exchanges, is
pursuant to Section 118 of the Streets and Highways Code.

The Director’s Deeds included in this item involve an estimated current value of $16,304,474.
The State will receive a return of $18,895,724 from the sale of these properties. A recapitulation
of the items presented and corresponding maps are attached.

ISSUE:

01-01-Men-101-MIT Mendocino County
Disposal Unit #DE 12167-3 & DE 12167-4 0.45 acre

Convey to: John and Charlene Ford, Trustees $2,200 (Appraisal $2,200)

Direct conveyance of easements pursuant to Right of Way Contract dated 12-02-2010 and
Right of Way Contract Amendment dated 03-17-2016.

02-03-Sut-99 PM R20.18 Yuba City

Disposal Unit #DD 029116-02-01 9.46 acres

Convey to: Gurjit S. Gosal & Amardeep K. Gosal $150,000 (Appraisal $61,000)
Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at auction. There were two bidders.
03-04-Ala-238 PM 12.9x Hayward

Disposal Unit #DD 032698-01-01 10.9 acres

Convey to: Pacific West Communities, $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Hayward Townhomes, LP
Change in vesting. This sale was originally approved at the May 2014 Commission meeting. This
deed conveyance will change the vesting to the name of an affiliate company.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
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04-04-Ala-238 PM 10.8 Hayward
Disposal Unit #DD 042473-01-01 0.17 acre
Convey to: Joseph Bernardini and Danielle Bernardini $440,000 (Public sale estimate
$295,000)

Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the first public auction. There
were five bidders.

05-04-Ala-580 KP 74.3 Oakland

Disposal Unit #DD 056359-01-01 1.066 acres

Convey to: 11 RAM 680/1-40 WEST, $3,010,000 (Public sale estimate
AMARILLO, TX LTD $1,393,000)

Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the public sale. There were four
active bidders.

06-04-Ala-880 PM 33.6 Oakland

Disposal Unit #DD 050132-01-01 0.29 acre

Convey to: PRESCOTT NEIGHBORHOOD $340,000 (Public sale estimate
PARTNERS, LLC $340,000)

Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the public sale. There was one
bidder.

07-04-CC-4 PM 44.0 County of Contra Costa
Disposal Unit #DE 061387-X4-XX 0.44 acre
Convey to: Byron Bethany Irrigation District $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance for no monetary value. Conveyance is 100 percent (%) State’s obligation
pursuant to Utility Agreement No. 1740.2 dated 09-03-2010.

08-04-CC-680 PM 15.7 Walnut Creek
Disposal Unit #DD 047748-01-01 0.13 acre
Convey to: Purcell 1991 Revocable Trust $84,250 (Appraisal $84,250)

Direct sale to the only adjoining owner at the appraised value. The subject property is irregularly
shaped, incapable of independent development and the highest and best use is as plottage to
adjoining property.

09-04-SCI-85 PM 15.8 San Jose
Disposal Unit: #DK 021146-01-01 0.01 acre
Convey to: VIGAGOLD INC $25,200 (Appraisal $25,200)

Direct sale to adjoining owner at the appraised value. The excess property is a linear strip of land
between the sidewalk and the adjoining property.

10-04-SF-80 PM 5.0 San Francisco
Disposal Unit #DD 059684-01-01 0.0138 acre
Convey to: Jonelle Cayanan and Richard Kim $560,000 (Appraisal $560,000)

Direct sale to the qualifying residential tenant at the appraised value pursuant to Commission
Resolution G98-22 paragraph 2.4.
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11-04-SF-80 PM 5.4 San Francisco
Disposal Unit #DD 012894-01-01 0.17 acre
Convey to: ARIZONA TEMPE HOTEL $3,837,000 (Appraisal $3,837,000)
CORPORATION

Direct sale to the only adjoining owner at the appraised value. The property is irregularly shaped
and the highest and best use is as plottage to the adjoining owner.

12-06-Kin-198 PM 27.3 Hanford
Disposal Unit #DD 060656-01-01 0.86 acre
Convey to: Ina Evangelho, et al $250 (Appraisal nominal)

Direct sale. Sale price represents the appraised value received from the adjoining owners. The
highest and best use of the subject property is as plotted to the adjacent property.

13-06-Kin-198 PM 27.8 Hanford
Disposal Unit #DD 085173-01-01 0.14 acre
Convey to: GK Farms Limited Partnership $500 (Appraisal nominal)

Direct sale. Sale price represents the appraised value received from the adjoining owners. The
highest and best use of the subject property is as plotted to the adjacent property.

14-06-Kin-198 PM 27.6 Hanford
Disposal Unit #DD 087374-01-01 0.73 acre
Convey to: GK Farms Limited Partnership $500 (Appraisal nominal)

Direct sale. Sale price represents the appraised value received from the adjoining owners. The
highest and best use of the subject property is as plotted to the adjacent property.

15-07-LA-5 PM 28.7 Glendale

Disposal Unit #DD 077408-01-02 0.36 acre

Convey to: LAV Investments, LLC $650,000 (Public sale estimate
$650,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There was one
active bidder out of 14 registered bidders.

16-07-LA-5 PM 36.2 Los Angeles

Disposal Unit #DD 077985-01-01 0.109 acre

Convey to: R&T Division 1, Inc. $100,000 (Public sale estimate
$100,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There was one
active bidder out of 14 registered bidders.

17-07-LA-5 PM 36.4 Los Angeles

Disposal Unit #DD 077990-01-01 0.631 acre

Convey to: Pine Security Investments $510,000 (Public sale estimate
$485,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were two
active bidders out of 14 registered bidders.
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18-07-LA-5 PM 37.0 Los Angeles

Disposal Unit #DD 078287-01-01 0.171 acre

Convey to: Bradley Pilz $275,000 (Public sale estimate
$299,000)
Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the second public sale. There were

two active bidders out of 14 registered bidders.

19-07-LA-405 PM 38.6 Los Angeles

Disposal Unit #DD 079560-01-01 0.159 acre

Convey to: Fred Behfarin $780,000 (Public sale estimate
$799,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were two

active bidders out of nine registered bidders.

20-07-LA-405 PM 38.4 Los Angeles

Disposal Unit #DD 079615-01-01 0.219 acre

Convey to: Bradley Pilz $775,000 (Public sale estimate
$1,000,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were two

active bidders out of 14 registered bidders.

21-07-LA-405 PM 33.2
Disposal Unit #DD 079961-01-01
Convey to: Bradley Pilz

Los Angeles

0.174 acre

$1,500,000 (Public sale estimate
$1,500,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There was one

active bidder out of nine registered bidders.

22-07-LA-405 PM 33.2
Disposal Unit #DD 080211-01-01
Convey to: 136 Bronwood Ave. LLC

Los Angeles

0.147 acre

$2,900,000 (Public sale estimate
$2,499,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the second public sale. There were

two active bidders out of 14 registered bidders.

23-07-LA-405 PM 38.4
Disposal Unit #DD 080231-01-01
Convey to: Bradley Pilz

Los Angeles
0.179 acre
$950,000 (Public sale estimate

$1,100,000)
Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the second public sale. There were
two active bidders out of 14 registered bidders.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
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Disposal Unit #DD 041597-01-01
Convey to: West Coast Revivals, LLC
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South Pasadena

0.055 acre

$185,000 (Public sale estimate
$130,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were three

active bidders out of 14 registered bidders.

25-07-LA-710 PM 32.2
Disposal Unit #DD 046820-01-01
Convey to: AIT Management LLC

Pasadena

0.164 acre

$460,000 (Public sale estimate
$210,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were three

active bidders out of nine registered bidders.

26-07-LA-710 PM 32.2
Disposal Unit #DD 046832-01-01
Convey to: AIT Management LLC

Pasadena

0.22 acre

$650,000 (Public sale estimate
$290,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were three

active bidders out of nine registered bidders.

27-07-LA-710 PM 29.4
Disposal Unit #DD 062582-01-01
Convey to: AIT Management LLC

South Pasadena

0.344 acre

$465,000 (Public sale estimate
$415,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were two

active bidders out of 14 registered bidders.

28-07-LA-710 PM 29.4
Disposal Unit #DD 068222-01-01
Convey to: Sharon Hsu, et al

South Pasadena

0.145 acre

$115,000 (Public sale estimate
$99,000)

Public sale. Sale price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were three

active bidders out of 14 registered bidders.

29-10-Tuo-108 PM 5.9
Disposal Unit #DE 014207-01-01
Convey to: Eugene E. Adcock

Sonora
0.67 acre
$524 (Appraisal $524)

Direct sale. Sale price represents the appraised value received from an adjoining owner.
Conveyance is of an access easement in lieu of damages to provide replacement access.

30-11-Imp-111 PM 9.4
Disposal Unit #DE 30882-2
Convey to: Jeffrey S. Saikhon, LP,

a California Limited Partnership

Imperial County
0.4 acre
$0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration to replace recipients’ irrigation delivery
easement that was severed due to the construction of State Route 111.
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31-11-SD-11 PM 0.97 San Diego

Disposal Unit #DK 34803-6 0.047 acre

Convey to: San Diego County Sanitation District $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance to the San Diego County Sanitation District for no monetary consideration.
The conveyance is 100% State’s obligation per Utility Agreement No. 33593 dated 08-19-2013.

32-11-SD-11 PM 0.97 San Diego
Disposal Unit #DK 34803-7 0.479 acre
Convey to: Otay Water District $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance to the Otay Water District for no monetary consideration. The conveyance is
100% State’s obligation per Utility Agreement No. 33592 dated 07-23-2013.

33-11-SD-11 PM 1.11 San Diego
Disposal Unit #DK 34805-4 0.611 acre
Convey to: San Diego County Sanitation District $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance to the San Diego County Sanitation District for no monetary consideration.
The conveyance is 100% State’s obligation per Utility Agreement No. 33593 dated 08-19-2013.

34-11-SD-11 PM 1.11 San Diego
Disposal Unit #DK 34805-5 0.611 acre
Convey to: Otay Water District $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance to the Otay Water District for no monetary consideration. The conveyance is
100% State’s obligation per Utility Agreement No. 33592 dated 07-23-2013.

35-11-SD-11PM 1.4 San Diego
Disposal Unit #DK 34806-3 0.029 acre
Convey to: San Diego County Sanitation District $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance to the San Diego County Sanitation District for no monetary consideration.
The conveyance is 100% State’s obligation per Utility Agreement No. 33593 dated 08-19-2013.

36-11-SD-11PM 1.4 San Diego
Disposal Unit #DK 34806-4 0.766 acre
Convey to: San Diego County Sanitation District $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance to the San Diego County Sanitation District for no monetary consideration.
The conveyance is 100% State’s obligation per Utility Agreement No. 33593 dated 08-19-2013.

37-11-SD-11 PM 1.2 San Diego
Disposal Unit #DK 34807-5 0.031 acre
Convey to: San Diego County Sanitation District $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance to the San Diego County Sanitation District for no monetary consideration.
The conveyance is 100% State’s obligation per Utility Agreement No. 33593 dated 08-19-2013.
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4d.

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION May 18-19, 2016
Page 7 of 7

38-11-SD-52 PM 15.3 Santee

Disposal Unit #DD 27014-01-01 0.054 acre

Convey to: City of Santee $300 (Appraisal $300)

Direct sale to only adjoining owner at the appraised value. The property is on a prominent slope,
irregularly shaped, landlocked, and can only be accessed by foot. The highest and best use is to
sell directly to the only adjoining owner.

39-11-SD-52 PM 15.2 Santee

Disposal Unit #DD 27492-01-01 0.82 acre

Convey to: City of Santee $130,000 (Appraisal $130,000)
Direct sale to a local public agency at the appraised value for public park purposes.
40-11-SD-52 PM 16.9 Santee

Disposal Unit #DK 33292-3 0.03 acre

Convey to: City of Santee $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration pursuant to Freeway Agreement dated
August 8, 2007 and Relinquishment Resolution approved 05-23-2012.

41-12-Ora-73 PM 26.4 Costa Mesa
Disposal Unit #DE 000532-01-03 0.567 acre
Convey to: Orange County Flood Control District, $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

a body corporate and politic
Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration pursuant to Agreement MA16-080-16011550
dated 03-21-2016 between Department and the Orange County Flood Control District.

Attachments
Exhibit A - Financial summary spreadsheet
Exhibits 1A-41A - Parcel maps
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SUMMARY OF DIRECTOR'S DEEDS - 2.4d.
PRESENTED TO CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION - May 18-19, 2016
Table | - Volume by Districts

| Recovery %
% Return
Direct Public Non-Inventory Other Funded Total Current Estimated Return From Sales
District Sales Sales Conveyances Sales Items Value From Sales Current Value
[ 01 1 1 2,200.00] [ 100%
02 0
03 1 1 $ 61,000.00 || $ 150,000.00 246%
04 6 3 9 $ 6,534,450.00 || $  8,296,450.00 127%)|
05 0 [
06 3 3 $ - $ 1,250.00 I
07 14 14 $ 9,576,000.00 | $ 10,315,000.00 108%||
08 0 I
09 0
10 1 1 524.00 524.00 100%||
11 11 11 130,300.00| 130,300.00]| 100%||
12 1 1 0.00|| 0.00]| I
Total 23 18 41 $16,304,474.00|| $18,895,724.00|| 116%"
Table Il - Analysis by Tvpe of Sale
Recovery % [
# of Current Return % Return From Sales ||
Type of Sale Items Estimated Value From Sales Current Value
Direct Sales 23 $4,639,474.00 $4,640,724.00 100%|
Public Sales 18 $11,665,000.00 $14,255,000.00 122%]|
Non-Inventory Il
Conveyances If
Sub-Total 41 $16,304,474.00 $18,895,724.00 116%
Other Funded If
Sales If
Total $16,304,474.00 $18,895,724.00 116%||

Attachment A
























































































































































































































To:

From:

Subject:

State of California California State Transportation Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Tab 45
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION

Reference No.: 270(1) - 270(2)
Action Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Gary Cathey, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Aeronautics

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENTS FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED
AERONAUTICS PROJECTS AT PUBLIC-USE AIRPORTS

RESOLUTION FDOA-2015-08, AMENDING RESOLUTION FDOA-2010-05
RESOLUTION FDOA-2015-09, AMENDING RESOLUTION FDOA-2014-09

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the following:

Resolution | Amending Current Cost Revised

Project FDOA FDOA Allocation | Saving | Allocation

Brackett Field Airport
ALUCP - Airport Land Use
Compatibility Plan Update
LA-25-10-1

Montague/Yreka Field

Install Precision Approach Path

Indicator on Runway 14
SIS-2-14-1

2015-08 201005 $97,000 | $7,000 $90,000

2015-09 2014-09 $68,000 | $30,210 $37,790

ISSUE.:

The California Aid to Airports Program (CAAP) for Acquisition and Development Projects listed
above have each been awarded with cost savings. The implementing agencies for these projects are
now requesting that the Commission reduce the currently allocated Locally Administered
Aeronautics Projects at Public-Use Airports.

The proposed changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold in accordance with the attached
revised vote boxes.

Be it Resolved, that the CAAP funds currently allocated for each project are hereby amended by its
award cost savings, in accordance with the attached revised vote boxes.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”



CTC Financial Vote List May 18-19, 2016
2.7 Aeronautic Financial Matters

Project # Budget Year
Allocation Amount Location ltem #
Recipient Project Description Fund Type Amount by
County Project Number Program Code Fund Type
2.7c.(1) Financial Allocation Amendment: Aeronautics Program Resolution FDOA-2015-08
Amending Resolution FDOA-2010-05
1
$97.660 Brackett Field Airport 2010-11
$90,952 ALUCP - Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan Update 602-0041 $97.000
Los Angeles County ~ LA-25-10-1 10.10.020.200 $90,000

Regional Planning ) .
Amend Resolution FDOA-2010-05 to de-allocate $7,000 to reflect project

% savings at completion.
2.7c.(2) Financial Allocation Amendment: Aeronautics Program Resolution FDOA-2015-09
Amending Resolution FDOA-2014-09
2
$68,000 Montague/Yreka Field 2014-15
$37,790 Install Precision Approach Path Indicator on Runway 14 602-0041 $68,000
City of Montague ~ SIS-2-14-1 10.10.020.200 $37,790
Siskiyou

Amend Resolution FDOA-2014-09 to de-allocate $30,210 to reflect project
savings at award.

Page 1 of 1



State of California
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

California State Transportation Agency

Tab 46

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISION
Reference No.: 2.9
Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Steven Keck, Chief
Chief Financial Officer Division of Budgets
subject: TECHNICAL CORRECTIONS TO PREVIOUSLY APPROVED RESOLUTIONS

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the following technical corrections to Resolutions
TIRCP-1516-02, TIRCP-1516-03 and TIRCP-1516-06 as follows:

. . Originall Proposed
Project Resolution Apsrove(); TechnicalpCOrrection
Revise the Budgetary information|
Regional Transit Interconnectivity From:
& Environmental Sustainability 2015-16
Purchase 13 60-foot battery electric 302-0042R
articulate buses and 16 45-battery TIRCP-1516-02 | October 21-22, 2015 SHA
electric busses for bus rapid transit To:
route and two long-distance 2015-16
commuter routes. 301-0046R
PTA
Revise the Budgetary information
From:
MFTA Light Rail Vehicle Fl 2015-16
lSExpansion.g il Vehicle Hleet 302-0042R
. . . TIRCP-1516-03 |December 9-10, 2015 SHA
Pur'chase 8 zero emission light rail To:
vehicles for fleet expansion. 2015-16
301-0046R
PTA
Purchase Nine Fuel Efficient, Tier Revise the Budgetary information|
IV EMD Locomotives From:
Purchase nine locomotives that 2015-16
contribute to the purchase of 20 302-0042R
locomotives that complete TIRCP-1516-06 | March 16-17, 2016 SHA
Metrolink’s locomotive replacement To:
program and expand service with 2015-16
three locomotives. 301};(%%6R

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability”
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION May 18-19, 2016
Page 2 of 2

ISSUE:

The Commission approved the following Resolutions TIRCP 1516-02, TIRCP-1516-03 and
TIRCP-1516-06, at previous meetings, with language in each vote box stating the allocation was
contingent upon approval of a Budget Revision by the California Department of Finance (Finance).
Finance has approved the Budget Revision, however, it was not approved for Budget Item of
302-0042R from the State Highway Account (SHA), but rather for Budget Item 301-0046R from
the Public Transportation Account (PTA). Therefore a technical correction is needed for the three
projects listed above to correct funding from the PTA fund and not the SHA fund.

The required changes are reflected in bold for each of the vote boxes on the following attachments.

There are no changes to Book Item Memorandums.

Attachments

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system
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CTC Financial Vote List

October 21-22, 2015

2.6 Mass Transportation Financial Matters

(TECHNICALLY CORRECTED 5/18/2016)

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm'd Amount Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #
RTPA/CTC Location Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code  Fund Type
2.69. Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program Project Resolution TIRCP-1516-02
1 Regional Transit Interconnectivity & Environmental 07-CP005 2015-16
$24,403,000 Sustainability . Purchase 13 60-foot battery electric GGRF/15-16 301-0046R $24,403,000
articulated buses and 16 45-foot battery electric buses CONST PTA
Antelope Valley for bus rapid transit route and two long-distance $24,403,000 30.10.070.000
Transportation commuter routes. 0016000048
Authority (AVTA) S
LACMTA (CEQA - NOE, 9/16/2015.) T343GA

07-Los Angeles

A technical correction was approved at the May
2016 meeting to revise the Budget Item and Fund
Type for this project from "302-0042R/SHA" to
"301-0046R/PTA".

Outcome/Output: Will result in increased ridership and
reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

CONTINGENT UPON APPROVAL OF THE
EXECUTED AGREEMENT WITH CALIFORNIA
STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY.

Page 1



CTC Financial Vote List

December 9-10, 2015

2.6 Mass Transportation Financial Matters

(TECHNICALLY CORRECTED 5/18/2016)

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm'd Amount Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #
RTPA/CTC Location Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code  Fund Type
2.69. Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program Project Resolution TIRCP-1516-03
1 SFMTA Light Rail Vehicle Fleet Expansion. 04-CP006 2015-16
$41,181,000 Purchase 8 zero emission light rail vehicles for fleet TIRCP/2015-16 301-0046R $41,181,000
expansion. CONST PTA
San Francisco $41,181,000 30.10.070.000
Municipal (CEQA - SE, 9/25/2015.) 0016000121
Transportation Agency S
MIC R344GA

04-San Francisco

A technical correction was approved at the May
2016 meeting to revise the Budget Item and Fund
Type for this project from "302-0042R/SHA" to

"301-0046R/PTA".

OQutcome/Output: Increase ridership, reduce

greenhouse gas emissions and integration with local,
regional and state transit systems.

ALLOCATION IS CONTINGENT UPON APPROVAL
OF A BUDGET REVISION BY THE DEPARTMENT

OF FINANCE.

Page 1



CTC Financial Vote List

March 16-17, 2016

2.6 Mass Transportation Financial Matters

(TECHNICALLY CORRECTED 5/18/2016)

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm'd Amount Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #
RTPA/CTC Location Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code  Fund Type
2.69.(2) Allocation Amendment - Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program Project . Resolutl(?n ULlSlE o,
Amending Resolution TIRCP-1516-01
1 Purchase Nine Fuel Efficient, Tier [V EMD 07-CP002 2015-16
$41,181,000 Locomotives. Reptace-severand-ptrchase-twe TIRCP/ 301-0046R $41,181,000
addittonatocomotives-to-inerease-service-on-the CONST PTA
Southern California Antetope-valtey-and-Yentaratime—Purchase nine $41,181,000 30.10.070.000
Regional Rail Authority ~ locomotives that contribute to the purchase of 20 0016000009
LACMTA locomotives that complete Metrolink's locomotive S
07-Los Angeles replacement program and expand service with three R341GA

locomotives.
(CEQA - CE, 15260.)

A technical correction was approved at the May
2016 Meeting to revise the Budget Item and Fund
Type for this project from "302-0042R/SHA" to
"301-0046R/PTA".

March 2016-The California State Transportation
Agency concurs with this revision to the project
description. There is no change to the overall
allocation.

(Change to Program Code made via the Change List
for the August 2015 CTC Meeting.)

Outcome/Output: Increase ridership and reduces GHG
emissions, in addition to benefiting disadvantaged
communities throughout the service area.

CONTINGENT ON APPROVED EXECUTIVE
AGREEMENT WITH CALIFORNIA STATE
TRANSPORTATION AGENCY.

Page 1
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INNOVATIONS IN TRANSPORTATION

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED PRIOR TO THE MAY 18-19, 2016 CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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Memorandum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  May 18-19, 2016
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 4.6
Information Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Katie Benouar, Chief

Chief Financial Officer Division of
Transportation Planning

subject: CALIFORNIA METROPOLITAN PLANNING ORGANIZATION REGIONAL
TRANSPORTATION PLAN REVIEW REPORT DECEMBER 2015

SUMMARY::

The 2015 Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPQO) Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) Review
Report (Report) is to comply with California Government Code Section 14032(a) to review,
evaluate, and report on the content of long range Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) prepared by
Regional Transportation Agencies. This review consists of MPOs’ first round of RTPs (as of
December 2015) which incorporate a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) element to reduce
Green House Gases (GHGSs) for cars and light trucks in their regions. Reports generated are used to
assist with updates of the California RTP Guidelines. The RTP Guidelines are intended to set forth
a uniform statewide transportation planning framework which promotes an integrated, multi-modal,
and cooperative planning process. The RTP Guidelines are developed by the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) through a stakeholder driven public process in
cooperation with the California Department of Transportation (Department), the 18 MPOs, and the
26 Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAS) located throughout the State who prepare
RTPs.

The goals are:

e To inform the Commission as to the current status of the recently adopted RTPs since the
passing of Senate Bill (SB) 375.

e To present and discuss the content of recently adopted RTPs regarding: SCS, the Public
participation process, Tribal Government consultation, performance measures, financial
elements and transportation expenditures, with the ultimate goal of identifying areas for
improvement in the next iteration of the, RTP Guidelines.

This Report does not represent an evaluation of the RTPs, but rather outlines general observations
and recommendations regarding RTP content over five focus areas. The purpose of this effort is to
identify changes or additions to improve and clarify the next update of the RTP Guidelines. The
Report is intended to serve as a resource for the Commission to inform the update of the 2010
California RTP Guidelines and RTP Checklist. Once updated and adopted by the Commission, the
RTP Guidelines and Checklist will be used by MPOs and RTPAs during the development of their
next round of RTPs.

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated, and efficient transportation system
to enhance California’s economy and livability.”
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BACKGROUND:

The targeted review yielded several general observations regarding RTPs and the post-SB 375 long
range planning process.

The SB 375 planning process integrates land use, transportation and housing policy, and has resulted
in numerous improvements in the way that regions and local governments plan for the future. The
MPOs have collaborated closely with local governments in their regions to develop forecasts of
future growth and development, and to formulate a set of strategies by which land use policies can
be better integrated with the transportation system.

The regional transportation planning process has become more transparent and inclusive, resulting in
the public and stakeholders being much more engaged in the process.

A statewide comparison of pre and post SB 375 MPO investments described in the RTPs was
attempted. However, considerable differences between the magnitude and nature of investments
between MPOs and a wide variety of designations or categories for funding streams did not allow for
one-to-one comparisons.

MPOs with federally-recognized Tribal Governments in their regions included general information
within the RTP about the Tribal Governments in their regions. There are many resources available
for MPOs that would like additional assistance in this area.

Considerable effort has gone into the development of SCS Performance Measures for MPOs as
reflected in the RTPs that were reviewed. The concept of performance measurement is continually
evolving and collaboration is underway on performance measures for both the statewide and
metropolitan planning processes as the federal Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21 Century
(MAP-21) rulemaking process continues, and the 2015 Fixing America’s Surface Transportation
(FAST) Act is implemented.

Attachment
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Purpose and Summary

The purpose of the 2015 Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) Regional Transportation
Plan (RTP) Review Report (Report) is to comply with California Government Code

Section 14032(a) to review, evaluate, and report on the content of long range Regional
Transportation Plans (RTPs) prepared by regional transportation agencies. This review consists
of MPOs’ first round of RTPs (as of December 2015) which incorporate a Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SCS) element to reduce Green House Gases (GHG) for all cars and light
trucks in their regions. Reports generated are used to assist with updates of the California RTP
Guidelines. The RTP Guidelines are intended to set forth a uniform statewide transportation
planning framework which promotes an integrated, multi-modal, and cooperative planning
process. The Guidelines are developed by the California Transportation Commission (CTC)
through a stakeholder driven public process in cooperation with the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), the 18 MPOs, and the 26 Regional Transportation Planning Agencies
(RTPAs) located throughout the State who prepare RTPs.

The RTP Guidelines were last updated in 2010, due to the passing of Senate Bill 375 (SB 375)
(Steinberg 2008) entitled: “The Sustainable Communities and Climate Protection Act of 2008.”
SB 375 served as landmark legislation establishing the linkage of land use and transportation in
long range regional plans to achieve greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reductions. Pursuant to
SB 375, MPOs are now required to develop a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) element
within their RTPs. The SCS element must demonstrate how the RTP meets the regional GHG
emission reduction targets for cars and light trucks established for all MPOs by the California
Air Resources Board (ARB) as mandated by SB 375. The 2010 RTP Guidelines outlined SCS
requirements and best practices information for MPOs to use in demonstrating how they meet the
GHG emissions reduction targets established for them by ARB for the years 2020 through 2035.

This Report does not represent an evaluation of the plans, but rather outlines general
observations and recommendations regarding RTP content over five focus areas. The purpose of
this effort is to identify changes or additions to improve and clarify the next update of the RTP
Guidelines. The Report is intended to serve as a resource for the CTC to inform the next update
of the 2010 California RTP Guidelines and RTP Checklist. Once updated and adopted by the
CTC, the Guidelines and Checklist will then be used by MPOs, and RTPAs during the
development of their next round of RTPs.

Due to the substantive changes to the metropolitan transportation planning process resulting from
SB 375, this Report focuses on review of MPO RTPs. A review of plans prepared by rural
RTPAs was not undertaken as part of this Report. It is important to note, however; that
improving the RTP Guidelines in areas such as public participation, Tribal consultation, and
performance measurement is helpful to both MPOs and RTPAs; therefore, this effort should
benefit both types of agencies. In the event there are significant changes to the non-metropolitan
planning process in the future, a review report addressing RTPA RTPs may be conducted if
needed.
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Overview of Focus Areas

Given the complexity of RTPs, five specific focus areas were identified by the CTC and Caltrans
to be reviewed in this Report. These focus areas were chosen based on the fact that they address
core federal and State planning requirements promoting transparency in the regional
transportation planning process. The five focus areas that were targeted for review in this Report
include:

1. Sustainable Communities Strategy
The SCS within the RTP integrates transportation, land use, and housing in the planning
process which is vital to reducing GHG emissions from cars and light trucks. MPOs
work with local land use authorities and other appropriate entities to address regional
land uses, regional housing needs, regional resource areas, farmland, and regional
transportation needs in the RTP (RTP Guidelines, Chapter 6).

2. Public Participation Process
Consultation and coordination are part of the collaborative process in transportation
planning. Public participation and consultation during the development of the RTP is an
essential element of the overall planning process. Public participation, public outreach,
public awareness and public input are all part of this process (RTP Guidelines, page 61).

3. Tribal Government Consultation
Tribal Government Consultation includes conducting meetings with representatives of
the federally recognized Tribal Governments during the preparation of the RTP, prior to
taking action, and ensuring consideration of input from the tribes (RTP Guidelines,
page 96).

4. Financial Element and Transportation Expenditures
Federal statute and regulations, and state statute require RTPs to contain an estimate of
funds available for the 20 year planning horizon. The financial element of the RTP
identifies the current and anticipated revenue sources and financing techniques available
to fund the planned transportation investments described in the plan (RTP Guidelines,
page 96).

5. Performance Measures
Transportation performance measures consist of objective and measurable criteria that are
used to evaluate the performance and effectiveness of the transportation system,
government policies, plans, and programs. Performance measures use statistical evidence
to determine progress toward specific and defined objectives. Performance measures
help set goals and outcomes, detect and correct problems, and document
accomplishments (RTP Guidelines, Page 117).
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Overview of Methodology

To identify improvements for the next update of the RTP Guidelines, Caltrans staff conducted a
targeted review of available statewide RTP guidance and MPO RTPs including the following

documents:
e The 2010 RTP Guidelines and checklist.
e Sections of each MPO’s final RTP-SCS pertaining to the five focus areas.
e MPO responses to requirements outlined in the RTP Checklist.
e Glossaries of terms and related acronyms in each RTP-SCS, technical appendices, and

Public Participation Plans.

The review was conducted to achieve the following objectives:

To inform the CTC as to the current status of the recently adopted RTPs since the passing
of SB 375.

To present and discuss the content of recently adopted RTPs regarding: SCS, the public
participation process, Tribal Government consultation, performance measures, financial
elements and transportation expenditures, with the ultimate goal of identifying areas for
improvement in the next iteration of the Guidelines.

The review focused on answering the following questions:

How do each of the MPO RTP-SCSs describe and document the: (1) SCS, (2) public
participation process, (3) Tribal Government consultation process, (4) financial element
and transportation expenditures, and (5) performance measurement? Is this information
provided in an accessible and understandable manner?

Do the RTP Guidelines adequately address federal and State planning requirements and
provide sufficient guidance for the areas of SCS, public participation, Tribal Government
consultation, financial element and transportation expenditures, and performance
measures. How could these areas be improved in the RTP Guidelines?

All information gathered during the review was documented in a series of matrices which are
available in Appendices P, Q, R and S. A more detailed description of each focus area review
methodology and results is available in Chapters 2—7.
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Summary of Results and Recommendations
General Observations

The targeted review yielded the following general observations regarding RTPs and the
post-SB 375 long range planning process:

e The SB 375 planning process integrates land use, transportation and housing policy, and
has resulted in numerous improvements in the way that regions and local governments
plan for the future. The MPOs have collaborated closely with local governments in their
regions to develop forecasts of future growth and development, and to formulate a set of
strategies by which land use policies can be better integrated with the transportation
system.

e The regional transportation planning process has become more transparent and inclusive,
resulting in the public and stakeholders being much more engaged in the process.

e A statewide comparison of pre and post SB 375 MPO investments described in the RTPs
was attempted. However, considerable differences between the magnitude and nature of
investments between MPOs and a wide variety of designations or categories for funding
streams did not allow for one-to-one comparisons.

e MPOs with federally-recognized Tribal Governments in their regions included general
information within the RTP about the Tribal Governments in their regions. There are
many resources available for MPOs that would like additional assistance in this area.

e Considerable effort has gone into the development of SCS Performance Measures for
MPOs as reflected in the RTPs that were reviewed. The concept of performance
measurement is continually evolving, however; and collaboration is underway on
Performance Measures for both the statewide and metropolitan planning processes as the
federal Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21% Century (MAP-21) rulemaking process
continues, and the 2015 Fixing America’s Surface Transportation (FAST) Act is
implemented.

Specific Recommendations for the next RTP Guidelines

In addition to the general observations outlined above, review of the RTPs and current guidelines
yielded the following 14 recommendations for improvements and considerations during the next
RTP Guidelines update (detailed information regarding review results for each focus area is
available in Chapters 2-8.):

Recommendation #1: To comply with Assembly Bill 441 (AB 441) (Monning, 2012), the next
update of the RTP Guidelines shall include an attachment (pursuant to California Government
Code §14522.3) of the policies, practices, or projects that have been employed by MPOs that
promote health and health equity.

Recommendation #2: The CTC and Caltrans will need to ensure the next update of the RTP
Guidelines addresses any recent federal RTP requirements promulgated since the last update of
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the RTP Guidelines in 2010. The guidelines should also include relevant federal requirements
when the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) releases the Final Rules regarding
performance measures, as well as any other new planning-related requirements pursuant to the
FAST Act and any other federal or State statutory requirements enacted as the guidelines are
developed.

Recommendation #3: The CTC should consider developing two separate guidelines, one for
MPOs and one for RTPAs. The increased complexity of federal and state requirements for MPOs
has created a wider gap between MPO requirements and RTPA requirements.

Recommendation #4: For the MPOs, the CTC should consider changing from a “checklist
approach” with “yes/no” responses to a standardized questionnaire organized pursuant to federal
and State requirements. The MPO responses would be short narrative summaries that identify
how the RTP-SCS addressed the requirements. After the RTPA Review Report is completed, the
CTC can determine whether or not to change from a checklist to a questionnaire format for the
RTPAs. The standardized questionnaire or checklist should cite the exact federal and state
requirements at the end of each question, correct any erroneous statutory citations, and add
relevant statutes that are missing. Each checklist item needs the corresponding statutory
requirement identified.

Recommendation #5: Expand the RTP checklist to identify the specific federal RTP
requirements suggested in Appendix G.

Recommendation #6: Expand the RTP checklist to identify the specific state RTP requirements
suggested in Appendix H.

Recommendation #7: As the state of practice for developing SCSs has evolved, the CTC should
include more SCS element-focused Best Practices in the RTP Guidelines. The CTC should
request MPO and stakeholder submittal of Best Practices examples for successful SCS elements
as used in their latest RTPs. This recommendation will not be used to establish a baseline for
SCS development.

Recommendation #8: As a best practice, the RTP Guidelines could recommend that MPOs add
the terms in Appendix T: Suggested Terms to Include in RTP-SCS Glossary, and their
definitions to RTP-SCS glossaries to facilitate better public understanding of scenario planning,
forecasting, modeling and performance measures concepts.

Recommendation #9: During the development of the next RTP Guidelines update, the CTC and
Caltrans should continue to use a facilitated process similar to what was done in the development
of the 2010 RTP Guidelines; allowing for the viewpoints of multiple stakeholders during the
development of the 2010 RTP Guidelines. There are now numerous stakeholders interested in
active participation in the development of the next RTP Guidelines. The CTC and Caltrans
should schedule multiple workshops, track and document all comments, and develop a
transparent process demonstrating that the CTC considered inclusion of all stakeholder
comments.
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Recommendation #10: The CTC should expand guidance in the RTP Guidelines to assist MPOs
in achieving compliance with the federal requirements as they consult and engage with the Tribal
Governments in the development and implementation of the public participation plan.

Recommendation #11: The CTC should continue collaboration with MPOs, RTPAs, State
agencies, and Tribal Governments to complete the development of a core set of standardized
performance measures and indicators that align with federal and state requirements.

Recommendation #12: The CTC should also provide guidance on how current State
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Guidelines can affect RTPs, and how the new
requirements or processes could impact how RTPs are developed and implemented.

Recommendation # 13: Align the RTP Guidelines to reflect changes to the environmental
review process and traffic impact analysis methodology resulting from SB 743 and the shift from
Level of Service measurement to Vehicle Miles Traveled. It should be noted; however, that

SB 743 California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) guidance is not final at this time and
implementation issues still need to be evaluated. Only final SB 743 CEQA guidance will be
reflected in the RTP Guidelines.

Recommendation #14: As technological advances in transportation evolve (i.e. shared mobility,
autonomous and connected vehicles etc.), the next RTP Guidelines development process should
include a discussion of the challenges associated with long range planning to address new
infrastructure considerations and needs in this emerging policy area.
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Chapter 1—-MPOs and RTPs: Then and Now

For over 40 years, federal laws, State statute, and regulations have required that MPOs in
California prepare RTPs. An RTP is a long-range planning document (covering a minimum of
20 years) created through extensive public and stakeholder input, along with the cooperation of
FHWA, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA), Caltrans, the California ARB and the
California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD).

The purpose of the RTP is to:

e Establish regional goals

Identify present and future transportation needs, deficiencies, and constraints

Analyze potential solutions

Estimate available transportation funding

Propose investments

Through the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS)identify a forecasted development
pattern, integrated with the transportation network and policies, which will reduce
regional GHG emissions for cars and light trucks

Per the 2010 California Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines, an RTP is defined as:

“...a Federal and State mandated planning document prepared by MPOs and RTPAs. The plan
describes existing and projected transportation needs, conditions and financing affecting all
modes within a 20-year horizon”.

The FHWA defines a Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) as:

“A document resulting from regional or statewide collaboration and consensus on a region or
state’s transportation system, and serving as the defining vision for the region’s or state’s
transportation systems and services. In metropolitan areas, the plan indicates all of the
transportation improvements scheduled for funding over the next 20 years.”

For some urbanized areas, it may also be referred to as a Metropolitan Transportation Plan
(MTP).

Regional planning in California involves unique aspects different from other states. California
has 58 counties, each of which has its own local transportation agency or transportation
commission. California has some of the largest MPOs in the country (18) in terms of both
population and land base. Pursuant to Government Code Section 29532 et seq., 26 RTPAs also
exist and prepare RTPs. A total of 21 of the RTPAs represent rural areas and counties and 5
RTPAs are located wi