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Memorandum
To:  Chair and Commissioners Date:  August 8, 2008
F Barna Ir. File No: Reference # 4.4a/b
Executive Director Action

Ref: HIGHWAY-RAILROAD CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT PROGRAM ADOPTION
RESOLUTION GS1B-P-0809-01

Recommendation:

Staff recommends the California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt the Proposition 1B
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program, in accordance with the attached
Resolution GS1B-P-0809-01 and HRCSA staff recommendations, issued August 8, 2008.

Issue:

Under the Commission’s guidelines for the HRCSA program, adopted on April 9, 2008, applications
were due June 16, 2008, staff recommendations were scheduled for August 8, 2008, and program
adoption was scheduled for August 28, 2008.

Background:
On November 7, 2006, the voters approved Proposition 1B. Per its implementing legislation (SB 88),

the Commission is the administrative agency for $250 million authorized for the HRCSA for two sub-
programs: Part 1 provides $150 million for highway-railroad grade separations derived from the
California Public Utilities Commission’s Section 190 grade separation priority list. Part 2 provides
$100 million for non-Section 190 high-priority grade crossing improvements. Projects to be funded
under Part 2 may be, but need not be, on the PUC priority list.

The principal differences between the two parts of HRCSA are:

e Match. Projects funded from Part 1 require at least a one-to-one match of local, federal or private
funds. Part 1 also requires a 10 percent contribution from the railroad. Projects funded from Part 2
do not require any specific match or railroad contribution. However, the Commission’s guidelines
give higher priority for funding from Part 2 to projects with a non-state match.

e Program Year. Because the PUC priority list adopted July 1, 2008 is valid only for the 2008-09
and 2009-10 fiscal years, the Commission’s guidelines called for programming Part 1 funding only
for projects that are expected to be ready for a project construction allocation by June 2010.

The Commission’s guidelines give higher priority for funding to Part 2 projects with earlier
delivery.

Attachment 1 — Staff Recommendations
Attachment 2 — Resolution GS1B-P-0809-01
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Adoption of Proposition 1B
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program

RESOLUTION GS1B-P-0809-01

WHEREAS the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond
Act of 2006 was approved by voters as Proposition 1B on November 7, 2006, includes
$250 million for the Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program to
fund the completion of high-priority grade separation and railroad crossing safety
improvements, and

WHEREAS the Bond Act provides that HRCSA funds are available, upon appropriation
by the Legislature, to the Department of Transportation (Department), as allocated by the
California Transportation Commission (Commission), and

WHEREAS the HRCSA program is subject to the provisions of Government Code
Section 8879.23(j) (1) and (2), as added by Proposition 1B, and to Section 8879.63, as
enacted through implementing legislation in 2007 (SB 88) designating the Commission
the administrative agency responsible for programming HRCSA and the agency
authorized to adopt guidelines for the program, and

WHEREAS the HRCSA program includes $150 million under Government Code Section
8879.23(j)(1), described in the Commission’s guidelines as Part 1, for projects on the
priority list established by the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) pursuant to the process
established in Chapter 10 (commencing with Section 2450) of Division 3 of the Streets
and Highways Code, and

WHEREAS the HRCSA program includes $100 million under Government Code Section
8879.23(j)(2), described in the Commission’s guidelines as Part 2, for high-priority
railroad crossing improvements that are not part of the PUC priority list process, and

WHEREAS the Commission adopted HRCSA Program Guidelines on April 9, 2008, that
identified the Commission’s policy and expectations for the HRCSA program, including
program development timelines, requirements for project nomination, and criteria for
project evaluation and scoring, and

WHEREAS the Commission received 49 project applications requesting $794,241,000 in
HRCSA funds by the deadline of June 16, 2008, and

WHEREAS Commission staff has reviewed and evaluated the project nominations
consistent with the criteria set forth in the adopted HRCSA guidelines, and
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WHEREAS the Commission held a public hearing on July 24, 2008, receiving comments
and testimony on nominated projects, and

WHEREAS the Commission gave higher priority to projects that can commence
construction by December 2010, and those that have a higher level of non-state funding
contribution, and

WHEREAS Commission staff released its recommendation on August 8, 2008, to
program $239,817,000 for 22 projects, and

WHEREAS the Commission received further public comment and testimony at its
August 27, 2008 meeting, and directed staff to make adjustments to the recommended
program,

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission adopts the attached list of
projects as the Adopted Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program,
and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a project’s approved HRCSA funding is to be
considered a “not to exceed amount” and that any increase in project cost is the
responsibility of the nominating agency, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission, in anticipation that a new PUC
priority list is to be adopted July 1, 2010, will review the programming and delivery
status of all HRCSA projects in the Spring 2010, and may adopt amendments to the
program to recognize changes in project delivery, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission will amend the HRCSA program to
delete projects unable to commence construction by December 2010, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission requires the nominating agency to
provide a local board action or resolution that commits the funding identified in the
project baseline agreement and funding plan, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission expects the Department and
nominating agencies to execute project baseline agreements that set forth the project
scope, measurable expected performance benefits, delivery schedule, and estimated costs
and funding plan. The baseline agreements shall be signed by the Director of the
Department of Transportation and nominating agency executive directors, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission requires that baseline agreements
include quantification of expected benefits related to the effectiveness of the proposed
project and the degree in which the project reduces corridor or air basin emissions, and
that these benefits be updated at the time the HRCSA allocation is requested, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission expects the nominating agency to
provide a local board resolution that commits the funding identified in the project
baseline agreement and funding plan, and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission may delete a project from the
adopted HRCSA program for which a baseline agreement is not executed within 90 days
of program adoption, and the Commission will not consider approval of project
allocations prior to the execution of the baseline agreement, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission expects the Department will ensure
that allocation requests for either Part 1 or Part 2 HRCSA funding conform with and
contain certain elements required in a Section 190 allocation request including a PUC
order to construct, railroad agreement, certification of environmental clearance, General
plan of the project, including profiles and typical sections, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission expects that the Department, in
cooperation with nominating agencies, to report on a quarterly basis, on the activities and
progress made toward the implementation of the project, including those activities taking
place prior to an HRCSA allocation and including the commitment status of supplemental
funding indentified in the baseline agreement, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Department will furnish a final delivery report to
the Commission, within six months of the project becoming operable, on the scope of the
completed project, its final costs as compared to the approved project budget, its duration
as compared to the project schedule in the project baseline agreement, and performance
outcomes derived from the project as compared to those described in the project baseline
agreement. The Department will also furnish a supplement to the final delivery report at
the completion of the project to reflect final project expenditures at the conclusion of all
project activities, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Department will ensure that project expenditures
and outcomes are audited. For each HRCSA project, the Commission expects the
Department to provide a semi-final audit report within 6 months after the final delivery
report and a final audit report within 12 months after the supplement to the final delivery
report.

Attachment



Adopted Program of Projects

for the Proposition 1B

Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program

(Dollars in Thousends)

HRCSA
: ! : PUC Enviro. Const. |Total Projectf HRCSA .

ID County Nominated By Project Title Bank| Clésrance Start Cost Request Fundmg'

Recomm'd
Recommended Program for Part 1 - Construction Start by December 2010 and PUC Ranked
8{Kern County of Kern BNSF Grade Separation at 7th Standard Rd/Santa Fe Wa 89| May-06 Apr-09 | $§ 28853 | % 9,926 | $ 9,926
44|San Mateo PCJPB San Mateo Bridges Grade Separation 58] Jun-04 Apr-09 | $§ 46521 1% 5,000 | $ 5,000
12[Los Angeles  [City of Los Angeles |North Spring Street Grade Separation Reconstruction 43| Dec-05 Jul-09 | $§ 48,764 ] % 50011|$% 5,001
11|Los Angeles |City of Los Angeles |Riverside Drive Grade Separation Replacement 66| Dec-05 Jul-09 | $§ 54465 % 5000/$ 5,000
14|Los Angeles  |ACE Nogales Street Grade Separation 10{ Jan-09 Dec-09|$ 84000|% 25600|$% 25600
39|San Francisco |PCJPB Jerrold Avenue & Quint Street Bridges Grade Separation 81| Sep-08 Dec-09 | $ 416611$ 10,0001 $ 10,000
18|Merced City of Merced G Street Undercrossing 74| Jun-08 | Mar-10]$ 18000 |$% 900018 9,000
1]Alameda City of Fremont Warren Avenue Grade Separation 97 Jul-02 Apr-10 | $ 51218 | $ 9,600 | $ 9,600
9|Kern County of Kern Hageman Road/BNSF Railroad Grade Separation 69 Aug-08 Jun-10 | $ 35300($% 17650]|% 17,650
47| Tulare City of Tulare Bardsley Avenue Grade Separation 83| Dec-08 Jun-10 | $§ 14,486 | $ 7,156 | $ 7,156
45|San Mateo PCJPB San Bruno Grade Separation 8| Dec-08 Jul-10 |'$ 165000 (% 30,000($ 30,000
43|San Joaquin |City of Stockton Lower Sacramento Road at UPRR Grade Separation 63| Jul-07 Jul-10 [ $ 34000]% 10,0001 $ 10,000
$ 622268 [$ 143933 |$ 143,933
Recommended Program for Part 2 - Construction Start by December 2010 with 50% or more Non-State Funding

33|San Diego City of San Diego Park Boulevard at Harbor Drive/Pedestrian Bridge Jun-06 Jun-08 [ $ 29400 (% 8400 | $ 6,000
13[Los Angeles  |SCRRA Broadway-Brazil Street Grade Crossing Improvements May-06 Sep-09 | $ 6,500 | $ 3,000 | $ 3,000
29|Sacramento __|City of Sacramento _|6th Street Overcrossing & 7th Street Undercrossing Dec-07 [Nov-09[$ 35814|% 17968 % 17,968
2|Alameda City of Fremont Kato Road Grade Separation 118] Apr-09 Apr-10 | $ 40,239 | § 10,0001 $ 10,000
48|Tulare City of Tulare Cartmill Avenue Grade Separation 109| Dec-08 Jun-10 [ $ 22760|% 11,293 |$ 11,293
46| Tulare County of Tulare Betty Drive Grade Separation May-09 Jun-10 [ $§ 27683 |$ 12175|$% 12,175
40]|San Joagquin  [Port of Stockton Port of Stockton Expressway 116] Nov-09 Jun-10 | $ 31,700 |$ 10,448 ($ 10,448
41]San Joaquin  |City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (East) Grade Separation 100]  Jul-07 Ju-10 | $ 31000 |$ 8,500 | $ 8,500
42|San Joaquin  [City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (West) Grade Separation 106 Jul-07 Jul-10 |1 $ 25000 | $ 8500 | $ 8,500
20|Orange City of Irvine Sand Canyon Grade Separation 35| Sep-08 Aug-10 | § 56604 [$ 15515 ] $ 8,000
$ 306,700 ($ 105799 ($ 95,884
Bond Admin Fees| $ 5,000
Total Program| $ 244,817

California Transportation Commission
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HRCSA - STAFF RECOMMENDATIONS

California Transportation Commission
August 8, 2008

This document represents the recommendations of the California Transportation Commission
(Commission) staff for the Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program.

The HRCSA Program Guidelines include an implementation schedule that calls for the issuance of
staff recommendations by August 8, 2008. The Commission will receive comments on these
recommendations and adopt the initial HRCSA program of projects its August 27-28, 2008 meeting.

Proposition 1B authorized $250 million for the HRCSA in two parts:

(1) Part 1. $150 million for highway-railroad grade separations derived from the California Public

Utilities Commission’s Section 190 grade separation priority list.

(2) Part2. $100 million for non-Section 190 high-priority grade crossing improvements. Projects to

be funded under Part 2 may be, but need not be, on the PUC priority list.

The principal differences between the two parts of HRCSA are:

Match. Projects funded from Part 1 require at least a one-to-one match of local, federal or
private funds. Part 1 also requires a 10 percent contribution from the railroad. Projects funded
from Part2 do not require any specific match or railroad contribution. However, the
Commission’s guidelines give higher priority for funding from Part 2 to projects with a non-state
match.

Program Year. Because the PUC priority list adopted July 1, 2008 will be valid only for the
2008-09 and 2009-10 fiscal years, the Commission’s guidelines called for programming Part 1
funding only for projects that are expected to be ready for a project construction allocation by
June 2010.

For Part 2, the Commission’s guidelines give higher priority for funding to projects with earlier
delivery.

A total of 49 project applications were received by the June 16, 2008 deadline requesting a total of
$794,241,000 in funding from the HRCSA.

Of the 49 submittals, one application was screened out as it was not an eligible capital project.

Of the remaining 48 project applications, staff recommends that 12 projects be funded from Part 1.
Each of these projects is on the PUC priority list; is scheduled for construction by July 2010; is
providing at least a one-to-one match of local, federal or private funds and includes the appropriate
railroad contribution.

Staff also recommends that another 10 projects be funded from Part 2. Each of these projects is

scheduled for construction by December 2010 and is providing at least a one-to-one match of local

2

federal or private funds for the project.

The remaining projects are not recommended for funding in this initial program of projects.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION



Staff Recommendations for the

Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program

(Dollars in Thousands)

HRCSA
: 5 PUC Enviro. Const. | Total Project| HRCSA f
D County Nominated By Project Title Rank | Clearanco Start Cost Reghest Fundmg‘
Recomm’d
Recommended Program for Part 1 . Constriiction Start by December 2010 and PUG Ranked
8|Kem County of Kern BNSF Grade Separation at 7th Standard Rd/Santa Fe Way 89| May-06 | Apr-09 28,853 9926 | ¢ 9,926
44)|San Mateo PCJPB San Mateo Bridges Grade Separation 58| Jun-04 Apr-09 46,521 5,000 5,000
12]Los Angeles _ [City of Los Angeles [North Spring Street Grade Separation Reconstruction 43| Dec-05 Jul-09 48,764 5,001 5,00
11|Los Angeles City of Los Angeles _|Riverside Drive Grade Separation Replacement 66| Dec-05 Jul-09 54,465 5,000 5,00
14|Los Angeles  |ACE Nogales Street Grade Separation 10| _Jan-09 Dec-09 84,000 25,600 25,60
39|San Francisco |PCJPB Jerrold Avenue & Quint Street Bridges Grade Separation 81| Sep-08 Dec-09 41,661 10,000 10,000
18|Merced City of Merced G Street Undercrossing 74| Jun-08 Mar-10 18,000 9,000 9,000
1]Alameda City of Fremont Warren Avenue Grade Separation 97 Jul-02 Apr-10 51,218 9,600 9,600
9|Kern County of Kern Hageman Road/BNSF Railroad Grade Separation 69| Aug-08 Jun-10 35,300 17,650 17,650
47|Tulare City of Tulare Bardsley Avenue Grade Separation 83| Dec-08 Jun-10 14,486 7,156 7,156
45|San Mateo PCJPB San Bruno Grade Separation 8| Dec-08 Jul-10 165,000 30,000 30,000
43[San Joaquin _[City of Stockton Lower Sacramento Road at UPRR Grade Separation 63|  Jul-07 Jul-10 34,000 10,000 10,000
622,268 143,933 143,933
Recommended Program for Part 2 - Construction Start by December 2010 with 50% or more Non-State Funding
33[San Diego City of San Diego Park Boulevard at Harbor Drive/Pedestrian Bridge Jun-06 Jun-08 29,400 8,400 6,000
13]Los Angeles SCRRA Broadway-Brazil Street Grade Crossing Improvements May-06 Sep-09 6,500 3,000 3,000
29|Sacramento _|City of Sacramento _[6th Street Overcrossing & 7th Street Undercrossing Dec-07 Nov-09 35,814 17,968 17,968
| 2|Alameda City of Fremont Kato Road Grade Separation 118  Apr-09 Apr-10 40,239 10,000 10,000
48|Tulare City of Tulare Cartmill Avenue Grade Separation 109] Dec-08 Jun-10 22,760 11,293 11,293
46|Tulare County of Tulare Betty Drive Grade Separation May-09 Jun-10 27,683 12,175 12,175
40{San Joaquin __ [Port of Stockton Port of Stockton Expressway 116/ Nov-09 Jun-10 31,700 10,448 10,448
41]San Joaquin __|City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (East) Grade Separation 100{  Jul-07 Jul-10 31,000 8,500 8,500
42|San Joaquin __ |City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (West) Grade Separation 106|  Jul-07 Jul-10 25,000 8,500 8,500
20|Orange City of Irvine Sand Canyon Grade Separation 35| Sep-08 Aug-10 56,604 1 5L5;5 8,000
306,700 105,799 95,884

Bond Admin Fees| §

5,000

Total Program| $ 244,817 |

Y R AR
; HRCSA
. £ PUC Enviro. Const, | Total Project| HRCSA
ID County Nominated By Project Title Funding
Rank | Clearance Start Cost Request Recormm'd
Not Recommended for Funding
34[San Diego City of Encinitas Encinitas Grade-Separated Pedestrian Crossings Oct-08 Mar-10 23,193 16,945 -
5|Contra Costa _|City of Richmond Marina Bay Grade Separation Jun-09 Sep-10 37,500 6,000 -
3|Alameda City of Hayward Tennyson Road at UPRR Grade Separation May-09 | Dec-10 13,683 5,000 -
10|Kern City of Bakersfield Route 58 (Rosedale)/Landco Grade Separation 86/ Dec-09 Sep-11 17,820 6,270 -
28|Riverside County of Riverside |Jurupa Road Railroad Grade Separation 27| Dec-09 Jan-12 108,400 25,000 -
26|Riverside City of Riverside ACE: Mary Street Grade Separation 59]  Aug-09 Jan-12 38,000 17,700 -
6|Contra Costa _[City of Richmond Cutting Boulevard Grade Separation Jul-10 Apr-12 25,500 6.000 -
35[San Diego SANDAG H Street at SD&AE Grade Separation 75  Jun-10 Oct-12 42,600 17,000 -
36/San Diego SANDAG E Street at SD&AE Grade Separation Jun-10 Oct-12 44,000 17,600 -
37|San Diego SANDAG Sorrento Valley Boulevard at SDNR Grade Separation 17  Mar-11 Jun-13 77,612 74,212 -
4|Alameda City of Berkeley Gilman Street Railroad Grade Separation Dec-10 Jul-13 21,000 10,000 -
38[San Diego SANDAG Taylor Street at SDNR Grade Separation 2| Jun-11 Feb-14 61,937 61,937 -
7|Fresno County of Fresno Mountain View Avenue/UPRR Grade Separation Project Sep-12 Mar-14 14,382 11,530 -
16|Los Angeles _|City of Santa Clarita_|Magic Mountain Parkway Railroad Flyover 48] Nov-12 May-14 108,300 20,000 -
17]Los Angeles__|City of Paimdale Rancho Vista Boulevard/Avenue P Grade Separation 50| Aug-09 Jul-14 66,339 22,872 -
700,266 | $ 318,066 -
Programmed for Construction in the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) Program
30[San Bemardino|City of Ontario N Miliken Avenue Railroad Grade Separation at UPRR 13|  Nov-02 Jan-09 74,210 12,700 -
19{Orange City of Anaheim State College Boulevard Grade Separation 23| Sep-09 Dec-09 70,000 31,500 -
15]Los Angeles  |Port of Los Angeles _|South Wilmington Grade Separation 41| Apr-06 Jan-11 73,060 13,000 -
21|Riverside City of Banning Sunset Avenue Grade Separation 15[ _Apr-09 Jul-11 36,500 18,250 -
22|Riverside County of Riverside |Clay Street Railroad Grade Separation 30| Dec-09 | Aug-11 37,350 16,000 <
23|Riverside City of Riverside ACE: Riverside Avenue Grade Separation 28] Jun-09 Dec-11 30,300 14,000 -
25|Riverside City of Riverside ACE: 3rd Street Grade Separation 9| Mar-09 Jan-12 40,161 25,000 -
24|Riverside City of Riverside ACE: Streeter Avenue Grade Separation 77| Jan-10 Jan-12 36,800 20,000 -
27[Riverside County of Riverside |Magnolia Avenue Grade Separation 57| Dec-09 Jan-12 81,750 30,000 -
31|San Bemardino|City of Barstow Lenwood Road Grade Separation 62| Oct-10 Apr-12 31,457 15,729 -
32{San Bemardino|City of Ontario S Milliken Avenue Railroad Grade Separation at UPRR 26| Dec-09 Dec-12 30,083 13,300 -
541,671 209,479 -
Screened out
[_49[Santa Barbara [City of Santa Barbara]Improve Safety at Milpas & Indio Muerta Intersections | [ Jun-08 [ Dec09[s 9[s 9§ -]

California Transportation Commission

1of2

August 8, 2008



Staff Recommendations for the

Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program

(Dollars in Thousands)

PART 2 Scoring Sheet
HRCSA Total
s : Const. A B c D
in
ID| County Nominated By Project Title Start Rz‘c'g‘r’::‘!éd (50%) | (20%) | (10%) | (20%) (':‘;i(;‘%'f‘)
Recommended Program for Part 2 - Construction Start by December 2010 with 50% or more Non-State Funding
33[San Diego City of San Diego |Park Boulevard at Harbor Drive/Pedestrian Bridge Jun-08 6,000 33 20 10 20 83
13|Los Angeles  [SCRRA Broadway-Brazil Street Grade Crossing Improvements Sep-09 3,000 45 19 10 20 94
29[Sacramento _|City of Sacramento |6th Street Overcrossing & 7th Street Undercrossing Nov-09 17,968 40 19 10 20 89
2|Alameda City of Fremont Kato Road Grade Separation Apr-10 10,000 32 18 10 20 80
48|Tulare City of Tulare Cartmill Avenue Grade Separation Jun-10 11,293 35 17 0 20 82
46|Tulare County of Tulare _ |Betty Drive Grade Separation Jun-10 12,175 36 17 10 20 83
40|San Joaquin __ |Port of Stockton Port of Stockton Expressway Jun-10 10,448 34 17 0 20 81
41[San Joaquin ___ |City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (East) Grade Separation Jul-10 8,500 42 1 10 20 88
42|San Joaquin __ |City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (West) Grade Separation Jul-10 8,500 41 1 10 20 87
20|Orange City of Irvine Sand Canyon Grade Separation Aug-10 8,000 48 1 10 14 87
G TR S
HRCSA Total
Const. A B c D
iD County Nominated By Project Title Funding s Points
Start Recamid (50%) | (20%) | (10%) | (20%) (100%)
Not Recommended for Funding
34|San Diego City of Encinitas Encinitas Grade-Separated Pedestrian Crossings Mar-10 | § - 32 18 10 61
5|Contra Costa__[City of Richmond _[Marina Bay Grade Separation Sep-10 - 42 15 10 72
3|Alameda City of Hayward Tennyson Road at UPRR Grade Separation Dec-10 - 43 12 10 65
10|Kern City of Bakersfield |Route 58 (Rosedale)/Landco Grade Separation Sep-11 - 45 6 10 20 81
28|Riverside County of Riverside | Jurupa Road Railroad Grade Separation Jan-12 - 42 5 10 20 17
26|Riverside City of Riverside ACE: Mary Street Grade Separation Jan-12 - 39 5 10 20 74
6{Contra Costa__|City of Richmond _[Cutting Boulevard Grade Separation Apr-12 - 45 5 10 20 80
35|San Diego SANDAG H Street at SD&AE Grade Separation Oct-12 - 38 4 10 20 72
36|San Diego SANDAG E Street at SD&AE Grade Separation Oct-12 - 38 4 10 20 72
37|San Diego SANDAG Sorrento Valley Boulevard at SDNR Grade Separation Jun-13 - 40 3 10 1 54
| _4]Alameda City of Berkeley Gilman Street Railroad Grade Separation Jul-13 | § -l 44 3 10 138 75
38|San Diego SANDAG Taylor Street at SDNR Grade Separation Feb-14 - 45 2 10 0 57
7|Fresno County of Fresno _|Mountain View Avenue/UPRR Grade Separation Project | Mar-14 - 40 2 10 5 57
16]Los Angeles __[City of Santa Clarita|Magic Mountain Parkway Railroad Flyover May-14 - 44 2 10 20 76
17|Los Angeles __[City of Palmdale Rancho Vista Boulevard/Avenue P Grade Separation Jul-14 - 49 1 10 20 80

Scoring Criteria

oo wm>»

Effectiveness of the project in providing transportation benefits, including the improvement of safety, operations,

Deliverability - date by which the project will be ready for award of the construction contract
Project reduces local or regional emissions of diesel particulates and other air pollutants
Financial contribution from non-state funds

California Transportation Commission
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Staff Recommendations for the
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) Program
(Dollars in Thousands)

PART 2 Scoring Sheet

’ & h Const. HRC.S o A B Cc D chtal
D| County | Nominated By Project Title start | FUING | igonn) | 20%) | (10%) | 20%) (':‘(’,'(;‘ﬁ
Recommended Program for Part 2 - Construction Start by December 2010 with 50% or more Non-State Funding
33/San Diego City of San Diego _|Park Boulevard at Harbor Drive/Pedestrian Bridge Jun-08 | $ 6,000 33 20 10 20 83
13|Los Angeles |SCRRA Broadway-Brazil Street Grade Crossing Improvements Sep-09 | $ 3,000 45 19 10 20 94
29|Sacramento City of Sacramento |6th Street Overcrossing & 7th Street Undercrossing Nov-09 [$ 17,968 40 19 10 20 89
2|Alameda City of Fremont Kato Road Grade Separation Apr-10 | $ 10,000 32 18 10 20 80
48| Tulare City of Tulare Cartmill Avenue Grade Separation Jun-10 |$ 11,293 35 17 10 20 82
46| Tulare County of Tulare _|Betty Drive Grade Separation Jun-10 |$ 12,175 36 17 10 20 83
40|San Joaquin  |Port of Stockton Port of Stockton Expressway Jun-10 |$ 10,448 34 17 10 20 81
41|San Joaguin __|City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (East) Grade Separation Jul-10 [ $ 8,500 42 16 10 20 88
42|San Joaquin __ |City of Stockton Eight Mile Road/UPRR (West) Grade Separation Jul-10 [ $ 8,500 4 16 10 20 87
20|Orange City of Irvine Sand Canyon Grade Separation Aug-10 | § 8,000 48 15 10 14 87
HRCSA Total
ID County Nominated By Project Title Fiones. Funding ﬁ Bo Cn D“ Points
Start Recoamd (50%) | (20%) | (10%) | (20%) (100%)
Not Recommended for Funding

34[San Diego City of Encinitas Encinitas Grade-Separated Pedestrian Crossings Mar-10 | § - 32 18 10 1 61
5|Contra Costa |City of Richmond |Marina Bay Grade Separation Sep-10 | § - 42 15 10 5 72
3|Alameda City of Hayward Tennyson Road at UPRR Grade Separation Dec-10 | § - 43 12 10 0 65
10|Kern City of Bakersfield |Route 58 (Rosedale)/Landco Grade Separation Sep-11 | $ - 45 6 10 20 81
28|Riverside County of Riverside|Jurupa Road Railroad Grade Separation Jan-12 | § - 42 5 10 20 77
26|Riverside City of Riverside ACE: Mary Street Grade Separation Jan-12 | § - 39 5 10 20 74
6[Contra Costa |City of Richmond _|Cutting Boulevard Grade Separation Apr-12 | § - 45 5 10 20 80
35|San Diego SANDAG H Street at SD&AE Grade Separation Oct-12 | § - 38 4 10 20 72
36|San Diego SANDAG E Street at SD&AE Grade Separation Oct-12 | § - 38 4 10 20 72
37|San Diego SANDAG Sorrento Valley Boulevard at SDNR Grade Separation Jun-13 | § - 40 3 10 1 54
4|Alameda City of Berkeley Gilman Street Railroad Grade Separation Jul-13 | § - 44 3 10 18 75
38/San Diego SANDAG Taylor Street at SDNR Grade Separation Feb-14 | § - 45 2 10 0 57
7|Fresno County of Fresno _ |Mountain View Avenue/UPRR Grade Separation Project | Mar-14 | § - 40 2 10 5 57
16|Los Angeles | City of Santa Clarita] Magic Mountain Parkway Railroad Flyover May-14 | $ - 44 2 10 20 76
17|Los Angeles  |City of Palmdale  [Rancho Vista Boulevard/Avenue P Grade Separation Jul-14 | $ - 49 1 10 20 80

Scoring Criteria

A Effectiveness of the project in providing transportation benefits, including the improvement of safety, operations, and effective capacity.
B Deliverability - date by which the project will be ready for award of the construction contract

Cc Project reduces local or regional emissions of diesel particulates and other air pollutants

D Financial contribution from non-state funds

California Transportation Commission 10f1 August 8, 2008
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California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

| o
Mr. John Chalker, Chair % CoJu 20 o |
!

RE:  Support - Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account project funding
Warren Avenue Grade Separation and Kato Road Grade Separation

Dear Chairman Chalker:

[ am writing in support of two projects currently nominated for funding from the
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA).

The first project, the Warren Avenue Grade Separation, is located in the City of Fremont
and is nominated for $9.6 million in HRCSA funds. If approved, this grade separation
will complete the traffic improvements envisioned by the city, Alameda County, and the
state, which have invested a combined $123 million to improve the 1-880/SR 262
interchange. In addition to eliminating the accidents involving trains and automobiles,
this project will further assist the region’s efforts to relieve traffic congestion.

The second project, the Kato Road Grade Separation, is also located in the City of
Fremont and has been nominated for $10 million in HRCSA funds. This project will not
only improve the traffic flow and safety of the crossing, it will help lower both vehicle
emissions and noise in an area currently being redeveloped with residential units.

[ respectfully request your approval of funding for the Warren Avenue Grade Separation
and Kato Road Grade Separation projects. If you have any questions, please do not
hesitate to contact me at 319-2020. Thank you in advance for your consideration.

Sincerel .
/] r 7}%\

Alberto Torrico
Assembly Majority Leader, District 20

v€c: John Barna, Executive Director
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Alice Lai-Bitker, Chair
Supervisor, District 3

Mark Green, Vice Chair
Mayor, Union City

Ruth Atkin
Vice Mayor, City of
Emeryville

Keith Carson
Supervisor, District 5

Henry Chang, Jr.
Vice Mayor, City of
Oakland

Scort Haggerty
Supervisor, District 1

Janet Lockhart
Mayor, City of Dublin

Nate Miley
Supervisor, District 4

Gail Steele
Supervisor, District 2

Christine Monsen
Executive Director

Subject: Support of Highway-Rail Crossing Safety Account Project Funding
for the Warren Avenue Grade Separation and Kato Road Grade Separation
in Fremont -

Dear Chairman Chalker:

I am writing on behalf of the Alameda County Transportation Authority in support of
two projects (four grant applications) currently nominated for Highway-Railroad
Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) funding. Both projects are located in the City of
Fremont.

The first project is the Warren Avenue Grade Separation Project. It is nominated for
both Part 1 and Part 2 HRCSA funding of $9.6 million. If approved, this grade
separation will greatly enhance the I-880/SR 262/Warren Avenue Interchange, which
1s under construction and scheduled to be completed in six months. This $123
million project is a joint effort of the State, the Alameda County Transportation
Authority, the Alameda County Congestion Management Agency and the City of
Fremont Redevelopment Agency. The project includes a new interchange to and
from 1-880 at Warren Avenue. Without the Warren Avenue Grade Separation, cars
exiting [-880 at Warren Avenue could be delayed by trains at the current grade
crossing. The large number of daily trains at this crossing have been observed
blocking Warren Avenue for up to an hour during peak commute periods, which now
could result in cars backing up onto the Warren Avenue off-ramp from 1-880 and
potentially onto the mainline freeway. In addition to greatly enhancing the efficiency
of the new I-880/SR 262/Warren Avenue Interchange Project, the Warren Avenue
Grade Separation will improve safety for cars, bicyclists and pedestrians, reduce train
noise, and improve air quality.

The second project, the Kato Road Grade Separation, has also been nominated for
both Part 1 and Part 2 HRCSA funding of $10 million. This project will improve
safety, reduce congestion, improve air quality and also reduce train-related noise,
which are all critical improvements in this area which is currently being redeveloped
with residential units.



Mr. John Chalker
August 6, 2008
Page 2

Both the Warren Avenue and Kato Road Grade Separations are well along in the project
development process with both projects having recently completed 65% final design. Asa
result, both projects have had successful design reviews from the Union

Pacific Railroad who have approved the initial design parameters. In addition, both projects
have high local match percentages with fully committed matching funds.

The Alameda County Transportation Authority respectfully requests your approval of HRCSA
funding for the Warren Avenue Grade Separation Project and for the Kato Road Grade
Separation Project. Thank you in advance for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Christine Monsen
Executive Director

Ce: John Barna, CTC Executive Director
Fred Diaz, Fremont City Manager
Kurt Evans, Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Tess Lengyel, ACTA/ACTIA Programs & Public Affairs Manager
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August 5, 2008

Mr. John Chalker, Chair

California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Support of Highway-Rail Crossing Safety Account Project
Funding for the Warren Avenue Grade Separation and Kato
Road Grade Separation in Fremont

Dear Chairman Chalker:

I am writing on behalf of the Alameda County Congestion Management Agency
in support of two projects (four grant applications) currently nominated for
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) funding. Both projects are
located in the City of Fremont.

The first project is the Warren Avenue Grade Separation Project and it is
nominated for both Part 1 and Part 2 HRCSA funding of $9.6 million. If
approved, this grade separation will greatly enhance the I-880/SR 262/Warren
Avenue Interchange, which is under construction and scheduled to be completed
in six months. This $123 million project is a joint effort of the State, the Alameda
County Transportation Improvement Authority, the Alameda County Congestion
Management Agency and the City of Fremont Redevelopment Agency. The
project includes a new interchange to and from [-880 at Warren Avenue. Without
the Warren Avenue Grade Separation, cars exiting [-880 at Warren Avenue could
be delayed by trains at the current grade crossing. The large number of daily
trains at this crossing have been observed blocking Warren Avenue for up to an
hour during peak commute periods, which now could result in cars backing up
onto the Warren Avenue off-ramp from [-880 and potentially onto the mainline
freeway. In addition to greatly enhancing the efficiency of the new I-880/SR
262/Warren Avenue Interchange Project, the Warren Avenue Grade Separation
will improve safety for cars, bicyclists and pedestrians, reduce train noise, and
improve air quality.

The second project, the Kato Road Grade Separation, has also been nominated for
both Part 1 and Part 2 HRCSA funding of $10 million. This project will improve
safety, reduce congestion, improve air quality and also reduce train-related noise,



which are all critical improvements in this area which is currently being
redeveloped with residential units.

Both the Warren Avenue and Kato Road Grade Separations are well along in the
project development process with both projects having recently completed 65%
final design. As a result, both projects have had successful design reviews from
the Union Pacific Railroad who have approved the initial design parameters. In
addition, both projects have high local match percentages with fully committed
matching funds.

The Alameda County Congestion Management Agency respectfully requests your
approval of HRCSA funding for the Warren Avenue Grade Separation Project
and for the Kato Road Grade Separation Project. Thank you in advance for your
consideration.

Dok, Fog

Dennis Fay
Executive Director

Cc:  John Barna, CTC Executive Director
Fred Diaz, Fremont City Manager

Kurt Evans, VTA
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John €. Shurson BNSF Rallway Company
BPATLWAY Assistant Director Public Projects
740 East Carnegie Drive
San Bernardino, CA 92408
(908) 386-4470 (office)
(909) 386-4479 (fax)
john.shurson@bnsf.com
July 24, 2008

Mr. John Barna

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 52, Room 2222

1120 N Street

Sacramento, California 95814

Subject: Marina Bay Parkway Grade Separation — Richmond, California
Dear Mr. Barna:

We have been working actively with the City of Richmond on several issues, one of which is
grade separations. BNSF is aware of the proposed grade separation for the Marina Bay
Parkway submitted by the Richmond Community Redevelopment Agency for funding. BNSF
has trackage rights and operates over the Marina Bay Parkway grade crossing which is Union
Pacific trackage. Since this is the Union Pacific’s grade crossing, BNSF is not directly involved
with discussions regarding the design and funding; however, we are supportive of the Agency'’s
efforts to separate Marina Bay Parkway.

Please feel free to contact either myself or John Stilley, 909-386-4474, should you have any
questions.

Sincerely,

: Ry

(S Yy 3
st I At g e S L)
//> ‘ /;( ' :) ! {/&’/

“John Shurson
Assistant Director Public Projects

cc: John Stilley — BNSF Railway Company (email)
Colleen Deines — BNSF Railway Company (email)
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August 6, 2008 ——

Mr. John Barna

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 52, Room 2222

120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Subject: Marina Bay Parkway Grade Separation — Richmond, CA
Dear Mr. Barna,

We have been working actively with the City of Richmond on several grade crossing issues,
including the grade separation proposal for Marina Bay Parkway. We understand that the
Richmond Community Redevelopment Agency has submitted this project to CTC for funding.
Richmond Pacific leases this track from Union Pacific and operates over it daily. While we

support the grade separation project we are not in a posutlon to participate in_funding
discussions. — e = >

Please feel free to contact me with any questions you might have.
Regards,

///47 i / < //”// """ ’

(AT S LT
John L. Cockle
Superintendent

Cc: Terrell Anderson — Union Pacific Railroad
John Miller — Union Pacific Railroad
John Shurson — BNSF Railway
Jim Branch — City of Richmond Redevelopment



ANTONIO R. VILLARAIGOSA
MAYOR

July 24, 2008

John Chalker

Chairman

California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, Ca 95814

Re: Proposition 1B — Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account Projects

Dear Chairman Chalker:

As Mayor of the City of Los Angeles, | am pleased to support three high priority
railroad/highway grade separation projects for consideration and support by the
California Transportation Commission (CTC). We believe these priority projects are
consistent with and advance the criteria contained in the CTC'’s “Proposition 1B —
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account” program. This letter of support is being
submitted jointly with my fellow City of Los Angeles colleagues, Councilmembers
members Ed Reyes and Janice Hahn.

As Mayor of Los Angeles, one of my top priorities has been to reduce traffic congestion
and improve the mobility of vehicles and goods throughout the City. We greatly value
the partnership between the City and Commission in addressing these dual priorities.
Consistent with this partnership between the City and Commission, we strongly urge
your support for and funding of the following three projects:

o Riverside Drive Grade Separation Replacement (# 11)
o North Spring Street Grade Separation Reconstruction (# 12)
o South Wilmington Grade Separation (#15)

We thank you in advance for your careful review and consideration of our funding
request and your support for improving traffic congestion and safety in the City of Los
Angeles.

200 NORTH SPRING STREET © L0S ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90012
PHONE: (213) 978-0600 ¢ Fax: (213) 978-0750 )
EMAIL: MAYOR@LACITY.ORG
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July 17, 2008

RECD BY CTIC

California Transportation Commission

Attn: Mr. John Barna, Executive Director
Mail Station 52, Room 2222 JUL 30 2008
Sacramento, CA 95814

RE: Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Ai
Applicant: City of Merced
Projects:  Burlington Northern Santa Fe/G Street Grade Separation

Dear Mr. Barna:

On behalf of the City of Merced'’s residents, employees, businesses, and visitors, | am
writing to ask that a very significant and important grade separation project receive
funding under the Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Safety Account Program. While
Merced understands that the CTC will have to make difficult decisions in choosing
which projects to fund, we are confident that California and its taxpayers will experience
immediate and long-term benefits as a result of the G Street Grade Separation project
for the following reasons:

o Desperately Needed Improved Access to Emergency Services. Merced is
bisected by two separate sets of railroad tracks. The juxtaposition of these two
rail lines is the reason 73% of the population is denied access to the city’s only
hospital. Even under the best of circumstances, several minutes of delay for an
ambulance may mean the difference between life and death.

o Emergency Response Time Delays. Over the past two years, Merced public
safety personnel have recorded 240 delays at Burlington Northern Santa Fe
(BNSF) tracks, severely impacting emergency response times. Seventy-one
trains pass through Merced daily, typically blocking traffic on G Street, one of the
city’s major roads. Public safety personnel experience extreme frustration when
they are unable to respond in a timely fashion when a life-threatening or

678 West 18th Street ¢ Merced, California 95340



dangerous event is occurring. The frustration comes from not being able to
prevent an injury or death, or from not being able to provide backup coverage for
a fellow officer.

Also unique to Merced is the fact that the at-grade railroad crossings are so
close together, that trains approaching one crossing triggers the closure of
nearby crossings, even though a train my be a significant distance away.

Student and Public Safety.

On May 8, 1931, a school bus carrying children in Merced was hit by a train on
the Santa Fe railroad tracks. Many students were killed or seriously injured,
many of them in the same family. Tragically, some families lost all of their
children in the devastating accident. This tragedy resulted in the 1935 creation of
a Vehicle Code Section 22452 that requires, “The driver of any motor vehicle
carrying passengers for hire, or of any school bus carrying and school
child...before crossing at grade any track or tracks...shall stop such vehicle not
less than ten nor more than fifty feet from the nearest rail of such track and while
so stopped shall listen, and look in both directions along such track, for any
approaching railway train...before traversing such crossing...”

Today, the Merced City School District operates 30 school busses that cross the
railroad tracks up to 50 times a day. Twenty of the districts 25 school bus routes
us the G Street crossing daily, transporting approximately 2,500 students to
elementary and middle schools. It would be extremely devastating if the city and
its residents were to experience another tragedy due to the inability to construct
a grade separation. The City of Merced is also ranked number one in the nation
for pedestrian fatalities related to trains.

Completion of the G Street Crossing will not only mark a significant historical
disaster in remembrance of the children and families who were affected by the
1931 accident, it will also commemorate the investments that California is
making in rail safety through Proposition 1B.

California Taxpayers Double Their Investment. The BNSF/G Street Grade
Separation is on both the PUC priority list and is located within a proposed High
Speed Rail Corridor. Funding this project will meet both of these priorities (rail
safety and the development of High Speed Rail), keeping the faith of California’s
voters in one of California’s primary goods movement corridors.

Economic Stimulation and Project Readiness. Investment in transportation
projects that are “ready-to-go” will provide immediate economic benefit to the
entire State of California. The G Street project is scheduled to commence
construction in March 2010. This represents a construction start date before 35
of the 49 total projects under consideration for funding. Additionally, out of the




18 projects seeking consideration under both of the HRCSA programs, only
three can commence construction before G Street. The G Street project has
completed environmental clearance, plans are under contract, the city has
matching funds, and the project is “ready-to-go.”

e Lack of Alternative Grade Separated Crossings. The G Street project will provide
the only dependable grade separation within 12 miles to the north, and the only
grade separation from the city to Merced County’s southern border. Frequent
passing and stalled trains at the current at-grade crossings disproportionately
impact public safety, emergency services and evacuation access, air quality,
access to services and education facilities, regional circulation, and public
convenience.

e Geographic Equity. When approving Proposition 1B, voters in the Central Valley
expected geographic equity in the disbursement of these funds. Funding the G
Street Grade Separation project meets the goals of the state, the High Speed
Rail Authority, and most importantly, provides accountability to all of California’s
voters.

The City of Merced sincerely appreciates your diligent review of the G Street project.
Again, we are confident that this project is directly in line with voters’ expectations, and
look forward to the opportunity to work together. Please do not hesitate to contact me if
you have any questions at (209) 385-6834.

Si I

|n?ere Y, ‘ y
Ellie Wooten
Mayor

CC: Senator Jeff Denham
Assembly Member Cathleen Galgiani
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July 29, 2008
Mr. John Chalker
Chairman
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, Room 2221

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Chairman Chalker:

I am pleased to offer my strong support to the request for funding made by the City of
Sacramento to the Proposition 1B Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program for street
crossings and grade separations at 6™ and 7" Streets in downtown Sacramento.

Once constructed, the grade separations at 6T and 7™ Streets will allow safe access to the
revitalized downtown railyards, which in the coming years will be home to an intermodal transit
center, as well as thousands of new jobs, homes, stores, offices and other cultural amenities. I
have worked in Congress to find federal funding to compliment the State and City of
Sacramento’s substantial investment, including funds for the relocation of the current downtown
rail lines. The movement of the rail lines, along with the grade separations will allow the
existing downtown streets to connect safely and seamlessly to the railyards. Without such
necessary improvements motorists and pedestrians will be exposed to an increased likelihood of
accidents and delays. The promise of a new and economically vibrant portion to Sacramento’s
downtown awaits these necessary infrastructure improvements. I am joined in my support for
this funding by Senator Darrell Steinberg, Assemblyman Dave Jones, SACOG and other civic
leaders.

Thank you for your leadership at the California Transportation Commission and for your
past support of the downtown railyards project. I trust you will give the City of Sacramento’s
proposal serious consideration.

Sincerely,

Puns O. N\actsw\_.

DORIS 0. MATSUI
Member of Congress

DOM:nd

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER
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Mr. John Barna, Executive Director 1
California Transportation Commission

Mail Station 52, Room 2221

1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Executive Director Barna:

Thank you to the California Transportation Commission for its support of Sacramento’s
historic downtown rail yard.

In April, the Commission approved funding for the relocation of the Union Pacific tracks
within the rail yard for improved goods movement and increased rail passenger safety.
The Commission’s award of Prop 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Funds to the track
relocation project provided a much-needed boost to the rail yard development, one of
the largest urban infill opportunities in the nation.

Today, | write to express my strong support for the city of Sacramento’s application for
two grade separation projects under the Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing
Safety Account Program. In conjunction with the track relocation project, the grade
separations at 6" and 7™" Streets will serve as a significant enhancement to the safety
and efficiency of the new rail corridor while increasing access and functionality between
downtown Sacramento and the rail yard.

The downtown rail yard will soon be home to approximately 25,000 new residents and
20,000 employees. The likelihood of accidents and major transportation delays will
increase tremendously unless these crossings are put in place. The grade separations
will eliminate the potential for dangerous at-grade vehicular and pedestrian crossings at
this major freight and passenger rail corridor.



Mr. John Barna, Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
August 6, 2008

Page two

Thank you again for your past support of the downtown rail yard and your consideration
of the city of Sacramento’s grade separation application. Please feel free to contact me
should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

DARRELL STEINBERG
State Senator, 6" District

Cc: Dale Bonner, Secretary, Business, Transportation & Housing Agency
John Chalker, Chairman, CA Transportation Commission
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July 30, 2008

Mr. John Chalker, Chairman
California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 52, Room 2222

1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Chairman Chalker:

Thank you for the California Transportation Commission’s support of
Sacramento’s historic downtown rail yard.

In April, the Commission approved funding for the relocation of the Union Pacific
tracks within the rail yard for improved goods movement and increased rail passenger
safety. The Commission’s award of Prop 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Funds to the
track relocation project provided a much-needed boost to the rail yard development, one
of the largest urban infill opportunities in the nation.

Today, | write to express my strong support for the city of Sacramento’s
application for two grade separation projects under the Proposition 1B Highway-
Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program. In conjunction with the track relocation
project, the grade separations at 6™ and 7" Streets will serve as a significant
enhancement to the safety and efficiency of the new rail corridor while increasing
access and functionality between downtown Sacramento and the rail yard.

The downtown rail yard will soon be home to approximately 25,000 new
residents and 20,000 employees. The likelihood of accidents and major transportation
delays will increase tremendously unless these crossings are put in place. The grade
separations will eliminate the potential for dangerous at-grade vehicular and pedestrian
crossings at this major freight and passenger rail corridor.

SERVING THE COUNTIES OF
ALPINE, AMADOR. CALAVERAS, EL DORADO, LASSEN, MODOC, MONO, NEVADA, PLACER, PLUMAS, SACRAMENTO AND SIERRA
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August 1, 2008

Mr. John Chalker, Chairman
California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 52, Room 2222

1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Chairman Chalker:

Thank you to the California Transportation Commission for its support of Sacramento’s
historic downtown rail yard.

In April, the Commission approved funding for the relocation of the Union Pacific tracks
within the rail yard for improved goods movement and increased rail passenger safety.
The Commission’s award of Prop 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Funds to the track
relocation project provided a much-needed boost to the rail yard development, one of
the largest urban infill opportunities in the nation. -

Today, | write to express my strong support for the city of Sacramento’s application for
two grade separation projects under the Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing °=
Safety Account Program. In conjunction with the track relocation project, the grade
separations at 6™ and 7" Streets will serve as a significant enhancement to the safety
and efficiency of the new rail corridor while increasing access and functionality between
downtown Sacramento and the rail yard.

The downtown rail yard will soon be home to approximately 25,000 new residents and
20,000 employees. The likelihood of accidents and major transportation delays will
increase tremendously unless these crossings are put in place. The grade separations
will eliminate the potential for dangerous at-grade vehicular and pedestrian crossings at
this major freight and passenger rail corridor. ‘

Drimtard nn Rarunlad Pansr



Mr. John Chalker, Chairman
California Transportation Commission
July 18, 2008

Page 2

Thank you again for your past support of the downtown rail yard and your consideration
of the city of Sacramento’s grade separation application. Please feel free to contact me
should you have any questions.

Sincerely,

/Q;me

ROGER NIELLO
Assemblyman, 5" District

Cc:  Dale Bonner, Secretary, Business, Transportation & Housing Agency
John Barna, Executive Director, CA Transportation Commission
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July 29, 2008

Mr. John Chalker, Chairman
California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 52, Room 2222

1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Chairman Chalker:

On behalf of thc Sacramento Area Council of Governments, I write to support the
City of Sacramento’s application for two grade-separation projects under the
Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program. In
conjunction with the track relocation project the Commission approved in April,
the grade separations at 6th and 7th streets will serve as a significant enhancement
to the safety and efficiency of the new rail corridor, while increasing access and
functionality between downtown Sacramento and the railyard.

The grade separations in the railyard will eliminate the potential for dangerous at-
grade vehicular and pedcstrian crossings at this major frcight and passcnger rail
cormidor. The Sacramento Intermodal Station, located in the railyard, will be a
central connection point for intercity and local buses, light rail transit, passenger
rail, and futurc rcgional rail scrvice for the six-county metropolitan region,
serving an anticipated 15 million patrons by 2025. The City of Sacramento has
secured private reinvestment in the ratlyard and surrounding area to maximize the
land use, transportation and air quality benefits of this significant infrastructurc
investment.

Thank you again for your past support of thc downtown railyard. Plcasc fccl frec
to contact me if you have any questions or need additional information regarding
this vitally important project.

Sincerely,
‘ . py
Mike McKeever
Executive Director
MM:E]:ts
cc: Dale Bonner, Business, Transportation & Housing Agency

John Barna, California Transportation Commission

S:\Projects 08-09\230 1-Leg\Chalkerltr072908.doc
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July 30, 2008

Mr. John Chalker, Chairman

California Transportation Commission
Mail Station 52, Room 2222
1120 N Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBJECT: Support For City Of Sacramento’s Application For Proposition 1B
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program Funds
Dear Chairman Chalker:

On behalf of the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority (CCJPA), [ am submitting the
CCJPA’s support for the City of Sacramento’s application for two grade separation
projects (6th and 7% Streets) as part of the Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing
Safety Account Program.

This application builds upon the Commission’s April 2008 action that approved Prop
1B Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) for the relocation of the Union Pacific
tracks within the rail yard for improved goods movement and increased rail passenger
safety. These TCIF dollars provided the catalyst to the rail yard development, one of
the largest urban infill opportunities in the nation.

In tandem with the track relocation project, the grade separations at 6 and 7" Streets
will serve as a significant enhancement to the safety to the Capitol Corridor trains while
increasing passenger and vehicle access between downtown Sacramento and the rail
yard/train station development.

The downtown rail yard will soon be home to approximately 25,000 new residents and
20,000 employees. The grade separation project will mitigate and eliminate accidents
and major transportation delays to the Capitol Corridor service. The grade separations
will eliminate the potential for dangerous at-grade vehicular and pedestrian crossings at
this major freight and passenger rail corridor.

The CCJPA appreciates the Commission’s continued support of the Sacramento
downtown rail yard and your consideration of the City of Sacramento’s grade separation

application.

Sincerely,

ene K. Skoropowski
Managing Director

cc: Dale Bonner, Secretary, Business, Transportation & Housing Agency
John Barna, Executive Director, CA Transportation Commission
CCJPA Board of Directors

Fran Halbakken, City of Sacramento



August 1, 2008

Mr. John Chalker, Chairman ~hamber
California Transportation Commission e e s
Mail Station 52. Room 2222 CHAMBER OF COMMERCE
1120 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

Michae! jacobson

Cesifornian Pt Affeirs Mam iger

Dear Chairman Chalker:

Linda Cuder

Vice Presadent, Corpornite Cormern

On behalf of the Sacramento Metro Chamber, | would like to express my strong
support for the City of Sacramento’s application for funding under the Proposition
IB Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program.

The City of Sacramento has put forth a proposal to construct two critically

m
important grade separation projects within the historic downtown Sacramento Vit Presaict, KmylMCK
Railyard. The Railyard is the future home of one of the largest infill development o
projects in the Country. The additional funding provided by the Highway Railroad John DiSasio
Crossing Safety Account will ensure that this future transportation hub, for both e R
goods movement and commuter rail, will be as safe as possible for pedestrians,
motorists and rail users. Furthermore, the grade separation proposal put forth by -
the city will greatly increase efficiency of the new rail corridor, while ensuring a (o8 Iaopay
better connection with the existing downtown grid when development at the bR
Railyard begins to take shape. e Vi P i

The Metro Chamber has been a consistent champion for the Railyards, even _ Steve Bernar
advocating on behalf of the project for funding from Prop |C infill and TOD funds, e T
which ultimately brought $47 million to the project. Additionally, the Metro

Chamber acted as a vocal supporter to help secure funding from the California b e
Transportation Commission for the relocation of the Union Pacific tracks within the N o CRER TR
Railyard area to help improve goods movement and increase rail passenger safety.
Development of the Railyard is not only consistent with the award winning
Blueprint Plan, as well as the Metropolitan Transportation Plan, but is one of the
most important infill projects in the Sacramento Region. Kristine Deutschman

Presichent

John Lambeth
i3 i

Denatsebemian Comoounicatons Gyoup
The Sacramento Metro Chamber is the largest, oldest and most prominent voice of  Robert Dugan
business in the greater Sacramento area. Representing nearly 2,500 member “ :

b At

I

businesses and business organizations in the six county Sacramento region, the Gren Blraion
Vice Presiclent Ared Manager

Sacramento Metro Chamber serves as the region’s leading proponent of regional CLUATE I
cooperation and primary advocate on issues affecting business, economic . Fc,'?; Fernandez
Redasedl i 0

development and quality of life. Wl g Bk
5 Christopher Delfino

Thank you for your past support of the Sacramento Railyard. | respectfully ask for g

your support for the City of Sacramento’s application for funding under the e
Proposition 1B Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program.

Warren Kashiwagi

Respectfully

) et ot

Matthew R. Mahood
President and CEO

thew Mahood

One Capitol Mall, Surte 300
Sacramente, Califorma 95814

Fax 916.443.26/2

“hamber@metrochambenorg
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July 22, 2008
John Chalker, Chair ;
California Transpertation Commission 7 F ;
1120 N Street, Room 2233
Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Chair Chalker:
I am writing in support Cf t;: e grade-separation pr V}\,C.&, in my district that are eligible Tor
Proposition 1“‘3 Highway-Railroad C sing Sefety:Account (HRCSA) funding. [ unde
CTC intends to vote on eumble roje d their Adndm, levels at Lhe August 27-28, 2008
meeting. Funding for these projects in my dvstrm are important for the continued safe and

reliable commuter rail service pzc\uued by Caltrain and will accommodate increased service
levels as well as plans for High Speed Rail on the San Francisco Peninsula.

San Bruno Grade Separation Proiect

I support the $30 million requested by Caltrain for the San Bruno Grade Separation Project
because it is perhaps the highest priority project in all of Northern California in terms of safety.
There have been six separate accidents in the project area in the last 10 years resulting in four
deaths. This project will remove 25,000 potential daily vehicular/train incidents at three separate
crossings in the City of San Bruno. It will additionally provide two new pedestrian-only-grade =
separated crossings in the area, which is adjacent to the city’s central business district. an
elementary school and a public park.

This project will also provide significant improvement to traffic flow at nearby intersections
which are currently operating at the lowest leveis of measurable service without grade
separations. Improved traffic flow, coupled with a new San Bruno station as part of the project,
will spur more economic development in the area.

Jerrold Avenue and Quint Street Bridges Project

The $10 million requested by Caltrain for the Jerrold Avenue and ‘Quint Street Bridges Project in
San Francisco will replace the existing, deteriorating bridges, each of which are over 100 years
old. This is an important project to ensure the structural and seismic safety of the bridges, which
will protect the commuter’s using the rail liné as well as citizens traveling under these aging
bridges.




San Mateo Bridees Grade Separation Preoject

The $5 million requested for this project will be used to replace four existing bridges in the City
of San Mateo that are over 100 years old and have exceeded their useful life. The replacement
bridges, in addition to meeting modern structural and seismic standards, will also have a higher
vertical clearance than the existing bridges. The increase in vertical clearance on Poplar Avenue
will improve access to San Mateo for heavy duty trucks from Highway 101.

O
—

It is important to note that all three projects submitted by Caltrain enjoy widespread community
¥ o 1 g\ 3
1

support, including matchir ng or additional support from local or federal sources of funding.

These projects are beyond initial planning stages and are ready (o proceed towarcs construclion.

-

On behalf of my constituents in uan Bruno, San Mmeo and San Francisco and the users
Caltrain’s commuter rail service all along the entire Peninsuls, I ask for your support and
i a

approval of Prop. 1B HRCSA funding in the amounts requestec

Sincerely,

LELAN® Y. YEE, PH.D.
Assistant President pro Tem
California State Senate o

cc: John Barna, Executive Director
Commissioners, California Transportation Commaission
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August 13, 2008

John Chalker

Chairman

California Transportation Comission
1120 N Street, Suite 2233
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Chairman Chalker,

I am writing in support of two grade-separation projects from the Proposition iB
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account that will benefit San Mateo County.
Funding for these projects is important for the continued safe and reliable commuter rail
service proved by CalTrain and will accommodate increased service levels and plans for
High Speed Rail along the Peninsula.

Implementation of the San Bruno Grade Separation Project will provide grade
separations to eliminate conflicts between trains and pedestrian traffic. The railroad is
immediately adjacent to the city’s central business district, as well as a local park and
elementary school. This location has some of the highest number of accidents and
fatalities on the CalTrain Corridor. Additionally, this project will improve the San Bruno
police and fire station emergency service response times. The CalTrain corridor bisects
the center of the City of San Bruno. Delays will no longer occur due to closed crossing
gates at the tracks.

The San Mateo Bridges Separation Project will replace four existing bridges i the
City of San Mateo that are over 100 years old. The replacement bridges will improve
public safety by meeting modern structural and seismic standards. Additionally, the
bridges will have a higher vertical clearance than the existing bridges. The increase in
vertical clearance on Poplar Avenue will improve access to San Mateo for heavy duty
trucks coming from Highway 101.

Printed on Recveled Panar



Asm. Mullin Letter Page 2

Both of these projects include matching funds and support from local or federal sources,
and have strong support from the community. Irequest your support for these projects to
improve the safety and well-being of the citizens of San Mateo County.

Gene Mullin
19™ Assembly District

GM: ds





