
ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA 
 

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

 

October 26-27, 2011 

Sacramento, California 
  
 

 Wednesday, October 26, 2011 
 
 
  1:30 p.m.  Commission Meeting 

  Sacramento Convention Center 
1300 J Street, Room 306 
Sacramento, CA   
    

 5:30 p.m.  Retirement Reception for Robert Chung 
   The Firehouse Restaurant 
   1112 Second Street 
   Sacramento, CA 

  Reservations required by October 19, 2011. Contact Maura Twomey at 
(916) 653-3148 or maura.twomey@dot.ca.gov 

 
 7:00 p.m.  Commissioners’ Dinner 
   The Firehouse Restaurant 
   1112 Second Street 
   Sacramento, CA 
       

      
 Thursday, October 27, 2011 
 
  9:00 a.m.  Commission Meeting 

    Sacramento Convention Center 
1300 J Street, Room 306 
Sacramento, CA 

 
 

 
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 Commission meeting, except for those agenda items bearing the notation “TIMED ITEM.” 
TIMED ITEMS may not be heard prior to the Time scheduled but may be heard at, or anytime after, the Time scheduled.  The Commis-
sion 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), Sac-
ramento, CA  95814.  If any special accommodations are needed for persons with disabilities, please contact Sarah Skallet 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.  

NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED CTC MEETING (Subject to Change): 
CTC Meeting – December 14-15, 2011 in Riverside 

http://www.catc.ca.gov/
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*  “A” denotes an “Action” item; “I” denotes an “Information” item; “B” denotes a Business, Transportation and Housing 
(BTH) Agency item; “C” denotes a “Commission” item; “D” denotes a “Department” item; and “R” denotes a Regional 
Agency 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), Environmental Phase (PA&ED), Design Phase 
(PS&E), Right of Way (R/W), Fiscal Year (FY), Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA), LONP (Letter of No Preju-
dice), Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account (LBSRA), Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF), Highway-Railroad 
Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA), State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) 
 

1:30 pm GENERAL BUSINESS 
1 Roll Call 1.1 Dario Frommer I C 
 Resolutions of Necessity - Appearances 
2 
 

8 Ayes 

Resolution of Necessity – Appearance 
-- E.H. Summit Inc., a California Corporation 
07-LA-405-PM 33.2 
Resolution C-20620 

2.4a. Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

 GENERAL BUSINESS 
3 Approval of Minutes for September 14-15, 2011 1.2 Dario Frommer A C 
4 Executive Director’s Report 

- Adoption of 2011 Annual Report 
1.3 Bimla Rhinehart A C 

5 Commission Reports 1.4 Dario Frommer A C 
6 Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 1.5 Dario Frommer A C 
 BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION & HOUSING AGENCY REPORT 
7 Report by Agency Secretary and/or Deputy Secretary 1.6 Traci Stevens I B 
 CALTRANS REPORT 
8 Report by Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director 1.7 Malcolm Dougherty I D 
 LOCAL REPORTS 
9 Report by Regional Agencies Moderator 1.8 Jose Nuncio I R 
10 Report by Rural Counties Task Force Chair 1.9 Lisa Davey-Bates I R 
11 Report by Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 1.10 Anne Mayer I R 
 FHWA REPORT 
12 Report by Federal Highway Administration Division Adminis-

trator  
1.11 Vincent Mammano I R 

 POLICY MATTERS 
13 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1 Annette Gilbertson I C 
14 Budget and Allocation Capacity Update 4.2 Mitchell Weiss 

Steven Keck 
I D 

15 Update on Projects Delivered But Not Yet Allocated  4.12 Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

16 Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program - 2011-12 
Competitive Program Discussion 

4.3 Laurel Janssen I C 

17 Route 152 Project Update 4.14 Mike Evanhoe 
John Ristow 

I R 

18 Willits Bypass Permit Status Update 4.10 Charlie Fielder I D 
19 Update on I-5 Carpool Lane and Widening Project  - Orange 

County Line to I-605  
4.11 Mike Miles I D 

20 Project Estimating and Construction Industry Update  4.13 Bob Pieplow I D 
21 2012 STIP State Highway Needs 4.15 Mitchell Weiss 

Martin Tuttle 
I D 

22 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Project Baseline Agree-
ments Status Report  
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-09B 

4.5 Maura Twomey A C 
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23 Corridor Mobility Improvement Account Project Baseline 
Agreement Amendments 
1. Marin-Sonoma Narrows Corridor Project 
2. Lincoln Bypass Project 
Resolution CMIA-P-1112-05B 

4.6 Maura Twomey A C 

 INFORMATION CALENDAR  Stephen Maller   
24    IC Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated 

Authority  
-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1)): $7,242,000 for nine 

projects.  
-- SHOPP Safety G-03-10 Allocations (2.5f.(3)):  $12,157,000 

for two projects 
-- Minor G-05-05 Allocations (2.5f.(4)):  $1,000,000 for one 

District Minor project. 

2.5f.  I D 

25    IC Monthly Report on Projects Amended into the SHOPP by De-
partment Action 

3.1  I D 

26    IC Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for State 
Highway Projects, per Resolution G-06-08 

3.2a.  I D 

27    IC Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for Local As-
sistance STIP Projects, per Resolution G-06-08 

3.2b.  I D 

28    IC Update on Implementation of the Recovery Act of 2009 3.3  I D 
29    IC Monthly Report on Local and Regional Agency Notices of In-

tent to Expend Funds on Programmed STIP Projects Prior to 
Commission Allocation per SB 184 

3.4  I C 

30    IC TACA Annual Report on Accomplishments and Issues 
 

4.18 
 

 I C 
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 CONSENT CALENDAR  Stephen Maller   
31    CC 
 
  

Approval of Eight Projects for Future Consideration of Funding 
and one project for New Public Road Connection: 
 
01-MEN-1, PM 70.2/70.8 
Highway 1 Seaside Creek Storm Damage Repair Project 
 (MND) (PPNO 4459)  (SHOPP) 
Resolution E-11-67 
 
04-SM-101, PM 16.3/17.06 
US 101/Broadway Interchange Reconstruction Project. 
 (MND) (PPNO 0702A)  (STIP) 
Resolution E-11-68 
 
04-ALA-80, PM 1.99/8.04, 04-CC-80, PM 0.0/13.49 
Interstate 80 Integrated Corridor Mobility Project. 
(MND) (PPNO 0062G, 0062H, 0062I, 0062J, 0062E) (CMIA) 
Resolution E-11-69 
 
06-KER-99, PM 27.0/28.4 
Kern 99 North 8-Lane Widening Project 
(MND) (PPNO 6267)  (STIP) 
Resolution E-11-70 
 
06-KER-119, PM 5.5/R13.3 
Cherry Avenue Four-Lane Widening Project 
(MND) (PPNO 3645)  (STIP) 
Resolution E-11-71 
 
06-KER-99, PM 17.0/22.1 
South Bakersfield 8-Lane Project   
(MND) (PPNO 6268)  (STIP) 
Resolution E-11-72 
 
07-LA-405, PM 10.8/11.4 
I-405/Avalon Boulevard Interchange Project 
(ND) (EA 23390) (Local/Federal) 
Resolution E-11-73 
(Related under Tab 33.)  
 
08-RIV-91, PM R0.6/R2.6, 08-RIV-71, PM 1.6/3.0 
State Route 91/State Route 71 Interchange Improvement 
Project (MND) (PPNO 0077G)  (STIP) 
Resolution E-11-74 
 
08-RIV-215, PM 14.2/28.5 
Interstate 215 Widening Project 
(MND) (PPNO 9991G) (STIP/Local) 
Resolution E-11-75 

2.2c.(1)  A D 

32    CC Approval of One Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 
12 – Orange County 
Widen Brookhurst Street to a six-lane facility in the city of 
Anaheim. 
(MND) (SLPP)  
Resolution E-11-79 

2.2c.(5)  A C 



CTC MEETING  ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA October 26-27, 2011 
 
Tab # / 
Time Item Description Ref. # Presenter Status* 
 

Page 5 
 

33    CC  
 

New Public Road Connections 
-- A New Public Road Connection to State Route 405  
07-LA-405 PM 11.0 at Lenardo Drive next to Avalon Boulevard 
interchange in the city of Carson. 
Resolution S - 749 
(Related under Tab 31.)  

2.3b.  A D 

34    CC Two Relinquishment Resolutions 
-- 01-Men-101-PM R24.5, 
Right of way along Route 101, at East Perkins Street, in the 
city of Ukiah. 
Resolution R-3812 
-- 05-SB-101-PM 12.75, Collateral Facility 
Right of way along Route 101, at Milpas Street roundabout, in 
the city of Santa Barbara. 
Resolution R-3813 

2.3c.  A D 

35    CC 
 

One Vacation Resolution 
--10-SJ-26-PM 15.6 
Right of way along Route 26 in the county of San Joaquin, at 
0.4 miles north of N. Escalon Bellota Road.   
Resolution A885, Amending Resolution A883 

2.3d.  A D 

36    CC 
8 Ayes 

35 Resolutions of Necessity 
--Resolutions C-20621 through C-20627 and C-20629 through 
C-20656, and Amended Resolution C-20414  

2.4b.  A D 

37    CC Director’s Deeds 
--Items 1 through 10 
Excess Lands – Return to State: $113,188 
Return to Others: $0 

2.4d.  A D 

38    CC Rescinding Resolution of Necessity 
--03-Yol-16-PM 28.49 
Carlos De La Fuente 
CR-148 rescinds Parcel 33700-1 
 of Resolution C-20531 

2.4e.  A D 

39    CC 
 

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce original CMIA con-
struction capital allocation of $2,466,000 for the I-80 ICM 
Transportation Operations System (TOS) project (PPNO 
0062I) by $570,000, to $1,896,000, to reflect contract award 
savings. 
Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-007 Amending Resolution CMIA-
A-1011-006 

2.5g.(1i)  A D 

40    CC Technical correction to Resolution FP-11-06, originally ap-
proved on August 10, 2011, to allocate $349,784 for the Car-
mel Mountain Habitat Restoration Project.  A technical correc-
tion is needed to revise the applicant from California Chaparral 
Institute to The Chaparral Lands Conservancy 

2.9a.  A D 

41    CC 
 

Technical correction to Resolution TFP-11-03, originally ap-
proved on August 11, 2011, for $40,000,000 for one locally-
administered TCRP project.  A technical correction is needed 
to revise the program code. 

2.9b.  A D 

42    CC 
 

Technical correction to Resolution FP-11-01, originally ap-
proved on August 10, 2011, for 63 SHOPP projects totaling 
$1,192,533,000 plus $157,000 from local sources. A technical 
correction is needed for Project 56 on the Book Item Attach-
ment to revise the Project ID. 

2.9c.  A D 
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43    CC Technical correction to TCIF Baseline Amendment Resolution 
TCIF-P-1112-02, originally approved on August 10-11, 2011. A 
technical correction is needed for Project 72-Civic Center Drive 
at Harbor Drive and Interstate 5 At-Grade Improvement (PPNO 
TC72) in San Diego County, to revise the schedule for “End of 
Design (PS&E)” phase, not “End of Right of Way” phase 

2.9d.  A D 

 Proposition 1B CMIA Project Amendments 
44 The Department and the El Dorado County Transportation 

Commission propose to amend the CMIA baseline agreement 
for the US 50 HOV lanes project (PPNO 3283A and PPNO 
3283B) to add scope extending the HOV lanes from Bass 
Lake to the Cambridge Road Interchange (included in Phase 
2A Segment 1 [PPNO 4895] under Resolution CMIA-P-1011-
07), and update the funding plans and delivery schedule. 
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-015, Amending Resolution  
CMIA-PA-0708-014 

2.1c.(1c) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Proposition 1B TCIF Project Amendments  
45 The Port of West Sacramento proposes to amend the TCIF 

baseline agreement for Project 14, (Sacramento River Deep 
Water Channel Project [PPNO 3195]), to update the project 
schedule, cost and funding plan. 
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-10 

2.1c.(5a) Maura Twomey 
Sharon Scherzinger 

A D 

46 The Riverside County Transportation Commission and the City 
of Riverside propose to amend the TCIF baseline agreement 
for Project 45, (Iowa Avenue Grade Separation [PPNO 1121]), 
to update the project schedule and funding plan. 
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-11 
(Related under Tab 74.)      

2.1c.(5b) Maura Twomey 
Sharon Scherzinger 

A D 

 Proposition 1B TLSP Project Amendments  
47 The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to 

amend the TLSP baseline agreement for the Countywide 
TLSP project to update the project schedule 
Resolution TLSP-PA-1112-02 

2.1c.(6) Teresa Favila 
Robert Copp 

A D 

 Proposition 1B HRCSA Project Amendments 
48 The Orange County Transportation Authority, City of Fremont 

and City of Los Angeles request baseline agreement amend-
ments for three HRCSA projects to update the project sche-
dules. 
Resolution GS1B-P-1112-02 

2.1c.(7a) Teresa Favila  
Bill Bronte 

A D 

49 The City of Los Angeles requests a baseline agreement 
amendment for the Riverside Grade Separation Replacement 
project to update the project costs. 
Resolution GS1B-P-1112-03 

2.1c.(7b) Teresa Favila  
Bill Bronte 

A D 

5:00 pm ADJOURN 
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Thursday, October 27, 2011 
 
  9:00 a.m.  Commission Meeting 

    Sacramento Convention Center 
1300 J Street, Room 306 
Sacramento, CA 

 
9:00 am GENERAL BUSINESS 
 Roll Call 1.1 Dario Frommer I C 
 POLICY MATTERS 
50 Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program - 2011-12 

Competitive Program 
SLP1B-P-1112-04 

4.4 Laurel Janssen A C 

51 Statewide Transportation Needs Assessment 4.7 Bob Leiter I R 
52 AB 1467 HOT Lane Project Eligibility - Bay Area Express Lane 

Network  
Resolution G-11-10 

4.16 Maura Twomey 
Steve Heminger 

A R/C 

53 AB 1467 HOT Lanes Northern Hearing - Bay Area Express 
Lanes Project  

4.19 Maura Twomey I C 

54 Update on Presidio Parkway Public Private Partnership 
Project (Doyle Drive) 

4.17 Jose Luis Moscovich 
Kome Ajise 

A R/D 

55 Update on Rail Rolling Stock Acquisition, a Proposition 1B 
PTMISEA Intercity Rail Improvement project programmed as 
“Procure New Rail Cars” 

4.9 Juan Guzman 
Bill Bronte 

I D 

56 Proposed 2012-13 Allocation Set-Aside for the PUC Railroad 
Grade Crossing Maintenance Program 
Resolution G-11-10 

4.20 Juan Guzman A C 

57 Adoption of the California Aviation System Plan: 2011 
Policy Element 

4.8 Gary Cathey A D 

 PROGRAM STATUS 
58 Proposition 116 Status Report 3.5 Juan Guzman I C 
59 Final Close-out Report on FY 2010-11 Right of Way Capital 

Lump Sum Allocation 
3.6 Stephen Maller 

Brent Green 
I D 

60 Annual Real Property Services Report 3.7 Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

I D 

 Environmental Matters – Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding, Route Adoption or 
New Public Road Connection (Final Negative Declaration or EIR)

61 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:  
05-SBT-156, PM 3.0/R8.2 
San Benito Route 156 Improvement Project 
(FEIR)  (PPNO 0297)  (STIP) 
Resolution E-11-76 

2.2c.(2) Kandra Hester-
DelBianco 
Jay Norvell 

A D 

62 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:  
04-SCL-280, PM 5.10/5.20, 04-SCL-880, PM 0.0/0.70 
Improvements at SR-71/I-880 and I-880/Stevens Creek Bou-
levard Interchange Project 
(FEIR) (PPNO 0408G)  (CMIA/Local) 
Resolution E-11-77 

2.2c.(3) Kandra Hester-
DelBianco 
Jay Norvell 

A D 

63 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 
12 – Orange County 
Widen and improve a 3.9 mile segment of Bristol Street 
to a six-lane divided arterial in the city of Santa Ana.               
(FEIR) (SLPP)  
Resolution E-11-78 

2.2c.(4) Kandra Hester-
DelBianco  

A C 
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 Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects 
64 Financial Allocation:  $55,661,000 for six SHOPP projects. 

--$40,413,000 for one SHOPP project. 
--$15,248,000 for five projects amended into the SHOPP by 

Departmental action. 
Resolution FP-11-17 

2.5b.(1) Juan Guzman 
Steven Keck 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for STIP Projects  
65 Financial Allocation:  $687,000 for the State administered Air-

port Boulevard Interchange Highway Planting (PPNO 0318Y) 
STIP project in Monterey County on the State Highway Sys-
tem. 
Resolution FP-11-18 

2.5c.(1) Mitchell Weiss 
Steven Keck 

A D 

66 Financial Allocation:  $ 350,000 for the locally administered 
Interstate – 580 Landscaping (PPNO 0139F) STIP TE project 
in Alameda County on the State Highway System. 
Resolution FP-11-19 

2.5c.(2) Mitchell Weiss 
Steven Keck 

A D 

67 Financial Allocations:  $1,080,000 for nine locally  adminis-
tered STIP projects off the State Highway, as follows: 
-- $239,000 for three STIP projects; 
-- $556,000 for three STIP Transportation Enhancement 

projects; 
-- $285,000 for three Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 

projects.  
Contributions from local sources: $2,500. 
Resolution FP-11-20 

2.5c.(3) Mitchell Weiss 
Steven Keck 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B CMIA Projects  
68 Financial Allocation:  $20,000,000 for the State Route 65 Lin-

coln Bypass – Phase 2A (PPNO 4895) State administered 
CMIA project in Placer County on the State Highway System. 
Resolution CMIA-A-1112-__ 

2.5g.(1a) 
 

Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

69 Financial Allocation:  $7,584,000 for the Interstate 80 Inte-
grated Corridor Mobility Software and System Integration 
(PPNO 0062G) locally administered CMIA project in Alameda 
and Contra Costa Counties on the State Highway System. 
Resolution CMIA-A-1112-__ 

2.5g.(1b) 
 

Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

70 
 

Financial Allocation:  $3,802,000 for the capital support of the 
US 101 Auxiliary Lanes from Embarcadero Road to University 
Avenue (PPNO 0658C) State administered CMIA project in 
San Mateo County on the State Highway System. 
Resolution CMIA-A-1112-012 

2.5g.(1d) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Financial Allocation Amendments for Proposition 1B CMIA Projects 
71 Financial Allocation Amendment: Revise the previously de-

allocated CMIA savings  amount for Segment 1 (Widen and 
realign State Route 84 south of I-580 interchange and relo-
cate utilities, PPNO 0115E) of the I-580 Isabel Avenue Inter-
change project in Alameda County by an additional 
$600,000. 
Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-008, Amending resolutions CMIA-
A-0809-007 and CMIA-AA-0910-011 

2.5g.(1g) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

  



CTC MEETING  ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA October 26-27, 2011 
 
Tab # / 
Time Item Description Ref. # Presenter Status* 
 

Page 9 
 

 Project Amendments for Proposition 1B CMIA Projects 
72 The Department and the City of Livermore propose to amend  

the CMIA baseline agreements for Segment 1 [Widen and rea-
lign State Route 84 south of I-580 interchange and relocate 
utilities (PPNO 0115E)], Segment 2 [Construct new local roads 
north of the I-580/Isabel Avenue Interchange (PPNO 0115F)], 
and Segment 3 [Construct new interchange at Isabel Avenue 
and a new Portola Avenue Overcrossing (PPNO 0115B)] of 
the I-580/Isabel Interchange project to revise the project 
scopes for Segments 1 and 3 and to update the project fund-
ing plans for Segments 1 and 2.  
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-016 

2.1c.(1d) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Financial Allocation Amendments for Proposition 1B CMIA Projects 
73 Financial Allocation Amendment: Revise the previously de-

allocated CMIA savings amount for Segment 2 (Widen and 
realign State Route 84 south of I-580 interchange and relo-
cate utilities, PPNO 0115F) of the I-580 Isabel Avenue Inter-
change project in Alameda County by $600,000. 
Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-009, Amending resolutions CMIA-
A-0809-008 and CMIA-AA-0910-009 

2.5g.(1h) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B TCIF Projects 
74 Financial Allocation:  $13,000,000 for one locally administered 

TCIF Project 45 (Iowa Avenue Grade Separation Project 
[PPNO 1121]) in Riverside County. 
Contributions from other sources: $11,500,000. 
 Resolution TCIF-A-1112-__ 
(Related Items under Tabs 46 & 86.)    

2.5g.(5) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B SLPP Projects 
75 Financial Allocation:  $144,000 for one State-Local Partnership 

Program Slurry Seal Project locally administered in Nevada 
County off the State Highway System. 
Contributions from other sources: $678,000. 
 Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 

2.5g.(10a) Laurel Janssen 
Denix Anbiah 

A D 

76 Financial Allocation:  $22,419,432 for three locally adminis-
tered State-Local Partnership Program Transit projects. 
Contributions from other sources: $1,265,444,000. 
 Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 

2.5g.(10b) Laurel Janssen 
Denix Anbiah 

A D 

77 Financial Allocation $7,200,000 for the locally administered 
South Sacramento Corridor Phase 2 – Parking Structure 
State-Local Partnership Program Transit project in Sacramen-
to County.  Contributions from other sources: $31,500,000. 
Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 
(Related Item under Tab 85.)   

2.5g.(10c) Laurel Janssen 
Jane Perez 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for STIP Projects  
78 Financial Allocation:  $1,139,000 for one locally administered 

Replacement Vehicles for Eastern Sierra Transit Authority 
STIP Transit Project in Inyo County. 
Resolution MFP-11-03 

2.6a. Mitchell Weiss 
Jane Perez 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Other Transit Projects 
79 Financial Allocation: $60,740,637 in Public Transportation Ac-

count funds for Intercity Rail Operations and Feeder Bus Ser-
vice on the Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin routes 
Resolution MFP-11-04 

2.6d. Juan Guzman 
Bill Bronte 

A D 
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 Financial Allocations for TCRP Projects 
80 Financial Allocation:  $19,835,000 for Right of Way for Tier 1 

TCRP Project 42, I-5 Widening; Orange County Line to Route 
605 (PPNO 2808). 
Resolution TFP-11-05 

2.6e. Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Proposition 1A High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund – Intercity 
81 Financial Allocation:  $ 9,800,000 for the Proposition 1A - 

HSPTBF- Intercity San Joaquin Corridor Positive Train Control 
project from Port Chicago to Bakersfield. 
Resolution HST1A-A-1112-02 

2.6f. Laurel Janssen 
Bill Bronte 

A D 

 Financial Allocations for Supplemental Funds  
82 Financial Allocation: $1,974,000 in supplemental funds for one 

SHOPP Transportation Management Systems (PPNO 0618F) 
project in San Mateo County to award the contract. The cur-
rent SHOPP allocation is $9,526,000. This request for 
$1,974,000 results in an increase of 20.7 percent over the 
original allocation. 
Resolution FA-11-07 

2.5e.(2) Mitchell Weiss 
Bijan Sartipi 

A D 

83 Financial Allocation:  $2,438,000 in supplemental funds for 
one SHOPP Bridge Scour Mitigation (PPNO 0140A) project in 
Mendocino County to award the contract. The current SHOPP 
allocation is $9,000,000. This request for $2,438,000 results in 
an increase of 27.1 percent over the original allocation. 
Resolution FA-11-06 

2.5e.(1) Mitchell Weiss 
Charlie Fielder 
 

A D 

 Letters of No Prejudice for Proposition 1B Projects 
84 Proposition 1B Letter of No Prejudice for TCIF Project 56  

I-10/Cherry Avenue Interchange Reconstruction project 
(PPNO 0137T) in San Bernardino County.(TCIF) 
Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-11 
(Related Item under Tab 15.)     

2.1c.(10a) Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

85 Proposition 1B Letter of No Prejudice for the South  
Sacramento Corridor Phase 2 - Parking Structure project in 
Sacramento County. (SLPP) 
Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-12 
(Related Item under Tab 77.)     

2.1c.(10c) Laurel Janssen 
Jane Perez 

A D 

86 Proposition 1B Letter of No Prejudice for TCIF Project 45, 
Iowa Avenue Grade Separation (PPNO 1121), in Riverside 
County.(TCIF) 
Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-13 
(Related Items under Tab 74.)     

2.1c.(10d) Laurel Janssen 
Sharon Scherzinger 

A D 

 Requests to Extend the Period of Contract Award  
87 Request to Extend the Period of Contract Award for two local-

ly-administered STIP projects totaling $1,445,000, per Resolu-
tion G-06-08 
Waiver-11-57 

2.8b.(2) Juan Guzman 
Denix Anbiah 

A D 

88 Request to Extend the Period of Contract Award for the San 
Marcos Road over Maria Ygnacia Creek Local Bridge Seismic 
Retrofit project in the county of Santa Barbara for $92,099, per 
LBSRA Guidelines 
Waiver-11-58 

2.8b.(3) Juan Guzman 
Denix Anbiah 

A D 

 Request to Extend the Period of Project Completion  
89 Request to Extend the Period of Project Completion for the 

Westside Parkway Phase 1 project (PPNO 8705) in the city of 
Bakersfield for $69,200,000, per STIP Guidelines 
Waiver-11-59 

2.8c. Juan Guzman 
Denix Anbiah 

A D 

 OTHER MATTERS / PUBLIC COMMENT 



CTC MEETING  ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA October 26-27, 2011 
 
Tab # / 
Time Item Description Ref. # Presenter Status* 
 

Page 11 
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Highway Financial Matters 
 
$ 55,326,000 Total SHOPP/Minor Requested for Allocation 
$ 2,117,100 Total STIP Requested for Allocation 
$ 31,986,000 Total Proposition 1B Bond Requested for Allocation 
$ 4,412,000 Total Supplemental Funds Requested for Allocation 
$ 93,841,100 Sub-Total Project Funds Requested for Allocation 
 
$ 18,509,000 Delegated Allocations  
$ 112,350,100 Sub-Total, Highway Project Allocations 
 
$ 402,500 Contributions from Other Sources  
$   112,752,600   Total Value 
 
Est. Total Jobs Created: 2,030 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced.) 
 
($   1,170,000) Total Proposition 1B Bond De-Allocations Requested 
 

 
 

 

Mass Transportation Financial Matters 
 
$ 1,139,000 Total STIP Requested for Allocation 
$ 19,833,000 Total TCRP Requested for Allocation 
$ 60,740,637 Total ICR Operations/Feeder Bus Requested for Allocation 
$ 9,800,000 Total Proposition 1A Bond Requested for Allocation 
$ 91,512,637 Total State Allocations 
 
Est. Total Jobs Created: 1,647 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced.) 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-11-17 

1 
$40,413,000 

 
Placer 

03-Pla-89 
T8.5 

 
 

 
Tahoe City from 0.2 mile south of the El Dorado/Placer County 
Line to the Truckee River Bridge.   
Outcome/Output:  Construct water quality collection and 
treatment facilities to meet the requirements of California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board.  (Construction will take 
more than 3 years due to permit restriction on grading and soil 
disturbances between May1 to October 15 each year.  Also, 
traffic restrictions are reduced between June 15th and Labor 
Day during the peak tourist season.  Construction is estimated 
to begin Summer of 2012 and be completed by December 
2015.  As a result, the California Department of Transportation 
is also requesting 39 months to complete construction.) 

03-3454 
SHOPP/11-12 
$40,550,000 
0300000297 

4 
2A9204 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.335 

 
$811,000 

 
$39,739,000 

 
 

 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-11-17 

2 
$1,898,000 

 
Del Norte 

01-DN-101 
15.5/20.3 

 
Near Crescent City, from 2.8 miles north of Wilson Creek 
Road to 0.2 mile north of Mill Creek Park Entrance Road.   
Outcome/Output:  Install open-graded bonded wearing 
course, install centerline rumble strips and replace recessed 
retro reflective pavement markers to reduce the number of 
collisions and improve safety. 

01-1063 
SHOPP/11-12 

$1,898,000 
0100000696 

4 
498704 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$38,000 

 
$1,860,000 

 
  

3 
$1,702,000 

 
Contra Costa 
04-CC-Var. 

Var. 

 
In Contra Costa County, on Routes 4, 24, 80, 242 and 680 at 
various locations.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 19 bridges 
by replacing joint seals and approach slab, repairing spalls 
and treating bridge deck with methacrylate to provide 
smoother ride and extend the useful life. 

04-2177A 
SHOPP/11-12 

$1,888,000 
0400020048 

4 
2E2304 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.119 

 
$34,000 

 
$1,668,000 

 
  

4 
$10,000,000 

 
San Francisco 

04-SF-1 
6.0 

 
 

 
In the city of San Francisco, at Presidio National Park.  
Mountain Lake Settlement.   (Financial Contribution Only 
(FCO).  Outcome/Output:  Allocate funds for legal settlement 
with the United States Government to remediate the Lake, 
divert runoff from state route and repair all overflow pipes.  

04-1067 
SHOPP/10-11 

11-12 
$10,000,000 
0412000106 

4 
1A9014

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.335 

 
$200,000 

 
$9,800,000  

  

5 
$1,313,000 

 
Santa Cruz 
05-SCr-1 
17.5/18.2 

 
In the city of Santa Cruz, from north of Route 9 to north of the 
High Street Pedestrian Overcrossing.   
Outcome/Output:  Construct concrete median barrier to 
improve traffic safety along 0.7 roadway centerline miles.  

05-2246 
SHOPP/11-12 

$1,604,000 
0500000420 

4 
0S3104 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$26,000 

 
$1,287,000 

 
  

6 
$335,000 

 
San Luis Obispo 

05-SLO-166 
42.5/48.9 

 
 

 
Near New Cuyama, from 2.4 miles east of Gifford Creek to 2.1 
miles west of Cuyama River.   
Outcome/Output:  Install centerline rumble strips to reduce the 
number of collisions and improve safety along 6.4 centerline 
miles.  

05-2269 
SHOPP/11-12 

$533,000 
0500000473 

4 
0T0204 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$7,000 

 
$328,000 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(1) State Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System  Resolution FP-11-18 

1 
$687,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

TAMC 
Monterey 

05N-Mon-101 
85.0/85.8 

 

 
In and near Salinas, from 0.6 mile south of Airport Boulevard to 
0.2 mile north of Airport Boulevard.  Landscape mitigation. 
 
Final Project Development 
 Support Estimate: $  291,000 
 Programmed Amount: $  370,000 
 Adjustment: $ 79,000    (Credit) 
 
Final Right of Way 
 Right of Way Estimate: $   2,000 
 Programmed Amount: $ 25,000 
 Adjustment: $ 23,000    (Credit) 
 
(Construction cost increase of $2,000 to be funded from 
Monterey County’s unprogrammed share balance.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  21.5 acres of planting.

  
05-0318Y 
RIP/11-12 

CONST ENG 
$280,000 
CONST 

$685,000 
$687,000 

0500000865 
4 

349514 
 

 
 

2011-12 
301-0042 

SHA 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.075.600 

 
 

$78,000

$609,000

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(2)   Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Project on the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-19

1 
$350,000 

 
Alameda County 
Transportation 
Commission        

MTC 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-580 
33.5/34.6 

 

 
In city of San Leandro, on Interstate 580, between Estudillo 
Avenue and 141st Street; construct highway landscaping. 
 
Final Project Development Adjustment:  N/A 
 
Final Right of Way Share Adjustment:  N/A 
 
(A five-month time extension of FY 2010-11 funds 
programmed for CONST will expire on 11/30/2011 per Waiver 
11-08.) 
  
Outcome/Output:  This project will repair the existing irrigation 
system, plant new plants and add additional irrigation system.

04-0139F 
RIP TE/10-11 

(Alameda) 
CONST 
$93,000 

 
RIP TE/10-11 
(Santa Clara) 

CONST 
$257,000 

0412000183 
4CONL 
3G1504

 
 

2011-12 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.075.600 

 
 

$350,000
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-20 

1 
$55,000 

 
Tehama County 

Tehama LTC 
02-Tehama 

 
 
 

 
99W Overlay.   
Local Route 99W, formerly old State Route 99 between the 
Corning and Red Bluff city limits.  Construct overlay, shoulder 
backing and pavement markings. 
 
(SB 184 Submittal effective 08/29/11.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Overlay of an existing roadway in accordance 
with the CTC Guidelines for local and road rehabilitation.

02-2503 
RIP/11-12 

PS&E 
$55,000 

0212000041 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.621 

$55,000

 

2 
$159,000 

 
Sierra County 

Sierra LTC 
03-Sierra 

 

 
Ridge Road Rehabilitation.   
In Alleghany, on Ridge Road between Pliocene Ridge Road 
and Miners Street.  Rehabilitate roadway. 
 
(A six-month time extension of FY 2010-11 funds programmed 
for PS&E and R/W will expire on 12/31/11 per Waiver 11-32.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Complete the PS&E and R/W components 
for this roadway rehabilitation project to be ready to proceed to 
construction. 

03-1L61 
RIP/10-11 

PS&E 
$100,000 

R/W 
$59,000 

0300000634 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.621 

$18,238

$140,762

 

3 
$25,000 

 
Mariposa County 

Mariposa LTC 
10-Mariposa 

 

 
Mount Bullion Cutoff Road Rehabilitation Phase 1.   
Near the town of Mariposa, on Mount Bullion Cutoff Road from 
1.1 miles west of Route 49 to Route 49.  Roadway 
rehabilitation. 
 
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate approximately 2.22 lane miles of 
Mount Bullion Cutoff according to the Mariposa Rehabilitation 
Plan. 

10-0209A 
RIP/11-12 

PS&E 
$25,000 

1012000049 
 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.621 

$25,000

 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects 
 off the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-20 

4 
$41,000 

 
Rio Dell 
HCAOG 

01-Humboldt 

 
Downtown Pedestrian and Streetscape Improvements.  
In Rio Dell, on Wildwood Avenue between Douglas Street and 
Eagle Prairie Bridge.  Pedestrian and streetscape 
improvements. 
 
 Outcome/Output:  This project will convey a sense of arrival 
to downtown, establish a positive image and reinforce 
community identity, promote pedestrian and vehicular safety, 
support the redevelopment effort in the downtown and 
establish the design tone for streetscape projects in Dell Rio.

01-2260 
RIP TE/11-12 

PA&ED 
$11,000 
$41,000 
PS&E 

$40,000 
$10,000 

0112000004 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

$41,000

5 
$501,000 

 
City of Milpitas 

MTC 
04-Santa Clara 

 

 
Escuela Parkway Pedestrian and Bike Enhancements.   
In the city of Milpitas, widen eastside sidewalk along Escuela 
Parkway, from Washington to Russell.  Install shade trees, 
landscape irrigation, and construct a VTA bus pullout and pad. 
 
Outcome/Output:  This project will promote walking and biking 
to three schools through sidewalk widening improvements.

04-2255F 
RIP TE/11-12 

CONST 
$501,000 

0400021251 
 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

$501,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects 
 off the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-20 

6 
$14,000 

 
City of Mendota 

COFCG 
06-Fresno 

 
Derrick Avenue and 7th Street Beautification and 
Realignment project.  In the city of Mendota, realign the 
intersection of Derrick Avenue and 7th Street to a 
perpendicular intersection.  Create a geometrically safer 
intersection. 
 
(Allocation funded from FY 2011-12 TE Reserve PPNO B002.)
 
(Contributions from local sources: $2,500.) 
 
 Outcome/Output:  There are currently sight distance and 
pedestrian crossing issues at the intersection that the 
proposed design will resolve.  Second, it creates a park/plaza 
on the southeast corner of the intersection that will create a 
landscaped entry to the City’s downtown.  Third, it will 
enhance circulation and access to the commercial centers on 
the north and south side of the intersection.

06-B002K 
RIP TE/11-12 

R/W 
$14,000 

0600020531 
 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

$14,000

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-11-20 

7 
$86,000 

 
Colusa County 
Transportation 
Commission 
Colusa LTC 
03-Colusa 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 

 
 

03-0L20 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 
$86,000 

0312000081 
 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.670 

 
 

$86,000 
 

8 
$143,000 

 
El Dorado Local 
Transportation 
Commission 

El Dorado LTC 
03-El Dorado 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 

 
 

03-0L14 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 

$143,000 
0312000034 

 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.670 

 
 

$143,000 
 

9 
$56,000 

 
Sierra County 

Local 
Transportation 
Commission 
Sierra LTC 
03-Sierra 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 

 
 

03-0L04 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 
$56,000 

0312000082 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.670 

 
 

$56,000 
 

 
  



CTC Financial Vote List October 26-27, 2011 
2.5 Highway Financial Matters 
 

  Page 5 of 14 
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Reason for Supplemental Funds

PPNO
Program 

Funding Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Codes 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

State 
Federal 
Current 

Amount by 
Fund Type

State 
Federal 

Additional 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

State 
Federal 
Revised 

Amount by Fund 
Type

2.5e.(1) Supplemental Funds for Previously Voted Projects Resolution FA-11-06 

1  
$2,438,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

Mendocino 
01-Men-1 
33.4/33.9 

 
Near Elk, at Greenwood Creek Bridge  
#10-123.   
 
Outcome/Output:  Remove one scour-
damaged bridge and replace with a three-
span box girder concrete bridge to comply 
with Bridge Scour Report recommendation. 
 
Supplemental funds needed to award 
construction contract. 
 
 
Total Revised Amount: $11,438,000 
 
 

01-0140A 
SHOPP 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.111 
0100000095 

4 
310104 

 
SHOPP 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.111

 
 
 

$180,000 
 

 $8,820,000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

        $49,000 
 

   $2,389,000 
 

 
 
 

$180,000 
 

$8,820,000 
 
 
 
 
  

 
 
 

    $49,000 
 

$2,389,000 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Reason for Supplemental Funds

PPNO
Program 

Funding Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Codes 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

State 
Federal 
Current 

Amount by 
Fund Type

State 
Federal 

Additional 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

State 
Federal 
Revised 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5e.(2) Supplemental Funds for Previously Voted Projects Resolution FA-11-07 

1 
$1,974,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

San Mateo 
04-SM-101 

7.5/25.9 

 
Near Palo Alto, from Santa Clara County line 
to San Francisco County line.  
 
Outcome/Output:  Install ramp metering 
systems and CHP/Maintenance pullouts at 
29 locations to improve freeway traffic 
performance. 
 
Supplemental funds needed to award 
construction contract. 
 
 
Total Revised Amount: $11,500,000 
 
 

04-0618F 
SHOPP 
2010-11 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.315 
0400000843 

4 
2A7904 

 
SHOPP 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.315

 
 
 
 

$9,526,000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

         $39,000 
 

    $1,935,000 
 

 
 
 

$9,526,000 
 
 
 
 
  

 
 
 

$39,000 
 

$1,935,000 
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Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Allocation History

PPNO 
Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5f.  Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  

1 
$800,000 

 
Humboldt 

01U-Hum-299 
8.5 

 
Near Blue Lake, 1.8 miles east of Buckley Road.  Heavy rain in March 
2011 caused the roadway support to slip out at this location.  The 
roadway continued to slip and Maintenance forces continued to patch 
and repair the scarps in the roadway to maintain roadway profile.  
This project is necessary to reconstruct the roadway and restore its 
profile and repair a failed culvert before the onset of the next winter 
season.      
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/14/11:                          $  800,000 
 (Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
01-2345 

SHOPP/11-12 
0112120146 

4 
0B6404 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.130  

 
 

$92,000 
 

$708,000 

2 
$350,000 

 
Sac 

03U-Sac-Var 
Var 

 
In Nevada and Sacramento Counties, on various routes at various 
locations.  Theft of existing copper wires from highway electrical 
facilities resulted in loss of power to traffic changeable message 
signs, remote weather information systems, and overhead lighting.  
Additionally, the Mather pump-house, necessary to prevent flooding 
during heavy rain on Route 50, was damaged by these thefts.  This 
project is to replace stolen wires to restore facilities operation, and 
reconstruct damaged pull boxes and conduits.  Pull boxes will be 
buried to prevent future thefts. 
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/14/11:                          $    350,000 

 
03-6232 

SHOPP/11-12 
0312000074 

4 
3F1104 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130  

$350,000 
 

3 
$300,000 

 
Alameda 

04U-Ala-680 
0.38 

 
In Fremont, at Scott Creek Bridge.  During heavy rain on December 
17, 2010, two slip-outs developed between the mainline shoulder 
and the off-ramp below it on southbound Route 680.  Further rain on 
December 26, 2010 and January 1, 2011 caused the slip-outs to 
expand.  The initial allocation was to excavate loose material, backfill 
with rock slope protection (RSP), cover with erosion control mats, 
and install under-drains at the toe of the RSP.  This supplemental 
allocation is to repair additional slip-out damage caused by heavy 
rain later in 2011.  
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   01/26/11:                          $     510,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 08/15/11:              $     300,000 
Revised Allocation:                                               $     810,000 

 
04-1600H 

SHOPP/10-11 
0400020794 

4 
1SS244 

 
Emergency 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130  

$300,000 
 

4 
$1,000,000 

 
Contra Costa 
04U-CC-80 

10.69 

 
In Hercules, at the Willow Avenue Undercrossing (Bridge 28-0151).  
On June 10, 2011, a piece of armored bridge deck joint at Abutment 
4 in the westbound lanes broke loose, bending up into the roadway 
and causing vehicle damage.  A temporary repair was made by 
removing the damaged armor and placing concrete to fill the void.  
Inspection revealed that the remaining joints on this structure are 
failing in a similar manner.  This project is to remove all armor along 
the open joints at Abutment 1, Bent 2, Bent 3, and Abutment 4, 
rebuild the joint headers and install joint seals without armor.     
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   08/12/11:                          $     1,000,000 

 
04-0238H 

SHOPP/11-12 
0412000026 

4 
3G2004 

 
Emergency 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130  

$1,000,000 
 

5 
$2,100,000 

 
San Mateo 
04U-SM-35 

3.8 

 
Near Sky Londa, 0.6 mile south of Cloud Rest Area.  During heavy 
rain on April 2011, a slip-out occurred at this location causing the 
loss of the roadway shoulder in the northbound direction.  One-way 
traffic control system was installed on the southbound side as an 
interim measure.  The slope continues to move with pavement 
cracks expanding.  This project is to construct a soldier pile wall to 
permanently stabilize the roadway before the onset of the next winter 
season.     
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/14/11:                          $  2,100,000 
(Additional $100,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
04-0636Q 

SHOPP/11-12 
0400021266 

4 
3G0104 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130  

$2,100,000 
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Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Allocation History

PPNO 
Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5f.  Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  

6 
$600,000 

 
San Luis Obispo 

05U-SLO-46 
3.8 

 
Near Cambria, 3 miles east of Green Valley Creek Bridge.  Heavy 
rainfall in March 2011 caused the travel way to settle.  An 
investigation revealed a 130-foot by 84-inch corrugated steel pipe 
culvert has failed.  The pipe is over 20 feet below finished grade.  
Initial allocation was for the removal and replacement of the culvert.  
The first supplemental allocation was due to encountering 
unanticipated soil conditions that required additional roadway 
support during excavation and import of fill material to replace 
unsuitable existing soil.  This supplemental is due to continuing need 
to stabilize retaining structures, constraints on sediment control, and 
more than expected volume of soil removal and import of fill material. 
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   04/06/11:                           $    800,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 07/11/11:               $    400,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 08/30/11:               $    600,000 
Revised Allocation:                                                $ 1,800,000 
(Additional $15,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
05-2322 

SHOPP/10-11 
0500020362 

4 
1A5004 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.130  

$600,000 
 

7 
$652,000 

 
Los Angeles 

07U-LA-2 
40.3/61.6 

 
In the Angeles National Forest, at Postmile (PM) 40.3 and also at 
PM 61.5.  Late December 2010 storms saturated the hillside causing 
the steep slopes to fail at the two locations.  The initial allocation was 
to excavate the slide material, rebuild the slopes and repair the 
roadway.  The fill slope at PM 61.5 however, continued to expand 
requiring additional excavation, more backfill material and larger 
roadway repairs than was originally estimated resulting in the need 
for this supplemental allocation.    
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   05/04/11:                          $  2,900,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 08/15/11:              $     652,000 
Revised Allocation:                                               $  3,552,000 

 
07-4443 

SHOPP/10-11 
0700021188 

4 
3X4204 

 
Emergency 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.130  

$652,000 
 

8 
$1,250,000 

 
Los Angeles 

07U-LA-L5824 
 

 
In Pomona at the Caltrans Pomona Maintenance Station (Facility L-
5824).  On August 24, 2011, a truck and trailer travelling on 
eastbound Route 60, left the highway and crashed into the Caltrans 
building causing significant structural damage.  Temporary shoring 
was put in place to prevent building collapse.  This project is to repair 
the building including repairs to the structural steel support 
framework, concrete floors, walls, ceilings, roof, wiring, plumbing, 
highway guardrail and fencing, irrigation and signals.     
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   08/30/11:                          $  1,250,000 
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
07-4476 

SHOPP/11-12 
0712000078 

4 
3X6204 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130  

$1,250,000 
 

9 
$190,000 

 
Ventura 

07U-Ven-150 
4.4/5.5 

 
Near the City of Ojai.  Heavy rain in March 2011 caused several 
sections of roadway support slopes to fail and slip out.  The initial 
allocation was to excavate the damaged locations, rebuild the slopes 
with keyway buttresses, compact the fills and repair damaged 
roadway.  The largest slip-out (PM 5.3) required more excavation 
and backfill material than was originally estimated resulting in the 
need for this supplemental allocation.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   04/14/11:                          $    400,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 08/15/11:              $    190,000 
Revised Allocation:                                               $    590,000 

 
07-4460 

SHOPP/10-11 
0700021151 

4 
3X2704 

 
Emergency 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.130  

$190,000 
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Project # 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
 
 

Location 
Project Description 

Allocation History

PPNO 
Program/Year

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 
Program 
Codes 

Amount by 
Fund Type

Informational Report – SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))  

1 
$3,066,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04N-SCl-152 

12.8 

 
Near Gilroy, at Ferguson Road.  Outcome/Output:  Realign 
roadway, construct left and right turn channelization, and signalize 
intersection to regulate the movement of vehicles, reduce number 
of collisions and improve safety. 
 
Allocation date:  09/08/2011 

 
04-0483K 

SHOPP/11-12 
$3,800,000 

0400000814 
4 

2A2604 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$61,000

$3,005,000

2 
$9,091,000 

 
Mono 

09S-Mno-395 
118.7/119.6 

 
Near Topaz Lake, from 1.7 miles north of Route 89 to 0.9 mile 
south of the Nevada State border.  Outcome/Output:  Realign 
highway curves and widen shoulders to improve sight distances 
and improve safety along 0.9 roadway centerline miles.  
 
Allocation date:  09/07/2011 

 
09-0601 

SHOPP/11-12 
$18,300,000 
0900000038 

4 
237704 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$182,000

$8,909,000

 

# Dist County Route Postmiles Location/Description EA 
Program 

Code 

 Original
 Est. 

FM-09-06  Allocation

2.5f. Informational Report – Minor Construction Program – Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(4)) 

1 09 Iny L5709  
 

Install chain link fence, cinder, salt, 
gravel, security lighting, and cold mix 
storage bunkers, pave areas, replace 
emulsion tanks and construct oil/water 
separator.  

342404 201.352 $1,000,000 $1,000,000

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 
Project Funding 

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1a)   Proposition 1B – State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-A-1112-__ 

1 
$20,000,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

PCTPA 
03N-Pla-65 
R15.1/R19.9 

 
 

 
State Route 65 Lincoln Bypass – Phase 2A.   
In Placer County, on State Route 65 from Nelson Lane to West 
Wise Road.  Construct two southbound lanes creating a segment 
of the four lane bypass. 
 
Final Project Development:  N/A 
 
Final Right of Way:  N/A 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-06-22, July 2006.)
 
Outcome/Output:  Construct 4.7 miles of southbound lanes from 
Nelson Lane to West Wise Road. 
 

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.

 
03-4895 

CMIA/11-12 
CONST ENG  
$2,250,000 

CONST 
$17,750,000 
0300020583 

4 
333824 

 
 

 
 

004-6055 
CMIA 

 
2011-12 

304-6055 
CMIA 

20.20.721.000 
 
 

$2,250,000

$17,750,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 
Project Funding 

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1b)  Proposition 1B – Locally Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-A-1112-__ 

1 
$7,584,000 

 
Alameda County 
Transportation 
Commission 

MTC 
04N-Ala/CC-80 

1.90/8.0 
0/13.5 

 
 
 

 
Interstate 80 Integrated Corridor Mobility Software and System 
Integration.   
In Alameda and Contra Costa Counties.  This project, which is 
one of five contracts for the overall construction and integration of 
various components of the I-80 Integrated Corridor Mobility (ICM) 
project, will install servers, network hubs hardware and other 
required improvements. 
 
Final Project Development:  N/A 
 
Final Right of Way:  N/A 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-69, October 
2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  When combined with other contracts (PPNO’s 
0062H, 0062I, 0062J, and 0062E), the overall Interstate 80 
Integrated Corridor Mobility project will result in daily vehicle-
hours of delay savings of about 5,800 hours. 
 

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.

 
04-0062G 

CMIA/10-11 
CONST 

$7,584,000 
0400002041 

4 
3A7744 

 
 

 
 

2011-12 
304-6055 

CMIA 
20.20.721.000 

 
 

$7,584,000
  

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 
Project Funding 

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA
Item # 

Fund Type
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1d) Proposition 1B – State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-A-1112-012

1 
$3,802,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

MTC 
San Mateo 

04N-SM-101 
0.0/0.9 

 
 

 
US 101 Auxiliary Lanes from Embarcadero Road to 
University Avenue.   
Near Palo Alto and Menlo Park, from Embarcadero Road to 
University Avenue.  Construct new auxiliary lane (Segment 2). 
 
Final Project Development 
 Support Estimate: $4,088,000 
 Programmed Amount: $4,088,000 
 Adjustment: $              0 
 
Final Right of Way 
 Right of Way Estimate: $176,000 
 Programmed Amount: $176,000 
 Adjustment: $           0 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-09-77, October 
2009.) 
 
(The engineer’s estimate is lower than the current budget.  
Contribution from local sources is reduced from $24,563,000 to 
$12,648,000.  Program savings from Construction of $785,000 to 
be returned to the County share balance.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  When combined with other contract (PPNO 
0658B), the overall US 101 Auxiliary Lanes (Embarcadero to 
March Road) project will result in daily vehicle-hours of delay 
savings of about 13,750 hours. 

 
04-0658C 

CMIA/11-12 
CONST ENG  
$3,802,000 

 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 

$785,000 
$0 

040002019 
3 

235644 
 
 

 
 

004-6055 
CMIA 

 
 

$3,802,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Funding

EA
PPNO 

Program/Year 
PA&ED 
PS&E 
R/W 

CONST

Budget Year 
Item # 
Fund 

TypeProgram 
Code 

 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1g) Proposition 1B Allocation Amendment – Locally Administered CMIA Projects Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-008,
 on the State Highway System Amending Resolution CMIA-AA-0910-011 
  Amending Resolution CMIA-A-0809-007

1 
$24,600,000 
$17,775,000 
$18,375,000 

 
City of Livermore 

MTC 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-84 
28.3/29.0 

 
I-580 and Route 84 Interchange (Segment 1) – In Livermore 
on Route 84.  Widen and realign Route 84 (Isabel Avenue) 
south of I-580 and relocate utilities. 
 
Final Project Development Adjustment:  N/A 
Final Right of Way Share Adjustment:  N/A 
 
(Project Scope is consistent with CMIA baseline agreement 
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-0809-004 on 
October 2008.) 
 
 (Contributions from local sources:  $12,800,000, $7,720,000 
$8,120,000.) 
 
Amend Resolutions CMIA-A-0809-007 and CMIA-AA-0910-
011 to de-allocate a total of $6,225,000 CMIA CONST to 
reflect award savings. 
 
Outcome/Output:  Once completed, this segment, along with 
other segments (PPNO 0115B and 0115F) will result in daily 
vehicle hours of delay savings of about 814 hours.

171311 
04-0115E 

CMIA / 08-09 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$24,600,000 
$17,775,000 
$18,375,000 

 

 
 

2008-09 
304-6055 

CMIA 
20.20.721.000 

 

 
$24,600,000
$17,775,000
$18,375,000

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

EA
PPNO 

Program/Year 
PA&ED 
PS&E 
R/W 

CONST

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1h) Proposition 1B Allocation Amendment – Locally Administered CMIA Projects Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-009,
 on the State Highway System Amending Resolution CMIA-AA-0910-009 
  Amending Resolution CMIA-A-0809-008

1 
$3,900,000 
$2,370,000 
$1,770,000 

 
City of Livermore 

MTC 
04N-Alameda 

 

 
I-580 and Route 84 Interchange (Segment 2) – In Livermore. 
Construct new local roads north of the new I-580/Isabel 
Avenue Interchange, for proper operations of the interchange. 
 
(Project Scope is consistent with CMIA baseline agreement 
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-0809 -004 on October 
2008.) 
 
 (Contributions from local sources:  $3,400,000 $1,840,000 
$1,440,000) 
 
Amend Resolutions CMIA-A-0809-008 and CMIA-AA-0910-
009 to de-allocate a total of $2,130,000 CMIA CONST to 
reflect total project savings. 
 
Outcome/Output:  Once completed, this segment, along with 
other segments (PPNO 0115B and 0115E) will result in daily 
vehicle hours of delay savings of about 814 hours.

171321 
04-0115F 

CMIA / 08-09 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$3,900,000 
$2,370,000 
$1,770,000 

 

 
 

2008-09 
104-6055 

CMIA 
20.30.721.000 
20.30.210.100 

 

 
$3,900,000
$2,370,000
$1,770,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Funding 

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1i) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-007 
  Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1011-006 

1 
$2,466,000 
$1,896,000 

 
Alameda County 
Transportation 
Commission 

MTC 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-80 
1.9/8.0 

 
 

 
In Alameda and Contra Costa Counties, on Interstate 80 from 
the San Francisco Oakland Bay Bridge Toll Plaza to the 
Carquinez Bridge.  Install Traffic Operations Systems (TOS) 
along this section of the corridor.  This project will complete the 
detection system along the I-80 Corridor and the highway 
advisory radio gaps in the corridor. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 08/31/09) 
(NEPA – N/A) 
 
Amend Resolutions CMIA-A-1011-006 de-allocate a total of 
$570,000 CMIA CONST to reflect award savings 
 
Outcome/Output:  Completion of traffic detection systems and 
highway advisory radio gaps along the Interstate 80 corridor. 
 

 
04-0062I 

CMIA/10-11 
CONST 

$2,466,000 
$1,896,000 

0400002038 
3A7711 

 
 

 
 

 
2009-10 

304-6055 
CMIA 

20.20.721.000 

$2,466,000
$1,896,000

  

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(5) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Projects off the State Highway System  Resolution TCIF-A-1112-__ 

1 
$13,000,000 

 
City of Riverside 

RCTC 
08-Riverside 

 
 
 
 
 

 
TCIF Project 45.  Iowa Avenue Grade Separation Project.  
On Iowa Avenue between Palmyrita Drive and Spring 
Street.  Construct 4-lane roadway bridge (Overhead) over 
existing BNSF Tracks. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 07/18/08.) 
(NEPA – CE, 07/31/08.) 
 
(Related TCIF program amendment under Resolution TCIF-
P-1112-11; October 2011.) 
 
(Related LONP request under Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-
13; October 2011) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $11,500,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The project will replace the 
highway/railroad at-grade crossing with a grade separation 
(overhead) and upon completion will increase the reliability, 
velocity and throughput on the BNSF and UPRR system, 
eliminate emergency vehicle response delays, greenhouse 
gases generated by traffic delayed by trains, and adverse 
neighborhood impacts including delays, noise pollution and 
safety impacts. 
 

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.

08-1121 
TCIF/09-10 

CONST 
$13,000,000 
0800000186 

0G0464L 
 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6056 

TCIF 
20.30.210.300 

$13,000,000
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year 
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(10a) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)  Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 
 Projects off the State Highway System    

1 
$144,000 

 
Town of Truckee 

Nevada LTC 
03-Nevada 

 

 
Town of Truckee 2012 Slurry Seal Project. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $678,000.) 
 
(CEQA – CE, 07/29/11.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Slurry seal approximately 40 miles of 
Town-maintained roadways in accordance with the Town’s 
adopted Pavement Maintenance Program. 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$144,000 

0312000076 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$144,000 
 
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(10b) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Transit Projects Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 

1 
$11,894,000 

 
San Francisco Bay 
Area Rapid Transit 

District 
MTC 

04-Alameda 
 

 
Warm Springs Extension  
Construct a 5.4 mile extension from the existing Fremont 
BART station through the subway beneath Fremont Central 
Park to its terminus at the Warm Springs Station. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $795,940,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-03-33, 
September 2003.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Project will improve transit connectors 
needed between the Silicon Valley and will reduce vehicle 
miles traveled. 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$11,894,000 
0412000181 

S 
R898GM 

 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$11,894,000 
 
 

2 
$10,098,000 

 
San Francisco Bay 
Area Rapid Transit 

District 
MTC 

04-Alameda 
 

 
Oakland Airport Connector 
In Alameda County.  Improve access to the Oakland 
International Airport using Automated Guideway Technology 
to connect the airport with the BART regional rail system. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $464,111,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-10-16, 
February 2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Improve attractiveness and 
competitiveness of the Oakland air passenger services 
within the region. 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$10,098,000 
0412000180 

S 
R240GD 

 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$10,098,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(10b) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Transit Projects Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 

3 
$427,432 

 
Santa Cruz 

Metropolitan Transit 
District 

SCCRTC 
05-Santa Cruz 

 

 
CNG Buses Conversion 
Purchase 11, 40-foot, 39-passenger, compressed natural 
gas with two wheelchair tie-down fixed route buses. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $5,393,000.) 
 
(CEQA – CE: 771-119(c)(17).) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Vehicles will reduce Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions and CO2 equivalents by 105,380 gallons per year 
and improve service reliability. 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$427,432 

0512000062 
S 

T305GA 
 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$427,432 
 
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(10c) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Transit Projects Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 

1 
$7,200,000 

 
Sacramento 

Regional Transit 
District 
SACOG 

03-Sacramento 
 
 

 
South Sacramento Corridor Phase 2 – Parking 
Structure 
Construct a 5-level new parking structure at the Cosumnes 
River College campus.  
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $31,500,000.) 
 
(Related LONP request under Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-
12; October 2011) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-09-27, May 
2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Addition of 2,000 new parking spaces 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$7,200,000 

0312000095 
03 
S 

R307GA 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$7,200,000 
 
 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Implementing 

Agency 
District-County 

 
 

BREF # and Project Description 
Description of Allocation

 
 

        
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
  

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.6e.  Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocations Resolution TFP-11-05 

1 
$19,833,000 

 
Los Angeles County 

Metropolitan 
Transportation 

Authority  
07 – Los Angeles 

 
Project 42  – I-5 Widening; Orange County Line to Route 605 (PPNO 
2808) 
 
Allocate $19,835,000 in new TCRP funding for Right of Way activities. 
 
Output/Outcome: Widen the I-5 Corridor from the Orange County Line to 
the Route 5/Route 605 junction: add HOV and Mixed-flow lanes from .02 
miles south of Artesia Avenue to 0.2 mile north of the Florence Avenue 
Overcrossing to eliminate the northbound bottleneck; upgrade the I-5 
Corridor to Caltrans an FHWA design standards by improving performance 
of major intersections and interchanges, improving access to transit and 
HOV facilities, improving peak A.M. and P.M. LOS, and reducing travel 
time delays and congestion-related accidents. 
 
This is a Tier 1 project. 

 
Chapter 91 of 
the Statutes of 

2000 
 

889-3007 
TCRF 

20.20.710.870 

$19,833,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description

Dist-PPNO
Program / Year 
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.6a. Locally Administered STIP Transit Project Resolution MFP-11-03 

1 
$1,139,000 

 
Inyo County  

Inyo County LTC 
09-Inyo  

 
Replacement Vehicles for Eastern Sierra Transit 
Authority 
Purchase seven 12-passenger, conventional fuel with two 
wheelchair tie-down vehicles; three Type E medium 32-foot, 
25-passenger, diesel fuel with two wheel chair tie-down 
vehicles and one 4-passenger, 4 wheel drive support vehicle.
 
Outcome/Output:  Increase safety, reliability and provide for 
more efficient bus services.  

09-2551 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 

$1,139,000 
0912000013 

S 
T306TA 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0046 

PTA 
30.10.070.626 

 

 
 

$1,139,000 
 
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

 
 
 
 

Location 
Project Description

Program / Year
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.6f. Proposition 1A – High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Program – Intercity Resolution HST1A-A-1112-02 

1 
$9,800,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

Caltrans 
75-Various 

 
San Joaquin Corridor Positive Train Control 
Installation of Positive Train Control (PTC) along the 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  October 26-27, 2011 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

  
 Reference No.: 2.4a. 
   Action Item 
 
 

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by:  Brent L. Green 
Chief Financial Officer    Chief  

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-20620 
summarized on the following page.  This Resolution is for widening the 405 Freeway in District 7 in 
the city of Los Angeles in Los Angeles 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 and located in a manner that will be most 

compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury. 
3. 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. 
 
In this case, the property owner is contesting the Resolution and has requested a written appearance 
before the Commission to challenge the outstanding issues.  At the request of the property owner, 
objections to the Resolution have been submitted in writing in lieu of a personal appearance before 
the Commission.  The owner’s objections are included as Attachment A.  The Department’s 
responses to the owner’s objections are contained in Attachment B. 
 
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  
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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 the Commission’s 
October 26-27, 2011 meeting.  Adoption will assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly 
sequence of events required to meet construction schedules.   
 
C-20620 - E.H. Summit, Inc., a California Corporation 
07-LA-405-PM 33.2 - Parcel 79710-1 - EA 120309. 
Right of Way Certification Date:  01/18/12; Ready to List Date:  Design Build.  Freeway - widening 
for high occupancy vehicle lane.  Authorizes condemnation of a temporary easement for 
construction purposes.  Located in the city of Los Angeles at 11461 Sunset Boulevard.     
Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 4429-031-007, -009. 
 
 
Attachments: 

Attachment A - Owners Written Objections dated July 6, 2011  
   Attachment B - Department Response dated July 25, 2011 
   Attachment C - Fact Sheet 
   Exhibits A and B - Maps 
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         Reference No.: 2.4a. 
  October 26-27, 2011 
  Attachment C  
  

 
 

 
Resolution of Necessity Appearance Fact Sheet 

 
 
PROJECT DATA 07-LA-405-PM 33.2 
   Expenditure Authorization 120309 
 

Location: Interstate 405 (I-405) in Los Angeles County in the city of Los Angeles 
 
Limits: Between I-10 and State Route 101 
 
Cost: Programmed construction cost:  $876,000,000.00 

Current right of way cost estimate:  $82,000,000.00 
 
Funding Source: American Recovery and Reinvestment Act, Traffic Congestion Relief 

Program, Regional Surface Transportation Program, Proposition 1B, Local 
Funds, and the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation 
Equity Act: A Legacy for Users 

 
Number of Lanes:  Existing:  five mixed-flow lanes in each direction, one southbound high 
 occupancy vehicle (HOV) lane 

Proposed:  five mixed-flow lanes and one HOV lane in each direction 
 

Proposed Interchanges at Santa Monica, Wilshire, Sunset, Ventura, and Valley 
Major Features:  Vista/Sepulveda Boulevards, Moraga, Getty Center, and Skirball Center 

Drives; an additional 10-mile HOV lane on northbound I-405 between I-
10 and Route 101 freeways; removal and replacement of the Skirball 
Center Drive, Sunset Boulevard, and Mulholland Drive bridges;  
realignment of 27 key on and off ramps; widening of 13 existing under-
crossings and structures; construction of approximately 18 miles of 
retaining and sound walls  

  
Traffic:  Existing I-405 (year 2010):  299,100 Annual Daily Traffic (ADT)   
   Proposed I-405 (year 2033):  400,800 ADT  
 
PARCEL DATA 
 
Property Owner:   E.H. Summit, Inc., a California Corporation 
 
Parcel Location:  11461 Sunset Boulevard, Los Angeles 

Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 4429-031-007, -009 
 
Present Use: Luxe Hotels 
 Zoned R4-1 VL (Multiple Dwelling Zone) and RE 15 (Residential 
 Estate Zone  
                                 
Area of Property:  294,030 Square Feet (SF) 
 
Area Required: Parcel 79710-1  -  1,013 SF - Temporary Construction Easement  
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MINUTES 

 
JOINT INFORMATIONAL MEETING OF THE  

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
AND THE 

WASHINGTON STATE TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
http://www.catc.ca.gov 

 
SEPTEMBER 14, 2011 
Petaluma, California 

  
 

Item # / 
Time Item Description Presenter 

1:00 pm  GENERAL BUSINESS 

1 Roll Call Dario Frommer 

 
CHAIR DARIO FROMMER  
COMMISSIONER BOB ALVARADO Absent 
COMMISSIONER DARIUS ASSEMI  
COMMISSIONER YVONNE B. BURKE  
COMMISSIONER LUCETTA DUNN  
COMMISSIONER JIM EARP  
COMMISSIONER JIM GHIELMETTI  
COMMISSIONER CARL GUARDINO  
COMMISSIONER FRAN INMAN  
COMMISSIONER JOSEPH TAVAGLIONE Absent 

TOTAL Present: 8 
Absent:  2 

Senator Mark DeSaulnier, Ex-Officio Absent 
Assembly member Bonnie Lowenthal, Ex-Officio Absent 
 

2 Commission Reports Dario Frommer 
Richard Ford 

 
Each of the Commissioners present from Washington introduced themselves. Washington State Transporta-
tion Commission (WTC) Chairman Richard Ford explained the Commission’s duties and recent projects. Each 
of the Commissioners present from the California Transportation Commission also introduced themselves.  
 

3 Executive Director’s Report Bimla Rhinehart 
Reema Griffith 

 
CTC Executive Director Bimla Rhinehart reviewed the projects discussed by the joint Commissions. WTC Ex-
ecutive Director Reema Griffith reviewed the Washington Transportation Plan, funding issues, a transportation 
needs survey of the public, and future plans of the joint Commissions.  
 

4 Federal Transportation Program - Reauthorization 
Larry Ehl – Washington 
Sharon Neely – SCAG 
Vince Mammano – FHWA 
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Larry Ehl presented information via Power Point slides. Sharon Neely followed up and discussed transit fund-
ing, flexibility to regional agencies, and efforts to build public support.  
 

5 
CBO Report on Alternative Approaches to Funding 
Highways 
 

Perry Beider – CBO 

 
Perry Beider presented information via Power Point slides. CTC Commissioner Earp and Reema Griffith led a 
discussion regarding gas tax pricing and VMT implementation. 
 
6 Bay Area Toll Authority - Tolling Structures & Opera-

tions Steve Heminger – BATA/MTC 

 
Steve Heminger presented information via Power Point slides. 
 

7 Tolling, Congestion Pricing and Other Revenue Options 
Reema Griffith – Washington  
Will Kempton – OCTA 
Gary Gallegos – SANDAG 

 
Reema Griffith, Will Kempton, and Gary Gallegos each presented information via Power Point slides. Ms. Grif-
fith began a discussion regarding the funding of express lanes in the San Diego region.  
 

8 Climate Change Policy  
Reema Griffith – Washington 
Gary Gallegos – SANDAG 
Steve Heminger – MTC 

 
Reema Griffith and Steve Heminger each presented information via Power Point slides. 
 

9 Interstate 5 Electric Highway 
Martin Tuttle – Caltrans 
Pat Perez – California Energy Com-

mission 
 
Martin Tuttle and Pat Perez each presented information via Power Point slides. 
 
 OTHER MATTERS / PUBLIC COMMENT  
 
No comments were made.  
 
5:00 pm Adjourn 
 
Chair Frommer adjourned the meeting at 5:45 pm.  
        Original signed 10/10/11 by AB for BR 

________________________________________ 
        BIMLA G. RHINEHART, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
 
 
        ________________________________________ 
        DATE 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
http://www.catc.ca.gov 

 

SEPTEMBER 15, 2011 

Petaluma, California 
  

 
 Thursday, September 15, 2011 
 
  8:30 a.m.  Commission Meeting 
      Sheraton Sonoma County 
      Great Blue Heron Ballroom 
      745 Baywood Drive 
      Petaluma, CA  
 
 
8:30 am GENERAL BUSINESS 
 
1 Roll Call 1.1 Dario Frommer I C 
 
CHAIR DARIO FROMMER  
COMMISSIONER BOB ALVARADO Absent 
COMMISSIONER DARIUS ASSEMI  
COMMISSIONER YVONNE B. BURKE  
COMMISSIONER LUCETTA DUNN Absent during roll call (Arrived 8:36 am) 
COMMISSIONER JIM EARP  
COMMISSIONER JIM GHIELMETTI  
COMMISSIONER CARL GUARDINO Absent 
COMMISSIONER FRAN INMAN  
COMMISSIONER JOSEPH TAVAGLIONE Absent 

TOTAL Present: 6 
Absent:  4 

Senator Mark DeSaulnier, Ex-Officio Absent 
Assembly member Bonnie Lowenthal, Ex-Officio Absent 
 
 Highway Right of Way Matters 
 
2 
 

8 Ayes 

Resolution of Necessity – Appearance 
--E.H. Summit Inc., a California Corporation 
07-LA-405-PM 33.2 
 Resolution C-20620 

2.4a. Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

 
This item was withdrawn.  
 
 
 
 GENERAL BUSINESS 
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3 Approval of Minutes for August 10, 2011 1.2 Dario Frommer A C 
 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Inman 
Vote result: 6-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Dunn, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
4 Executive Director’s Report 1.3 Bimla Rhinehart A C 
 
Recommendation: approval of CTC Draft Annual Report outline for 2011 
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Earp 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 6-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Dunn, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
5 Commission Reports 1.4 Dario Frommer A C 
 
Chair Frommer recognized Kathryn Mathews of the El Dorado County Transportation Commission and presented a proc-
lamation to her for her service.  
 
6 Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 1.5 Dario Frommer A C 
 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION & HOUSING AGENCY REPORT 
 
7 Report by Agency Secretary and/or Deputy Secretary 1.6 Traci Stevens I B 
 
Traci Stevens discussed bills to be signed by the Governor and reported that new counsel had been hired for High Speed 
Rail.  
 
 CALTRANS REPORT 
 
8 Report by Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director 1.7 Malcolm Dougherty I D 
 
Malcolm Dougherty reported that the President’s Job Bill was being tracked. He also reviewed several items on the meet-
ing agenda, construction bids, and renewing the statewide permit with Water Resources Control Board.  
 
Action Items: CTC Staff – Draft letter to State Water Resources Board regarding the wastewater permit process. 
  Caltrans Staff – Report at next meeting regarding engineer’s estimates in regards to supplementals. 
 
 LOCAL REPORTS 
 
9 Report by Regional Agencies Moderator 1.8 Jose Nuncio I R 
 
Jose Nuncio reported that the agencies had met the previous day. He reported that the agencies had delivered 100% of 
the federal obligation authority for the 12th year in a row.  
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10 Report by Rural Counties Task Force Chair 1.9 Lisa Davey-Bates I R 
 
Lisa Davey-Bates recognized Kathryn Mathews for her work and reported that a RCTF meeting would be held the follow-
ing day.  
 
11 Report by Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 1.10 Anne Mayer I R 
 
Suzanne Smith of the Sonoma County Transportation Authority provided information via Power Point slides on the US 
101 Corridor. She welcomed everyone to Sonoma County and announced that the Focus on the Future conference would 
be coming up in November.  
 
 FHWA REPORT 
 
12 Report by Federal Highway Administration Division Adminis-

trator  
1.11 Vincent Mammano I R 

 
No report was made.  
 
 POLICY MATTERS 
 
13 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1 Annette Gilbertson A C 
 
CTC Associate Deputy Director Annette Gilbertson reported on bills passed as detailed in the pink handout and noted that 
SB 126 had been amended and no longer concerned CTC procedures.  
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
State and Federal Legislative Matters PINK HANDOUT 
 
14 Budget and Allocation Capacity Update 4.2 Mitchell Weiss 

Steven Keck 
I D 

 
Caltrans Division Chief of Budgets Steven Keck provided information via Power Point slides.  
 
15 Update on Projects Delivered But Not Yet Allocated 4.7 Laurel Janssen 

Rachel Falsetti 
A D 

 
CTC Associate Deputy Director Laurel Janssen noted changes and recommended no action. 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Update on Projects Delivered But Not Yet Allocated 
--Revise Book Item, in the table on page 2 – the “Local STIP Project(s) - Advancement” project should be removed; the  
“Total Funds Requested by Category Total” should now be $692,827,000 not $731,777,000  

--Revise Attachment 1 to remove Project 1 (PPNO 06-8750H) for $38,950,000 
 
16 Programming of 2011-12 State-Local Partnership Formula 

Program 
Resolution SLP1B-P-1112-03 

4.3 Laurel Janssen A C 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Burke 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
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Public speaker 
Don Dorman, City of Tulare  
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Programming of 2011-12 State-Local Partnership Formula Program 
--Correct the Attachment, in the table, under “SALES TAX –NORTH Contra Costa” – remove RAC Overlay Program, El Cerrito for $354 

 
17 2011-12 State-Local Partnership Competitive Program 4.4 Laurel Janssen I C 
 
CTC Associate Deputy Director Laurel Janssen noted this item would be scheduled for action in October.  
 
Action Item:  CTC Staff - Report on the dollar value of goods shipped out of Tulare County.   
  Status: Information provided from Tulare County on 9/20/11 
 
18 
9:30 am 
TIMED 
ITEM 

Hearing - FFY 2010-11 Federal Transit Administration Section 
5310 Elderly & Disabled Transit Program 

4.11 Juan Guzman I C 

 
CTC Associate Deputy Director Juan Guzman explained that a public hearing would be held prior to Commission action 
on the program.   
 
Public speaker 
Hunter Harvath, Monterey-Salinas Transit 
 
19 Adoption of the FFY 2010-11 Federal Transit Administration 

Section 5310 Elderly & Disabled Transit Program 
Resolution G-11-09 

4.16 Juan Guzman A C 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Burke 
Second: Dunn 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Adoption of the FFY 2012-11 Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 Elderly & Disabled PINK HANDOUT 

Transit Program 
 
 INFORMATION CALENDAR 
 
CTC Deputy Director Stephen Maller noted that item 62 would be added to the Information Calendar. There were no 
questions or comments from Commissioners.  
 
20    IC Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated 

Authority  
-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f. (1)): $8,430,000 for 10 

projects.  
-- SHOPP Safety G-03-10 Allocations (2.5f. (3)):  $7,579,000 

for three projects. 
  -- Minor G-05-05 Allocations (2.5f. (4)):  $986,000 for two Dis-
trict minor projects. 

2.5f.  I D 

 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
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21    IC Monthly Report on Projects Amended into the SHOPP by De-
partment Action 

3.1  I D 

 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
22    IC 
 

Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for State 
Highway Projects, per Resolution G-06-08 

3.2a  I D 

 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for State Highway Projects, per Resolution G-06-08 
--Revise Book Item, page 2 page 4, “FY 2010-11 Project Allocation Status” table as follows: 
 PPNO 05-1973 – Award Deadline date should be 30-Nov-11, not 31-Jul-11 

PPNO 10-0021B – Award Deadline date should be 30-Mar-12, not 31-Jul-11 
 
23    IC 
 

Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for Local As-
sistance STIP Projects, per FY 2005-06 Allocation Plan and 
Criteria and Resolution G-06-08 

3.2b  I D 

 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
24    IC Update on Implementation of the Recovery Act of 2009 3.3  I D 
 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
25    IC Monthly Report on Local and Regional Agency Notices of In-

tent to Expend Funds on Programmed STIP Projects Prior to 
Commission Allocation per SB 184 

3.4  I C 

 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
26    IC Final Close-out Report on FY 2010-11 SHOPP Minor Lump 

Sum Allocation 
3.5  I D 

 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
27    IC Quarterly Report – Balance Report on AB 1012 “Use It or Lose 

It” Provision for FFY 2009 Unobligated CMAQ and RSTP 
Funds 

3.9  I D 

 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
28    IC Quarterly Report – Local Assistance Lump Sum Allocation for 

Federal Fiscal Year 2011 
3.10  I D 

 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
29    IC Quarterly Report – Excess Land Sales Report 3.11  I D 
 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
30    IC 2011 Second Quarter Non-Toll Bridge Seismic Retrofit Report 3.12  I D 
 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
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31    IC FY 2010-11 Fourth Quarter Finance Report 3.13  I D 
 
This item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
 CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
Recommendation: withdraw item 37 and approve Consent Calendar with changes as noted on pink change list 
Action Taken: approved as recommended 
Motion: Inman 
Second: Ghielmetti 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
32    CC The City of Redding (City) and the Shasta County Regional 

Transportation Planning Agency propose to amend the 2010 
STIP to program the Diestelhorst Bridge Rehabilitation Project 
(PPNO 2505) as a new project using Regional Improvement 
Program Transportation Enhancement funding. 
STIP Amendment 10S-060 

2.1a(2)  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
33    CC The City of Ventura proposes to amend TCRP Project 47 -

Route 101 California Street off-ramp in Ventura County, to 
revise the funding plan and project schedule, and to re-
allocate $120,000 in previously allocated TCRP funds. 
Resolution TAA-11-03, Amending Resolution TAA-06-58 
Resolution TFP-11-03, Amending Resolution TFP-06-23 

2.1a.(3)/ 
2.6e.(1) 

 A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
TCRP Amendment – Project 47 – Route 101 California Street off ramp in Ventura County 
--Revise Book Item, on page 2, in funding table under the “Const. Year” section, should read as 2012-13, not 2007-08; also TCRP & Totals 
header should show as follows: 

 
 
 

FUND TOTAL Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component 
  Prior 10/11 11/12 12/13 13/14 14/15 R/W CON PA&ED PS&E R/W Supp CON Supp 
TCRP (Committed) 
Existing 726 726   0     726    
Change 0 0 

(120) 
  120     0    

Proposed 726 726 
606 

  120     726    

Total 
Existing 15,000 15,000  0 0   3,000    10,374 726 900   
Change 2,750 (14,274) 

(120) 
 750   16,274           0    2,000 750 0   

Proposed 17,500 726 
14,880 

 750 16,274 
16,394 

  3,000    12,374 1,476 900   
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34    CC 
 

Approval of Four Projects for Future Consideration of Fund-
ing:  
 
01-DN-101, PM 4.04/4.42 
Klamath River Bridge Hinge Replacement Project 
(ND) (PPNO 1039) (SHOPP)  
Resolution E-11-61 
 
10-SJ-12, PM 0.01 
Mokelumne River Bridge Rehabilitation Project 
 (MND) (PPNO 7353) (SHOPP) 
Resolution E-11-63 
 
10-SJ-12, PM R4.4/R0.8 
Little Potato Slough Bearing Pad Replacement Project 
(MND) (PPNO 7364) (SHOPP) 
Resolution E-11-64 
 
11-SD-5, PM R28.6/R30.5 (EA 022330), PM 29.3/30.5  
(EA 065000, PPNO 0129P, SHOPP) 
Interstate 5/Genesee Avenue Interchange Reconstruction 
Project 
(MND)  
Resolution E-11-66 

2.2c.(1)  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
35    CC 
 
 

Three Relinquishment Resolutions –  
 
-- 04-Nap-29-PM 12.9/13.1 
Right of Way along Route 29, at Redwood Road/Trancas 
Street, in the city of Napa. 
Resolution R-3809 
 
-- 05-SLO-41-PM 41.2/43.8, Right of Way on Route 41 (along 
West Centre Street), through the Community of Shandon, in 
the county of San Luis Obispo. 
Resolution R-3810 
 
-- 10-SJ-99-PM 22.5/23.2 
Right of Way along Route 99, from 0.4 mile south to 0.3 mile 
north of East Hammer Lane, in the county of San Joaquin.  
Resolution R-3811 
(Related Item under Tab 50.)  

2.3c.  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
36    CC One Vacation Resolution 

--10-SJ-26-PM 15.6 
Right of way along Route 26 in the county of San Joaquin, at 
0.4 mile north of North Escalon Bellota Road 
Resolution A883 

2.3d.  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
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37    CC 27 Resolutions of Necessity 
--Resolutions C-20621 through C-20646 and Amended Reso-
lution C-20414 

2.4b.  A D 

 
This item was withdrawn. 
 
38    CC Director’s Deeds 

--Items 1 through 13 
Excess Lands – Return to State: $ 1,660,152 
Return to Others: $0 

2.4d.  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
39    CC Financial Allocation:  $600,000 for one District Minor project. 

Resolution FP-11-13 
2.5a.  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
40    CC Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce original CMIA con-

struction capital allocation of $60,000,000 for the I-80 Across 
the Top Bus/Carpool and Auxiliary Lane project (PPNO 6689) 
in Sacramento County by $11,463,000, to $48,537,000, to 
reflect contract award savings.  
Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-002, Amending Resolution CMIA-
A-1011-001 

2.5g.(1b)  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
41    CC Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce original CMIA capi-

tal allocation of $25,000,000 for the Santa Maria River Bridge 
Widening project (PPNO A4459) in San Luis Obispo County 
by $426,000 to $24,574,000, to reflect contract award sav-
ings. 
Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-003, Amending Resolution CMIA-
A-1011-003 
Resolution FP-11-16, Amending Resolution FP-10-17 

2.5g.(1c)  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
42    CC Financial Allocation Amendment: Revise the previously de-

allocated CMIA savings amount for the Route 101 HOV 
Lanes - Wilfred project (PPNO 0781E) in Sonoma County by 
an additional $1,420,000. 
Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-004, Amending Resolutions CMIA-
A-0809-003 and CMIA-AA-0910-015 
Resolution STIP1B-AA-1112-001, Amending Resolutions 
STIP1B-A-0809-006 and STIP1B-AA-0910-007  

2.5g.(1d)  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Financial Allocation Amendment: CMIA de-allocation of $1,420,000 for the Route 101 HOV Lanes–Wilfred project in Sonoma County. 
--Revise Attachment & Vote List; update the “Project Funding” tables for “Final Project Development - RIP” and “Final Right of Way– 
RIP”. 
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43    CC 
 

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SLPP 
allocation for construction of the Granada Drive Rehabilitation, 
Resurfacing, and ADA Compliance project in the city of Made-
ra by $79,000, to $137,000, to reflect contract award savings. 
Resolution SLP1B-AA-1112-01, Amending Resolution SLP1B-
A-1011-03 

2.5g.(10c)  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
44    CC Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SLPP 

allocation for construction of the Road 200 reconstruction and 
widening phase 2A project in Madera County by $173,000, to 
$371,000, to reflect contract award savings. 
Resolution SLP1B-AA-1112-02, Amending Resolution SLP1B-
A-0910-04 

2.5g.(10d)  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
45    CC Financial Allocation:  $117,000 for FY 2011-12 California Aid 

to Airports Program (CAAP) funds for one project from the 
2010 Aeronautics Program. 
Resolution FDOA-2011-02 

2.7  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
46    CC Technical Correction to Resolution BFA-10-01 and STIP1B-

AA-1011-007, originally approved June 2011, for one Proposi-
tion 116 Rail Program bond project, changing the allocation 
amount from $10,722,000 to $10,772,000 and to correct the 
resolution number cited in Section 1.1 of the Financial Resolu-
tion from BFO-10-01 to BFA-10-01.  A technical correction is 
needed to correct the funding amount and resolution number. 

2.9a.  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
47    CC Technical correction to Resolution FP-07-72, originally ap-

proved on May 29, 2008, for $496,000 for two locally adminis-
tered STIP projects on the State Highway System.  A technic-
al correction is needed to revise the period of project comple-
tion for Project Number 2 (PPNO 0380Y) in San Luis Obispo 
County. 

2.9b.  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
48    CC Technical Resolution to Resolutions FP-10-32 and TCIF-A-

1011-03, originally approved on June 22, 2011 for the Gerald 
Desmond Bridge project in Los Angeles County. A technical 
correction is needed to correct the TCIF resolution number 
from TCIF-A-1011-03 to TCIF-A-1011-05 in the book item and 
attachment. 

2.9c.  A D 

 
This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
49    CC Approval of the Capital Improvement Plan Element of the Cali-

fornia Aviation System Plan. 
4.5  A D 
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This item was approved as part of the Consent Calendar.  
 
 Route Adoptions 
 
50 05-SLO-41-PM R41.2/R42.2 

Transfer of Highway Location from the intersection at West 
Centre Street to Route 46, near the Community of Shandon, in 
the county of San Luis Obispo  
Resolution HRA 11-01 
(Related Item under Tab 35.)  

2.3a. Stephen Maller 
Terry Abbott 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Burke 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Highway Right of Way Matters 
 
51 Airspace Lease 

--Request to Directly Negotiate with  
Downtown L.A. Motors (Shammus Investment) 

2.4c. Stephen Maller 
Brent Green 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Burke 
Second: Dunn 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 PROGRAM STATUS 
 
52 2011 Second  Quarter Bay Area Toll Bridge Progress and Fi-

nancial Update 
3.6 Stephen Maller I C 

 
CTC Deputy Director Stephen Maller presented an informational update.  
 
53 FY 2010-11 Fourth Quarter Project Delivery Report 3.14 Maura Twomey 

Karla Sutliff 
I D 

 
Caltrans Division Chief of Project Management Karla Sutliff presented an informational update via Power Point slides.  
 
54 FY 2010-11 Fourth Quarter Rail Operations Report 3.15 Juan Guzman 

Bill Bronte 
I D 

 
Caltrans Deputy Director of Planning and Modal Programs Martin Tuttle presented an informational update.  
 
Action Item: Caltrans staff - Provide a report on why the expenses on the Capital Corridor increased 20 percent in the 

Fourth Quarter of Fiscal Year 10-11. 
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55 Proposition 1B – Quarterly Reports  
-- Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (3.8a.) 
-- Route 99 Corridor (3.8b.) 
-- Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program (3.8c.) 
-- State-Local Partnership Program (3.8d.) 
-- Traffic Light Synchronization Program (3.8e.) 
-- Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (3.8f.) 
-- Intercity Rail Improvement Program (3.8g.) 
-- Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (3.8h.) 

3.8 Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

I D 

 
Caltrans Division Chief of Programming Rachel Falsetti presented an informational update. CTC Deputy Director Maura 
Twomey asked the following local agency representatives to present an update on their Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit 
project(s) to the Commission.  These agencies’ LBSRA projects have not completed the pre-strategy phase of the project. 
 
Public speakers 
William Brunet, Imperial County 
Pedro Orso-Delgado, City of Santee 
Mark Giandoni, City of San Diego 
Eric Cordoba, SFCTA 
David Kleinschmidt, Vallejo Public Works Director 
 
Action Item: Caltrans Local Assistance - Have local agencies who are struggling with the design phase of their Lo-

cal Bridge Seismic Retrofit program projects come in during the next quarterly report presentation and 
report on lack of progress.  Also, have the city of Santee and any of the other four agencies that prom-
ised to have their seismic strategy reports done by the end of this quarter return if the reports are not 
turned in by the end of the current quarter. 

 
 POLICY MATTERS 
 
56 Bureau of State Audits Report 

"California Department of Transportation:  Its Capital Outlay 
Support Program Should Strengthen Budgeting Practices, 
Refine Its Performance Measures, and Improve Internal Con-
trols" 

4.10 Karla Sutliff I D 

 
Caltrans Division Chief of Project Management Karla Sutliff provided an information update via Power Point slides. Cal-
trans Assistant Director for Audits & Investigations Susan Bransen provided information regarding future audits related to 
the BSA Audit. 
 
Action Item: Commission staff - Schedule a meeting between Karla Sutliff and interested Commissioners to discuss in 

detail the Bureau of State Audits audit of Capital Outlay Support costs and the Department's corrective 
actions.   

 
57 Update on I-5 Carpool Lane and Freeway Widening Project – 

Orange County Line to I-605 
4.8 Michael Miles I D 

 
Caltrans District 7 Director Michael Miles presented an informational update via Power Point slides.  
 
Action Item: Caltrans Staff – Update CTC monthly on I-5 Carpool Lane and Freeway Widening Project. 
 
58 Willits Bypass Permit Status Update 4.9 Charlie Fielder I D 
 
Caltrans District 1 Director Charlie Fielder presented an informational update.  
 
59 Update on Presidio Parkway Public Private Partnership 

Project (Doyle Drive) 
4.6 Jose Luis Moscovich 

Kome Ajise 
I R 
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Caltrans P3 Program Manager Kome Ajise presented an informational update.  
 
60 Presentation on Bay Area Express Lanes Project 4.17 Maura Twomey 

 
I R 

 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission Executive Director Steve Heminger presented an informational update via Power 
Point slides.  
 
61 Proposition 1A Program Discussion 4.20 Mitchell Weiss 

Dept. of Finance 
(invited) 

I C/D/
R 

 
Department of Finance Program Budget Manager Mark Hill presented an informational update. 
 
Public speaker 
Jose Nuncio, SANDAG 
 
62 Notice of the 2011 Policy Element of the California Aviation 

System Plan 
4.21 Maura Twomey 

Gary Cathey 
I D 

 
This item was added to and presented as part of the Information Calendar.  
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Notice of the 2011 Policy Element of the California Aviation System Plan  ADDED TO INFORMATION CALENDAR 
 
63 2012 STIP State Highway Needs 4.14 Martin Tuttle I D 
 
This item was deferred. 
 
 Proposition 1B CMIA Program Amendments 
 
64 The San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) pro-

poses to amend the CMIA Program to add the I-805/HOV 
Managed Lanes North Project ($57.5 million CMIA requested) 
to reprogram CMIA funds replaced by regional American Re-
covery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 funds on the I-
805/Carroll Canyon Road Project, in accordance with AB X3-
20. 
Resolution CMIA-P-1112-003 

4.12 
 

Maura Twomey A C 

 
Recommendation: for items 64 and 65: approval  
Action Taken: both approved  
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
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65 The Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) propos-
es to amend the CMIA Program to add the I-5/SR 74 Inter-
change Reconstruction Project ($15.926 million CMIA re-
quested) to reprogram CMIA funds replaced by regional 
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 funds on 
the SR 91 Eastbound Project and the I-405 West County HOV 
Lane Connector Project, in accordance with AB X3-20 
Resolution CMIA-P-1112-004 

4.13 Maura Twomey A C 

 
Recommendation: for items 64 and 65: approval  
Action Taken: both approved  
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
CMIA Program Amendment to add the I-5/SR 74 Interchange Reconstruction Project and reprogram CMIA funds to the SR 91 East-
bound Project and I-405 West county HOV Lane Connector Project in Orange County. 
--Revise Book Item; under “Background”, ninth sentence, the dollar amount should be:  $15.926 million, not $15.296 million 
--Revise Resolution; paragraphs “1.7” and “2.1”, the dollar amount should be:  $15.926 million, not $15.296 million 
 
 POLICY MATTERS 
 
66 Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) Project Base-

line Agreements  
1)  I-805/HOV Managed Lanes North Project 
2)  Route 46 Corridor Improvements (Whitley 2A) 
Resolution CMIA-P-1112-02B 

4.18 Maura Twomey A C 

 
Recommendation: for items 66 and 67: approval  
Action Taken: both approved  
Motion: Inman 
Second: Dunn 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
67 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project Baseline 

Agreement 
1)  Avenue 52 Railroad Grade Separation Project 
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-08B 

4.19 Maura Twomey A C 

 
Recommendation: for items 66 and 67: approval  
Action Taken: both approved  
Motion: Inman 
Second: Dunn 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Proposition 1B CMIA Project Amendments 
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68 The Department and the Placer County Transportation Plan-
ning Agency propose to amend the CMIA Baseline Agreement 
for the Lincoln Bypass project (PPNO 0145M) to add scope 
extending the four-lane expressway from Nelson Lane to 
West Wise Road included in Phase 2A (PPNO 4895) as ap-
proved in Resolution CMIA-P-1011-07 in June 2011, update 
plans and delivery schedule. 
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-007, Amending Resolution CMIA-
PA-0910-008 

2.1c.(1a) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 68 and 70: approval  
Action Taken: both approved  
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
CMIA Project Amendment for the Lincoln Bypass project (PPNO 0145M) in Placer County PINK YELLOW REPLACEMENT ITEM 
 
69 The Department and the El Dorado County Transportation 

Commission propose to amend the CMIA baseline agreement 
for the US 50 HOV lanes project (PPNO 3283A) to add scope 
extending the HOV lanes from Bass Lake to the Cambridge 
Road Interchange included in Phase 2A, Segment 1 (PPNO 
3283B) as approved in Resolution CMIA-P-1011-07 in June 
2011, and update the funding plan and delivery schedule. 
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-008, Amending Resolution CMIA-
PA-007-014 

2.1c.(1b) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
This item was deferred. 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
CMIA Project Amendment for the US 50 HOV Lanes – El Dorado Hills Boulevard to Bass Lake Project in El Dorado County. 
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-008, Amending Resolution CMIA-PA-007-014 CMIA-PA-0708-014 
--Correct Resolution in Agenda Language; Book Item is correct. 
 
70 The Department, the Transportation Authority of Marin, and 

the Sonoma County Transportation Authority propose to 
amend the CMIA baseline agreement for the Marin-Sonoma 
Narrows (MSN) Corridor to add the scope of the Petaluma 
River Bridge project (PPNO 0360N) as approved in Resolu-
tion CMIA-P-1011-07 in June 2011, and update the project 
funding plan. 
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-011, Amending Resolution CMIA-
P-1011-07 

2.1c.(1e) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 68 and 70: approval  
Action Taken: both approved  
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Proposition 1B TCIF Project Amendments 
 



CTC MEETING  MINUTES September 15, 2011 
 
Tab # / 
Time Item Description Ref. # Presenter Status* 
 

Page 15 
 

71 The Riverside County proposes to amend the TCIF baseline 
agreement for Project 54 (March Inland Cargo Port Airport/I-
215 Van Buren Boulevard Ground Access Improvements 
project [PPNO 0041C]) to revise the project funding plan and 
delivery schedule. 
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-06 
(Related Items under Tabs 82 & 89.)  

2.1c.(5a) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 71-73: approval  
Action Taken: all approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Ghielmetti 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
72 The San Diego Association of Governments proposes to 

amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 75 (Southline 
Rail Improvements – Mainline Improvements – Phases 1 
through 3 [PPNO 1012]) to refine the overall project scope, 
split Phase 3 into two separate phases (Phases 3 and 4) and 
update the schedules for all phases. 
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-07 

2.1c.(5b) Maura Twomey 
Sharon Scherzinger 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 71-73: approval  
Action Taken: all approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Ghielmetti 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Proposition 1B TLSP Project Amendments 
 
73 The Cities of Garden Grove and Watsonville propose to 

amend the TLSP baseline agreements for two projects to up-
date the project schedules. 
Resolution TLSP-PA-1112-01 

2.1c.(6) Maura Twomey 
Robert Copp 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 71-73: approval  
Action Taken: all approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Ghielmetti 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects 
 
74 Financial Allocation:  $65,896,000 for ten SHOPP projects, as 

follows: 
--$3,670,000 for three SHOPP projects. 
--$62,226,000 for seven projects amended into the SHOPP by 

Departmental action. 
Resolution FP-11-14 

2.5b.(1) Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 74-75: approval  
Action Taken: both approved  
Motion: Inman 
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Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Financial Allocations for STIP Projects  
 
75 Financial Allocations:  $1,245,000 for seven locally adminis-

tered STIP projects off the State Highway System, as follows: 
--$898,000 for one STIP project 
--$149,000 for three STIP Transportation Enhancement 
projects. 
--$198,000 for three Planning, Programming, and Monitoring 
projects.  
Resolution FP-11-15 

2.5c. Mitchell Weiss 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 74-75: approval  
Action Taken: both approved  
Motion: Inman 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Financial Allocations:  $1,245,000 for seven locally administered STIP projects off the State Highway System 
--Revise Attachment & Vote List as follows: 
 Project 5  (PPNO 02-2124) –RTPA should be LCTC, not Lassen LTC 

Project 6 (PPNO 02-2057) – RTPA should be Plumas CTC, not Plumas LTC 
 
 Financial Allocations for Supplemental Funds 
 
76 Financial Allocation:  $644,000 in supplemental funds for one 

SHOPP Bridge Preventive Maintenance (PPNO 3427) project 
in Shasta County to award the contract.  The current SHOPP 
allocation is $2,113,000.  This request for $644,000 results in 
an increase of 30.5 percent over the original allocation. 
Resolution FA-11-01 

2.5e.(1) Mitchell Weiss 
John Bulinski 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Inman 
Second: Earp 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
77 Financial Allocation:  $600,000 in supplemental funds for one 

SHOPP Bridge Seismic Restoration (PPNO 3216) project in 
Shasta County to award the contract.  The current SHOPP 
allocation is $1,300,000.  This request for $600,000 results in 
an increase of 46.2 percent over the original allocation. 
Resolution FA-11-02 

2.5e.(2) Mitchell Weiss 
John Bulinski 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Earp 
Vote result: 7-0 
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Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
78 Financial Allocation:  $960,000 in supplemental funds for one 

SHOPP Roadway Rehabilitation Project (PPNO 0591) in 
Mono County to award the contract.  The current SHOPP al-
location is $3,821,000.  This request for $960,000 results in 
an increase of 25.1 percent over the original allocation. 
Resolution FA-11-03 

2.5e.(3) Mitchell Weiss 
Thomas Hallenbeck 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Burke 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
79 Financial Allocation:  $360,000 in supplemental funds for one 

SHOPP Roadway Protective Betterments project (PPNO 
0496) in Mono County to close out the contract.  The current 
SHOPP allocation is $994,000.  This request for $360,000 
results in an increase of 36.2 percent over the original alloca-
tion. 
Resolution FA-11-04 

2.5e.(4) Mitchell Weiss 
Thomas Hallenbeck 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Burke 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
80 Financial Allocation: $691,000 in supplemental funds for one 

previously voted STIP project to close-out construction con-
tract for the I-215 Construct Auxiliary Lanes (Inland Center 
Drive to Second Street) project (PPNO 0247C) in San Ber-
nardino County. The current allocation is $8,629,000. This 
request for $691,000 results in an increase of 8.0 percent over 
the original budget. 
Resolution FA-11-05 

2.5e.(5) Mitchell Weiss 
Raymond Wolfe 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval  
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Burke  
Second: Dunn 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Proposition 1B CMIA Project Allocations 
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81 Financial Allocation:  $ 59,500,000 for the I-805/HOV Ma-
naged Lanes-North (PPNO 0732A) state administered multi-
program CMIA/SLPP project in San Diego County on the 
State Highway System. 
Resolution CMIA-A-1112-__ 
Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 
(Related Item under Tab 88.)  

2.5g.(1a) 
 
 

Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: defer the allocation of $54,500,000 for Construction Capital and place on the Delivered but not Allo-
cated List.  Approve the allocation of $5,000,000 for Construction Support. 
Action Taken: approved as recommended 
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Burke 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Financial Allocation:  $59,500,000 $54,500,000 for the Construction Capital and $5,000,000 YELLOW REPLACEMENT ITEM 
for the Construction Support for the I-805/HOV Managed Lanes-North (PPNO 0732A) state 
administered multi-program CMIA/SLPP project in San Diego County on the State Highway System. 
 
 Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project Allocations 
 
82 Financial Allocation:  $ 10,000,000 for TCIF Project 54-March 

Inland Cargo Port Airport I-215 Van Buren Boulevard (PPNO 
041C) Project in Riverside County. 
Contributions from other sources: $42,692,000. 
Resolution TCIF-A-1112-__ 
(Related Item under Tabs 71 & 89.)  

2.5g.(5) Maura Twomey 
Rachel Falsetti 

 

A D 

 
Recommendation: defer and place project on list of projects delivered but not yet allocated 
Action Taken: approved as recommended 
Motion: Burke  
Second: Dunn 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Financial Allocation:  $10,000,000 for TCIF Project 54-March Inland Cargo Port Airport I-215 Van Buren Boulevard (PPNO 041C 
0041C) administered multi-program CMIA/SLPP Project in San Diego County on the State Highway System. 
--Correct PPNO number in Agenda Language; Book Item is correct. 
 
 Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Project Allocations  
 
83 Financial Allocation:  $ 335,000 for the Los Carneros/Calle 

Roundabout locally administered State-Local Partnership 
Program project. 
Contributions from other sources: $ 335,000. 
Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 

2.5g.(10a) Laurel Janssen 
Denix Anbiah 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 83-84: defer and place project on list of projects delivered but not yet allocated 
Action Taken: approved as recommended 
Motion: Assemi  
Second: Earp 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
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84 Financial Allocation:  $10,200,000 for the Blue Line Rail Cros-
sovers and Signals locally administered State-Local Partner-
ship Program Transit project. 
Contributions from other sources: $ 32722,000. 
Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 
(Related under Tabs 16 & 90.)       

2.5g.(10b) Laurel Janssen 
Denix Anbiah 

A D 
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Recommendation: for items 83-84: defer and place project on list of projects delivered but not yet allocated 
Action Taken: approved as recommended 
Motion: Assemi  
Second: Earp 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce by $137,000 the Road 200 Reconstruction & Widening phase 2A project in Madera County 
--Correct Project ID number in Attachment & Vote list; Book Item is correct. 
 
 Lump Sum Allocations 
 
85 Financial Allocation: $1,426,531,000 in Federal Funds for the 

Fiscal Year 2011-12 Local Assistance Lump Sum Allocation 
Resolution FM-11-01, Amending Resolution FM-10-02 

2.5h. Laurel Janssen 
Denix Anbiah 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approve an allocation for half of the amount requested 
Action Taken: approved as recommended 
Motion: Assemi  
Second: Earp 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Financial Allocations/Amendments for Traffic Congestion Relief Program (TCRP) Projects 
 
86 Financial Allocation:  $10,306,000 in construction for the Tier I 

TCRP Project 40 (PPNO 0306H) – Route10; add HOV lanes 
on San Bernardino Freeway over Kellogg Hill.  
Resolution TFP-11-04 

2.6e.(2) Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval 
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Inman 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Proposition 1A High-Speed Passenger Train Program Bond Projects (HSPTBF) – Urban/Commuter 
 
87 Financial Allocation:  $ 5,650,000 for two Proposition 1A - 

HSPTBF- Urban/Commuter projects. 
Resolution HST1A-A-1112-__ 

2.6f.(2) Laurel Janssen 
Jane Perez 

A D 

 
Recommendation: defer and place project on list of projects delivered but not yet allocated 
Action Taken: approved as recommended 
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Assemi 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Letters of No Prejudice (LONP) Proposition 1B Projects 
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88 Proposition 1B Letter of No Prejudice for the I-805/HOV Ma-
naged Lanes – North project (PPNO 0732A) in San Diego 
County. (CMIA/SLPP)  
Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-07 
(Related Item under Tab 81.)  

2.1c.(10a) Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 
 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 88-90: approval 
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Ghielmetti 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Proposition 1B Letter of No Prejudice for the I-805/HOV Managed Lanes-North project YELLOW REPLACEMENT ITEM 
(PPNO 0732A) in San Diego County (CMIA/SLPP) 
 
89 Proposition 1B Letter of No Prejudice for TCIF Project 54 

(March Inland Cargo Port Airport/I-215 Van Buren Boulevard 
Ground Access Improvements project [PPNO 0041C]) in Ri-
verside County. (TCIF) 
Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-08 
(Related Items under Tabs 71 & 82.)  

2.1c.(10b) Laurel Janssen 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 88-90: approval 
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Ghielmetti 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
90 Proposition 1B Letter of No Prejudice for the Blue Line Cros-

sover and Signals Project in San Diego County. (SLPP) 
Resolution LONP1B-A-1011-09 
(Related under Tab 84.)  

2.1c.(10c) Laurel Janssen 
Jane Perez 

A D 

 
Recommendation: for items 88-90: approval 
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Dunn 
Second: Ghielmetti 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
 
 Request to Extend the Period of Project Allocation 
 
91 Request to extend the period of project allocation for the 

State-Administered Route 138 Widening project (PPNO 
0239D) in San Bernardino County, per Resolution G-06-08. 
Waiver-11-55 

2.8a. Juan Guzman 
Rachel Falsetti 

A D 

 
Recommendation: approval 
Action Taken: approved  
Motion: Ghielmetti 
Second: Dunn 
Vote result: 7-0 
Absent: Alvarado, Guardino, Tavaglione 
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Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows: 
Request to extend the period of project allocation for the State Administered Route 138 Widening Project in San Bernardino County. 
--Correction to Book Item; under “Issue”, first sentence should read as:  “Due to unforeseen delays in completing the environmental 
document, the Department will not be able to request the allocation of $41,394 in Interregional Improvement Program and $15,450,000 
in Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds programmed for construction in Fiscal Year 2011-12, by the June 30, 2012 deadline.” 
 
 OTHER MATTERS / PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
No comments were made. 
 
12:00 pm Adjourn 
 
Chair Frommer adjourned the meeting at 11:30 am.  
 
        Original signed 10/10/11 by AB for BR 

________________________________________ 
        BIMLA G. RHINEHART, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 
 
 
 
        ________________________________________ 
        DATE 
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EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT 
 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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COMMISSION REPORTS 
 

 
A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  

WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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REPORT BY AGENCY SECRETARY  
AND/OR DEPUTY SECRETARY 

 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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REPORT BY CALTRANS’ DIRECTOR 
AND/OR DEPUTY DIRECTOR 

 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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REPORT BY REGIONAL  
AGENCIES MODERATOR 

 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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REPORT BY RURAL COUNTIES  
TASK FORCE CHAIR 

 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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REPORT BY SELF-HELP COUNTIES  
COALITION MODERATOR 

 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
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REPORT BY FEDERAL HIGHWAY 
ADMINISTRATION DIVISION ADMINISTRATOR 

 
 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 
 



  STATE OF CALIFORNIA                 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

 

M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 4.1 
 Information 

 
 
 

From:  BIMLA G. RHINEHART 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: STATE AND FEDERAL LEGISLATION 
 
  
 

ISSUE: 
 
State Legislation:  The Legislature concluded the first year of a two-year legislative session on 
September 9, 2011.  At the Commission’s September 15, 2011, meeting staff provided a list of bills 
that were passed by both houses of the Legislature and were forwarded to the Governor for action by 
October 9, 2011.  
 
Attachment A provides a list of bills signed and vetoed by the Governor. Legislation that contained 
an urgency clause took effect immediately upon signing by the Governor. Legislation that was signed 
by the Governor that did not contain an urgency clause will become effective on January 1, 2012. 
 
The Legislature is scheduled to begin the second of the two-year session on January 4, 2012. Staff 
will continue to monitor the first-year pending carryover legislation and identify additional bills as 
described in the Commission’s criteria to guide Commission staff in monitoring legislation and 
selecting bills that should be brought forward for Commission consideration. 
 
Federal Legislation:  On September 16, 2011, the President signed House Resolution (H.R.) 2887, 
the Surface and Air Transportation Programs Extension Act of 2011, extending the authority to 
appropriate funds from the Highway Trust Fund for federal highway and surface transportation 
programs through March 31, 2012. H.R. 2887 also extends the authorities of the Federal Aviation 
Administration to expend funds from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and extend taxes on aviation 
fuel, domestic and international ticket taxes, and taxes on cargo shipped by air through January 31, 
2012. Attachment B provides an overview of the pertinent transportation portions of H.R. 2887. 
 
BACKGROUND:  
 
The Commission approved criteria. An over-arching criterion is that a bill must directly affect 
transportation on a statewide basis.  Bills meeting one or more of the criteria, provided below, will be 
brought forward to the Commission for consideration. 
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• Funding/Financing - funding or a funding mechanism for transportation (capital and operations) 
• Environmental Mitigation - implementation of green house gas emissions reduction and 

transportation (e.g., AB 32), and/or involve the environmental process and transportation (e.g., 
CEQA) 

• Planning - implementation of transportation and land use and planning (e.g., SB 375) 
• Project Delivery - changes to the way transportation projects are delivered 

 
Additional criteria for bringing a bill forward include: 
 
• Direct Impact to Commission - changes in Commission responsibility, policy impact or 

operations  
• Commissioner Request - recommended by a Commissioner for consideration by the Commission 

at its next regularly scheduled meeting 
 
The Commission adopted policy to consider legislation in relation to its overall policy by topic area, 
prior to taking a position on legislation addressing that topic; and remain selective in its use of watch, 
support or opposition on a bill. The rationale for a policy by topic area is it permits the Commission 
to address a suite of legislative proposals dealing with the same topic by commenting to the author(s) 
without necessarily taking a position.  Rather than taking specific positions on bills in their initial 
state, the Commission can advise the Legislature on a bill’s policy and/or technical aspects, as well as 
how it helps or hinders transportation.  The intent of the Commission’s comments is to alert the 
author of the bill’s impact on a policy and/or technical aspect related to transportation planning, 
programming, financing, mitigation, or project delivery. 
 
Further direction will be provided to staff, by the Chair, on bills that meet the aforementioned criteria. 
 
 
 
Attachments 
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

Status of State Legislation 
Commission Meeting 
October 26-27, 2011 

 
   

Legislation Signed by Governor 

 
   

FUNDING / FINANCING  

Bill Number Author Bill Title Subject 
AB 1097 Skinner Transit Projects: 

Domestic Content 
Authorizes the state or local agency relative to the use of federal funds for transit purposes to provide a bidding preference to a 
bidder if the bidder exceeds Buy America requirements applicable to federally funded transit projects.   
Signed by Governor on October 2, 2011 – Chapter 405, Statutes of 2011 

AB 1164 Gordon Federal 
Transportation Funds 

Enacts similar provisions authorizing the Department of Transportation (Caltrans), until September 30, 2015, to make loans from 
the State Highway Account (SHA) of other specified federal transportation funds to fund bond-funded projects pursuant to the 
Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, if Caltrans has determined the loans will not 
impact the funding of other programs or projects, as specified, and only under circumstances in which federal funds might 
otherwise be lost, as specified. Appropriates those federal transportation funds in the SHA for these purposes and requires those 
funds to be obligated to fund the bond-funded projects, as specified. Requires the loans to be repaid to the SHA within three years 
from the proceeds of bonds sold pursuant to the bond act and provides for the appropriation of those repaid funds to Caltrans for 
use on projects in the State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) or the local assistance program, as specified. 
Requires Caltrans to report to the Joint Legislative Budget Committee each year that federal transportation funds are loaned 
pursuant to these provisions. 
Signed by Governor on October 2, 2011 – Chapter 406, Statutes of 2011 

 
   

DIRECT IMPACT TO COMMISSION 
Bill Number Author Bill Title Subject 

 AB 957 Committee on 
Transportation 

Transportation 
Omnibus Bill 

Deletes the requirement that the Department of Transportation, until the completion of the seismic retrofit of specified state-
owned toll bridges, provide quarterly seismic reports to the transportation committees of both houses of the Legislature and to the 
California Transportation Commission (Commission) for other seismic retrofit programs. Provides that the Commission relinquish 
the portion of Route 39 in the City of Buena Park and all of Route 225 in the City of Santa Barbara under certain terms and 
conditions. 
Signed by Governor on October 7, 2011 – Chapter 536, Statutes of 2011 

 
   

OF INTEREST TO THE COMMISSION'S TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON AERONAUTICS 
Bill Number Author Bill Title Subject 

SB 619 Fuller California Private 
Postsecondary 
Education Act of 
2009: exemptions 

Exempts from the Private Postsecondary Education Act flight instruction providers or programs that are certified by the Federal 
Aviation Administration to provide flight instruction and that do not receive or otherwise arrange for payment before the 
instruction is provided to the student. Repeals certain provisions relating to educational institutions engaged in flight instruction 
and aircraft maintenance.   - Urgency - 
Signed by Governor on September 21, 2011 – Chapter 309, Statutes of 2011 
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ENVIRONMENTAL 
Bill Number Author Bill Title Subject 

AB 892 Carter Department of 
Transportation: 
environmental review 
process: federal pilot 
program 

Existing federal law requires the United States Secretary of Transportation to carry out a surface transportation project delivery 
pilot program, under which the participating states assume certain responsibilities for environmental review and clearance of 
transportation projects that would otherwise be the responsibility of the federal government. Existing law requires the Department 
of Transportation (Caltrans) to submit a report to the Legislature regarding state and federal environmental review. Existing law 
requires the report to be submitted no later than January 1, 2009, and again, no later than January 1, 2011. This bill, instead, 
requires the report to be submitted no later than January 1, 2016. Existing law, until January 1, 2012, provides that the State of 
California consents to the jurisdiction of the federal courts with regard to the compliance, discharge, or enforcement of the 
responsibilities it assumed as a participant in the pilot program. This bill deletes this repeal date and extends the operation of these 
provisions until January 1, 2017. The bill provides that the state shall remain liable for any decisions made or responsibilities 
assumed prior to repeal of these provisions under applicable federal statutes of limitation for filing citizens' suits in federal courts. 
Signed by Governor on October 6, 2011 – Chapter 482, Statutes of 2011 

SB 468 Kehoe Department of 
Transportation: North 
coast corridor 
project: high-
occupancy toll lanes 

Imposes additional requirements on the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) with respect to specified highway projects on 
State Highway Route 5 in southern California, known collectively as the North Coast Corridor Project, that are located entirely or 
partially in the coastal zone, including requiring Caltrans to collaborate with local agencies, the California Coastal Commission, 
and other affected local, state, and federal agencies to ensure that multimodal transportation options are evaluated and included in 
the public works plan and, where appropriate, in the project design for the projects. Makes these requirements applicable to the 
San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) and also requires SANDAG, for these projects, to establish a safe routes to 
transit program that integrates the adopted regional bike plan with transit services and, pursuant to SANDAG's agreement, as 
specified, to commit to dedicate for regional habitat acquisition, management, and monitoring activities a portion of specified 
taxes approved by the voters in San Diego County. For these projects, requires Caltrans to suspend a notice of determination 
relating to environmental impact, issued between January 1, 2011, and January 1, 2012, until it is determined that environmental 
documents for the projects satisfy the requirements of this bill. Existing law authorizes SANDAG to conduct, administer, and 
operate a value pricing high-occupancy toll (HOT) lane program on two corridors included in the high-occupancy vehicle lane 
system in San Diego County. Authorizes SANDAG to conduct, administer, and operate a value pricing HOT lane on State 
Highway Route 5. Requires SANDAG to carry out the HOT lane program in cooperation with Caltrans and requires revenues 
from the program to be used for the costs of the program, for improvement of transit services, and for high-occupancy vehicle 
facilities. 
Signed by Governor on October 7, 2011 – Chapter 535, Statutes of 2011 

SB 739 Lowenthal Ports: Congestion 
Relief: air pollution 
mitigation 

Requires the Ports of Long Beach, Los Angeles and Oakland, beginning January 1, 2012 to assess their infrastructure and air 
quality improvement needs, including, but not limited to, projects that improve the efficiency of the movement of cargo, reduce 
congestion impacts associated with the movement of cargo, and reduce pollution associated with the movement of that cargo.  
Requires each port to provide this assessment to specified committees of the Legislature by July 1, 2012 and to include in the 
assessment the total costs of the infrastructure and air quality improvements, possible funding options for these projects and 
estimated timeline for implementation. 
Signed by Governor on October 2, 2011 – Chapter 427, Statutes of 2011 
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 RAIL    

Bill Number Author Bill Title Subject 
AB 615 Lowenthal High-Speed Rail Relates to the Budget Act of 2011 which appropriates various amounts from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund to the 

High-Speed Rail Authority for high-speed rail purposes on specified segments, subject to certain conditions and provisions. 
Supplements the Budget Act appropriations by appropriating $4,000,000 from the High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund to the 
authority for the Los Angeles to San Diego segment, subject to similar conditions and provisions.  
Signed by Governor on October 7, 2011 – Chapter 530, Statutes of 2011 

SB 325 Rubio Central California 
Railroad Authority 

Enacts the Central California Railroad Authority Act to create the Central California Railroad Authority as an alternative for 
ensuring short-line railroad service in the Counties of Kern, Kings, Tulare, Fresno, and Merced. Requires the authority to be 
governed by a board of directors who would be appointed by the council of governments or county association of governments 
within the Counties of Kern, Kings, Tulare, Fresno, and Merced, thereby imposing a state-mandated local program. Authorizes the 
Counties of Madera, Stanislaus, and San Joaquin to elect to join the authority. Sets forth the powers and duties of the authority, as 
specified. Requires the authority to conduct its first meeting not later than 120 days after abandonment or discontinuance of 
service on, or the bankruptcy or sale of, the short-line railroads in the member counties if the members have formed a joint 
exercise of powers agreement to implement and manage the authority. Authorizes the authority to acquire and operate railroads or 
select a franchisee to operate a rail transportation system, to prepare a plan for acquisition and operation of specified railroad 
lines, and establish criteria for the award of a franchise for the acquisition, financing, and operation of the railroad system. 
Authorizes the authority to issue revenue bonds. Provides that the state is not liable for any contract, debt, or obligation of the 
authority. Prohibits the authority from being a claimant for Transportation Development Act funds or from receiving funds from 
the Public Transportation Account. 
Signed by Governor on September 6, 2011 – Chapter 234, Statutes of 2011 

    
    Legislation Vetoed by Governor 
FUNDING / FINANCING 

 Bill Number Author Bill Title Subject 
AB 650 Blumenfield Blue Ribbon Task 

Force on Public 
Transportation for the 
21st Century 

Would have established, until March 30, 2013, the Blue Ribbon Task Force on Public Transportation for the 21st Century. Would 
have required the task force to be comprised of 12 members and requires the Senate Committee on Rules and the Speaker of the 
Assembly to each appoint Six specified members, by January 31, 2012. Would have required the task force to elect one of its non-
legislative members as chair. Would have required the task force to issue a written report that contains specified findings and 
recommendations relating to, among other things, the current state of California's transit system, the estimated cost of creating the 
needed system over various terms, and potential sources of funding to sustain the transit system's needs, and to submit the report 
by September 30, 2012, to the Governor, the Legislature, the Joint Legislative Budget Committee, the Senate Committee on 
Rules, the Speaker of the Assembly, and the transportation committees of the Legislature. Would have required the task force, for 
purposes of collecting information for the written report, to consult with appropriate state agencies and departments and requires 
the task force to contract with consultants for preparation of the report. Would have required the Department of Transportation 
(Caltrans) to provide administrative staffing to the task force. Would have appropriated $750,000 from the Public Transportation 
Account to Caltrans to accomplish the purposes of these provisions. 
Vetoed by Governor on September 26, 2011 
Veto Message: “This bill would mandate yet another “blue ribbon” task force: in this case to prepare a report on public 
transportation at a cost of at least $750,000. This is a matter well within the jurisication  and competence of the Assembly and 
Senate Transportation Committees. Moreover, Caltrans and the California Transportation Commission are also equipment to 
probe into these matters.  Rather than creating a new entity, let’s use the resources we have.” 
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RAIL    
    Bill Number Author Bill Title Subject 

 AB 952 Jones High-Speed Rail Would have prohibited a member, employee, or consultant of the High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) from being the recipient 
of any gift, as defined, in a specified provision of the act. Would have prohibited a construction company, engineering firm, 
consultant, legal firm, or any other company, vendor, or business entity with a contract or seeking a contract with the Authority, or 
subcontractor of any of the foregoing, or owner, employee, or any member of their immediate families of any of these companies, 
firms, vendors, entities, or subcontractors, from making any gift to a member, employee, or consultant of the Authority, or to any 
member of their immediate families. Would have authorized the Authority itself to receive gifts, and to transfer those gifts as 
specified, with the written approval of the Department of Finance. With certain exceptions, would have prohibited a member, 
employee, or consultant of the Authority from appearing before the Authority on behalf of, or in any way representing before the 
Authority, any individual or private or public entity for 3 years after termination of the employment or contract relationship with 
the Authority. Existing law provides that the Authority may accept grants, fees, and allocations from various sources, including 
the state, the federal government, foreign governments, and private sources. Would have deleted the reference to foreign 
governments. 
Vetoed by Governor on October 2, 2011 
Veto Message: “This bill creates special gift and revolving door rules for the High-Speed Rail Authority. The Authority is already 
regulated under the Political Reform Act (PRA) by the Fair Political Practices Commission (FPPC). In fact, last January the FPPC 
concluded an investigation of a complaint that Authority personnel violated the PRA's gift limits and disclosure rules. The FPPC 
found no violations.  The existing gift and revolving door laws work well and apply uniformly to nearly all departments. There is 
no reason to add complexity to this area of regulation by creating a different set of rules for the Authority.” 
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H.R. 2887 Surface and Air Transportation Programs Extension Act of 2011 

 

Federal-Aid Highway Programs  

H.R. 2887 authorizes an obligation limit for highway program spending from the Highway Trust 
Fund (HTF) from October 1, 2011, through March 31, 2012, at half of the total amount 
authorized from the HTF in Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2011 ($42.46 billion). The amounts 
authorized to be appropriated would be calculated by accounting for any rescission or 
cancellation of funds or contract authority in FFY 2011, including in the Full-Year Continuing 
Appropriations Act.  In addition, the bill exempts $319.5 million from the obligation limitation 
for the equity bonus program, which is meant to give states a minimum return on their 
contributions to the HTF.  H.R. 2887 also authorizes the appropriation of $196 million from the 
HTF for the administrative cost of the federal highway program. 

Extension of Highway Safety Programs 

H.R. 2887 provides $742 million in spending authority for highway safety programs carried out 
by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration for half of FFY 2012, including: 

• $117.5 million for Chapter 4 Highway Safety Programs 
• $54.1 million for Highway Safety Research and Development 
• $12.5 million for Occupant Protection Incentive Grants 
• $24.2 for Safety Belt Performance Grants 
• $17.2 million for State Traffic Safety Information System Improvements 
• $69.5 million for the Alcohol-Impaired Driving Counter-Measures Incentive Grant 

Program 
• $2 million for the National Driver Register 
• $14.5 million for the High Visibility Enforcement Program 
• $3.5 million for Motorcycle Safety 
• $3.5 million for Child Safety and Booster Seat Safety Incentive Grants 
• $12.6 million for Administrative Expenses  

H.R. 2887 also authorizes $299 million for the first half of FFY 2012 for programs carried out by 
the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration, including $106 million for Motor Carrier 
Safety Grants and $122 million for Administrative Expenses. 

Public Transportation Programs: 

H.R. 2887 sets the obligation limit for mass transit program spending authority from the HTF at 
$5.1 billion from October 1, 2011, through March 31, 2012.  The bill would authorize $4.2 
billion for Formula and Bus Grants and $800 million for Capital Investment Grants.  
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 Federal Aviation Administration Temporary Extension 

H.R. 2887 extends, through January 31, 2012, the authorities of the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), which are currently set to expire on September 17, 2011.   The bill 
extends the authority to expend funds from the Airport and Airway Trust Fund and would extend 
taxes on aviation fuel, domestic and international ticket taxes, and taxes on cargo shipped by air.  
H.R. 2887 authorizes: 

• $3.5 billion to be appropriated for the Airport Improvement Program (AIP) for the 
entirety of FFY 2011 

• $1.2 billion to be appropriated for the AIP for the four-month period beginning on 
October 1, 2011, and ending January 31, 2012. 

• $9.5 billion for FAA operations for FY 2011 and $3.2 billion for FAA operations 
between the October 1, 2011 and January 31, 2012 period 

• $2.7 billion for the entirety of FFY 2011 for facilities and equipment 
• $918 million for the first four months of FFY 2012 for facilities and equipment 

Essential Air Services Reform 

H.R. 2887 modifies the funding formula for the Essential Air Services (EAS) program which 
gives subsidies to air carriers that provide air service to certain rural communities.  Specifically, 
requires that a portion of the funding for EAS must be drawn from the Airport and Airway Trust 
Fund. Would authorize: 

• $150 million from the trust fund for the program for FFY 2011 
• $50 million from the trust fund for the first four months of FY 2012 

In addition, the EAS would receive $50 million each fiscal year from FAA administration 
accounts through overflight fees. 
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BUDGET AND ALLOCATION CAPACITY UPDATE 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM 
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m   
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 4.12 
 Action Item 

 
From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: UPDATE ON PROJECTS DELIVERED BUT NOT YET VOTED 
  

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) accept the attached report on the status of State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), Proposition 1B Bond Program and Proposition 1A 
projects that have been delivered (deemed ready to go). 
 
ISSUE: 
 
Due to financial constraints of the State, the Commission has been unable to allocate funds to allow 
the implementing agencies to award contracts for transportation projects that have been delivered. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The attached lists identify those projects that have been delivered in Fiscal Year (FY) 2010-11 and 
FY 2011-12, but the agencies have not been able to proceed due to funding constraints.  Some 
projects previously listed have been removed based on past Commission action or a request from 
the implementing agency.   
 
With the adoption of the 2010 STIP, projects may have been deleted, proposed for vote or have been 
reprogrammed beyond the 2010-11 fiscal year.  Local agencies with projects reprogrammed in a 
future year will need to resubmit an allocation request with a new schedule and funding plan when 
they are ready to proceed closer to the programmed year. 
 
The projects on the Delivered List attachments are in no particular priority order.  The lists are 
arranged by project category, then district, then county.  The current requested allocation amounts by 
category are reflected on the next page. 
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Category      Refer to:  

# of 
Projects 

Per 
Category   

 Total Funds 
Requested Per 

Category  
STIP PROJECTS (Non-Bond)       
Local STIP Transit Project(s)   Attachment 1  1 @ $       35,300,000 
PROPOSITION 1B PROJECTS      
CMIA Projects 

(Total includes Multi-Funded Projects)  Attachment 2  1 @ $       54,500,000

TCIF Projects  Attachment 3  10 @ $     482,493,000
TLSP Projects 

(Total includes Multi-Funded Projects)  Attachment 4  5 @ $       40,651,700 
SLPP Projects  

(Total includes Multi-Funded Projects)  Attachment 5  16 @ $       42,938,000

ICR Projects  Attachment 6  1 @ $       25,450,000 
SHOPP Projects  Attachment 7  1 @ $         9,794,000
PROPOSITION 1A PROJECTS      
High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Projects 

(Non Positive Train Control)  Attachment 8  8 @ $       82,386,000

 TOTAL PROJECTS  43 @ $  773,512,700 
         

 
 

     
STIP*

(Non-Bond)   $       35,300,000 
     Bond**   $     738,212,700 
   

*   Some STIP projects may ultimately be bond funded through Proposition 1B STIP Augmentation  funding  
 (TFA). 
**  Bond includes Proposition 1B and Proposition 1A.     
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description

Dist-PPNO
Program / Year 
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

Locally Administered STIP Transit Project  

1 
$35,300,000 

 
Los Angeles 

County 
Metropolitan 

Transportation 
Authority 
LACMTA 

07-Los Angeles  
 

August 2011 
 

 
Exposition Light Rail Phase II 
Extend the Exposition Light Rail Phase I by 6.6 miles to the 
intersection with Olympic Boulevard in San Monica. 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-10-85.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Improve public transit service within the 
Exposition corridor between Culver City and Santa Monica. 
 
 

07-4026 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 

$35,300,000 
0700021287 

S 
R200TB 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0046 

PTA 
30.10.070.625 

 

 
 

$35,300,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description 
Project Funding 

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – State Administered Multi-Funded CMIA/SLPP Project on the State Highway System 

1 
$59,500,000 
$54,500,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

SANDAG 
11S-SD-805 

23.2/26.7 
 

Sept 2011 
 

 
I-805 / HOV Managed Lanes – North.   
On Interstate 805, from Interstate 805/State Route 52 to 
Sorrento Valley.  Construct two High Occupancy Vehicle lanes 
and one Direct Access Ramp. 
 
Final Project Development: N/A 
 
Final Right of Way: N/A 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-21, March 
2011.) 
 
(Project approved for Design-Build; March 2011.) 
 
(Related CMIA Program amendment under Resolution  
CMIA-PA-1112-02B, September 2011.) 
 
(Related Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) Request under 
Resolution LONP-P-1112-07, September 2011.) 
 
(Construction Support totaling $5,000,000, allocated under 
Resolution CMIA-A-1112-011; September 15, 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Daily Vehicle-hours of delay saved is about 
118,004 hours. 

 
11-0732A 

CMIA/11-12 
CONST ENG  
$5,000,000 

CONST 
$52,500,000 

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$2,000,000 

1100020191 
3 & 4 

2T2001 

 
 

004-6055 
CMIA 

 
2011-12 

304-6055 
CMIA 

20.20.721.000 
 

2011-12 
304-6060 

SLPP 
20.20.724.000 

 

$5,000,000

$52,500,000

$2,000,000

 

 



Projects Delivered But Not Yet Allocated  Reference No.:  4.12 
 October 26-27, 2011 
 

ATTACHMENT 3  
TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECTS 

(TCIF) 
 

  Page 1 of 5
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – State Administered Rail TCIF Projects  

1 
$27,000,000 

 
Port of Long Beach 

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

 
 

August 2011 

 
Port Rail System- Ocean Boulevard Track Realignment 
(TIER 1) 
TCIF Project 25.  Additional mainline track, which would 
allow a dedicated lead track to Pier G and improve rail 
optimization and traffic flow from Pier B to Pier J within the 
Port of Long Beach. 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-60, 
August 2011.) 
 
(Project Scope is consistent with the amended baseline 
agreement approved under Resolution TCIF-P-1112-03 in 
August 2011.) 
 
(Related Letter of No Prejudice request under Resolution 
LONP1B-A-1112-03; August 2011.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $38,840,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Greater capacity for shipping containers 
and bulk goods by rail, which is 75% more fuel efficient than 
trucking.  The project will reduce truck trips per year by up to 
500,000 and reduce locomotive idling.

07-TC25 
TCIF/11-12 

CONST 
$27,000,000 
0000020911 

S 
F008BA 

 

 
 

2010-11 
304-6056 

TCIF 
30.20.723.000 

$27,000,000

2 
$8,745,000 

 
Port of Long Beach 

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

 
 

August 2011 

 
Port Rail System - Pier F Support Yard (TIER 1) 
TCIF Project 24.  Increased rail storage capacity at the Port 
of Long Beach, allowing more efficient on-dock rail 
operations at the middle harbor container terminal. 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-60; 
August 2011.) 
 
(Project Scope is consistent with the amended baseline 
agreement approved under Resolution TCIF-P-1112-03 in 
August 2011.) 
 
(Related Letter of No Prejudice request under Resolution 
LONP1B-A-1112-03; August 2011.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $15,395,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Greater capacity for shipping containers 
and bulk goods by rail, which is 75% more fuel efficient than 
trucking.  The project will reduce truck trips per year by up to 
500,000 and reduce locomotive idling.

07-TC24 
TCIF/11-12 

CONST 
$8,745,000 

0000020910 
S 

F007BA 
 

 
 

2010-11 
304-6056 

TCIF 
30.20.723.000 

$8,745,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – State Administered Rail TCIF Projects  

3 
$10,000,000 

 
County of Riverside 

RCTC 
08S-Riv-215 

R32.32/R35.93 
 

Sept 2011 

 
March Inland Cargo Port Airport I-215 Van Buren 
Boulevard. TCIF Project 54.  Near the city of Riverside, on 
Interstate 215 at Van Buren Boulevard.  Reconstruct Van 
Buren Boulevard interchange. 
 
(The programmed $10,000,000 in TCIF funds to be used for 
construction capital only.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $42,692,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-09-94, 
December 2009.) 
 
(Related TCIF baseline amendment under Resolution TCIF-
P-1112-06; September 2011.) 
 
(Related Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) Request under 
Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-08; September 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Add 2.5 miles of auxiliary freeway lanes.

08-0041C 
TCIF/11-12 

CONST 
$10,000,000 
0800000088 

4CONL 
0E5201 

 

 
 

2011-12 
304-6056 

TCIF 
20.20.723.000 

$10,000,000

4 
$10,800,000 

 
San Diego 

Association of 
Governments 

NCTD 
11-San Diego 

 
 

May 2011 
 
 

 
LOSSAN Rail Corridor – Sorrento to Miramar Double 
Track (Phase 1) 
TCIF Project 76.  In San Diego County, Pacific Surfliner 
Corridor; Sorrento to Miramar.  Construct double track and 
straighten curve. 
 
(CEQA – Statutorily Exempt (Sec. 21080(b)(10)) and 
Categorically Exempt (15275 Specified Mass Transit 
Project.)) 
 
(Related LONP request [Resolution LONP1B-A-1011-15], 
May 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Provide 1.4 mile of additional double 
track.  Increased safety by reducing up to 9,540 truck trips 
per year.    

11-9069A 
TCIF/10-11 

CONST 
$10,800,000 
0000020795 

F005BA 
 

 
 

2010-11 
304-6056 

TCIF 
30.20.723.000 

 
 

$10,800,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Projects on the State Highway System   

5 
$23,600,000 

 
City of Fontana 

SANBAG 
08-San Bernardino 

 
 
 

May 2011 
 

 
I-10 Corridor Logistics Access Project (Citrus) 
TCIF Project 57.  In Fontana, on State Route 10 at Citrus 
Avenue interchange.  Replace interchange. 
CEQA – MND, 11/21/08.) 
(NEPA – FONSI, 11/21/08.) 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $23,600,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-09-08, 
March 2009.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Replace existing four-lane Citrus Avenue 
bridge over Interstate-10 with a seven-lane bridge, add one 
additional lane on all four ramps of the interchange, and 
widen the existing Citrus Avenue bridge over the Union 
Pacific Railroad from three lanes to six-lanes.  Provide 
needed underneath clearance for the ultimate Interstate-10 
HOV project.  This project will substantially reduce delays 
on this corridor, increase throughout, and improve access 
to key logistics hubs and existing business and logistics 
centers. 

08-0138G 
TCIF/10-11 

CONST 
$23,600,000 
0800000745 

46810 
 

 
 

2011-12 
304-6056 

TCIF 
20.20.723.000 

$23,600,000

6 
$30,773,000 

 
San Bernardino 

Associated 
Governments 

SANBAG 
08-San Bernardino 

 
 

June 2011 

 
I-10 Corridor Logistics Access Project (Cherry) 
TCIF Project 56.  In Fontana, on State Route 10 at Cherry 
Avenue.  Replace interchange. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $30,773,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-09-17, 
March 2009.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Replace existing five-lane Cherry Avenue 
bridge over Interstate 10 with an eight-lane bridge, add one 
additional lane on all four ramps of the interchange, provide 
extensive improvements at the Cherry-Slover intersection, 
improve the Cherry-Valley intersection, and widen the 
existing Cherry Avenue bridge over the Union Pacific 
railroad from four lanes to eight lanes.  Provide needed 
underneath clearance for the ultimate Interstate-10 HOV 
project.  This project will substantially reduce delays on this 
corridor, increase throughout, and improve access to key 
logistics hubs and existing business and logistics centers. 

 
IF ALLOCATED, WOULD BE CONTINGENT UPON 

APPROVAL OF A BUDGET REVISION BY THE 
DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE.

08-0137T 
TCIF/10-11 

CONST 
$30,773,000 
0800000744 

4CONL 
468004 

 

 
 

2011-12 
304-6056 

TCIF 
20.20.723.000 

$30,773,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Projects off the State Highway System   

7 
$18,975,000 

 
City of Richmond 

MTC 
04-Contra Costa 

 
 
 

May 2011 

 
Marina Bay Parkway Grade Separation  
TCIF Project 82.  In the city of Richmond, on Marina 
Parkway between Regatta Boulevard and Meeker Avenue, 
at the BNSF/RPRC railroad crossing.  Construct an 
undercrossing. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 01/18/11.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The project will resolve major health and 
safety issues for the fastest growing area in the city of 
Richmond.  It will reduce traffic congestion and allow 
emergency vehicles to access the South Richmond 
Shoreline Area unimpeded. 

04-2008A 
TCIF/10-11 

CONST 
$18,975,000 
0400021087 

985803L 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6056 

TCIF 
20.30.210.300 

$18,975,000

8 
$13,000,000 

 
Alameda Corridor-
East Construction 

Authority 
SCAG 

07-Los Angeles 
 

June 2011 
 
  

 
San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
TCIF Project 15 Phase One.   Perform fiber optic relocation 
and archeological/paleontological work to provide a clear 
work area for Phase Two of the project.  Sprint and Level 3 
fiber optic communication lines will be relocated along the 
full 2.2 miles of the San Gabriel Trench project.  Implement 
cultural, natural and paleontological resource mitigation 
measures in accordance with an already executed 
Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) between the 
Department and California State Historic Preservation 
Office.   
 
(Related TCIF Program Amendment request [Resolution 
TCIF-PA-1011-029.]-June 2011.) 
 
(Related LONP request [Resolution LONP1B-A-1011-18.]-
June 2011.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-08, 
January 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The project will eliminate four at-grade 
crossings, increase efficiency, reliability and throughput on 
the UPRR Alhambra subdivision mainline east-west corridor 
to accommodate the existing freight and passenger train 
traffic as well as projected increases in rail traffic.  The 
project will reduce air pollution, estimated at 213 tons/year 
of air toxins and greenhouse emissions by 2030; eliminate 
an estimated 420 hours of vehicle delay each day at four 
crossings as well as delays for emergency responders and 
the potential for crossing collisions, estimated at one every 
four years..

07-TC15 
TCIF/11-12 

CONST 
$13,000,000 
0700021069 

933921L 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6056 

TCIF 
20.30.210.300 

$13,000,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Projects off the State Highway System   

9 
$323,600,000 

 
Alameda Corridor-
East Construction 

Authority 
SCAG 

07-Los Angeles 
 

June 2011 

 
San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation 
TCIF Project 15 Phase Two.   In eastern Los Angeles 
County,  the 2.2-mile San Gabriel Trench grade separation 
project will lower 1.4-mile section of UPRR railroad track in 
trench along the Alhambra Subdivision with bridges 
constructed at Ramona Street, Mission Road, Del Mar 
Avenue and San Gabriel Boulevard, allowing vehicles and 
pedestrians to pass over the tracks.   
 
(Related TCIF Program Amendment request [Resolution 
TCIF-PA-1011-029.] - June 2011.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-08, 
January 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The project will eliminate four at-grade 
crossings, increase efficiency, reliability and throughput on 
the UPRR Alhambra subdivision mainline east-west corridor 
to accommodate the existing freight and passenger train 
traffic as well as projected increases in rail traffic.  The 
project will reduce air pollution, estimated at 213 tons/year 
of air toxins and greenhouse emissions by 2030; eliminate 
an estimated 420 hours of vehicle delay each day at four 
crossings as well as delays for emergency responders and 
the potential for crossing collisions, estimated at one every 
four years. 

07-TC15 
TCIF/11-12 

CONST 
$323,600,000 
0700021069 

933921L 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6056 

TCIF 
20.30.210.300 

$323,600,000

10 
$16,000,000 

 
City of Corona 

RCTC 
08-Riverside 

 
 

August 2011 

 
Auto Center Drive Separation 
TCIF Project 43.  In Corona, on Auto Center Drive south of 
Railroad Street.  Reconstruct Auto Center Drive (4-lanes) 
with a grade separation over existing BNSF tracks. 
 
(The programmed TCIF funds are to be split:  $1,700,000 
for construction engineering and $14,300,000 for 
construction capital.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $11,955,000.) 
 
(CEQA – CE, 03/30/07.) 
(NEPA – CE, 01/24/08.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Per the City’s Project Nomination, the 
project will replace the highway/railroad at-grade crossing 
with a grade separation (overhead) and will improve freight 
goods movement along the ACE SB-SUB Line through 
improved rail-line reliability, enhance goods movement via 
truck transport, eliminate vehicular delays thus reducing 
vehicular emissions and improve public safety through 
improved emergency response times.

08-TC43 
TCIF/10-11 

CONST 
$16,000,000 
0800000915 

925004L 
 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6056 

TCIF 
20.30.210.300 

$16,000,000
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Funding 

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d 
Amount 

Project ID 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by Fund 
Type

Proposition 1B – State Administered Multi-Program TLSP/STIP Projects on the State Highway System 

1 
$11,200,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

MTC 
San Mateo 
04N-SM-82 

0.0/19.0 
 

Mar 2011 

 
In San Mateo County, located within state right of way along 
SR 82 and at ramps to US 101, from Whipple Avenue to Route 
380. This project will construct traffic signal improvements, 
CCTVs, trailblazer signs, and vehicle detection systems. 
 
Final Project Development Adjustment: N/A 
 
Final Right of Way Share Adjustment: N/A 
  
(CEQA – CE, 01/19/10) 
(NEPA – CE, 01/19/10) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Provide approximately 150 miles of Traffic 
Operation System (TOS), communication lines and 
interconnect traffic signal systems along State Route 82 (El 
Camino Real) with other TOS projects implemented by local 
agencies.  TOS devices will also be installed at select off-
ramps on US-101 within the project limits.

 
04-2140Q 

TLSP/10-11 
CONST ENG 
$1,000,000 

CONST 
$8,000,000 

 
RIP/10-11 

CONST ENG 
$530,000 
CONST 

$2,200,000 
0400001169 

4A9234 

 
 
 

004-6064 
TLSP 

 
2010-11 

304-6064 
TLSP 

20.20.XXX.XXX 
 

304-6058 
TFA 

20.20.075.600 
 
 

$1,000,000

$8,000,000

$2,200,000

 
  

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient Agency 

Dst-County 
RTPA/MPO Corridor Name / Project Location 

Program  
Prgm’d Amt 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by Fund 

Type 

Proposition 1B  Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP)    

2 
$2,100,000 

 
City of Fresno 

COFCG 
06-Fresno 

 
June 2011 

 
In the City of Fresno, Shaw Ave.   
 
(CEQA-CE, 10/05/2009.) 
(NEPA-CE, 04/21/2009.) 
 
Total Construction Cost:  $3,000,000 
The project has $120,400 CMAQ federal funding. 
 
Outcome/Output:  City of Fresno Synchronization Model 
estimates Delay Saving up to 30% and Travel time saving up 
to 20% during peak travel times.  

 
TLSP 

$2,100,000 
0600000822 

4 
06-928207L 

 
 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6064 

TLSP 

 
 
 

$2,100,000 
 
 

3 
$8,802,900 

 
City of Los Angeles 

ATSAC 
07-Los Angeles 

 
August 2011 

 
City of Los Angeles, ATSAC – Foothill Project 
Outcome/Output:  Provide traffic congestion relief by 
improving travel time by 12.1% and travel speeds by 12.3% 
and by reducing delay by 32.2%.  Create the ability to 
dynamically add new traffic control features through software 
as they become necessary without building new systems or 
replacing large quantities of hardware. 

 

TLSP 
$8,802,900 

0700021143 
4 

07-4U4604L 
 
 

 
2011-12 
2010-11 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

$8,802,900 
 
 

4 
$8,107,000 

 
City of Los Angeles 

ATSAC 
07-Los Angeles 

 
August 2011 

 
City of Los Angeles, ATSAC – Coliseum/Florence Phase 1.  
Outcome/Output:  Provide traffic congestion relief by 
improving travel time by 12.1% and travel speeds by 12.3% 
and by reducing delay by 32.2%.  Create the ability to 
dynamically add new traffic control features through software 
as they become necessary without building new systems or 
replacing large quantities of hardware. 

TLSP 
$8,107,000 

0700021141 
4 

07-4U4584L 
 
 

 
2011-12 
2010-11 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

$8,107,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 
Recipient Agency 

Dst-County 
RTPA/MPO Corridor Name / Project Location 

Program  
Prgm’d Amt 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA 

 
 

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by Fund 

Type 

Proposition 1B  Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP)    

5 
$10,441,800 

 
City of Los Angeles 

ATSAC 
07-Los Angeles 

 
August 2011 

 
City of Los Angeles, ATSAC – Coliseum/Florence Phase 2.  
Outcome/Output:  Provide traffic congestion relief by improving 
travel time by 12.1% and travel speeds by 12.3% and by 
reducing delay by 32.2%.  Create the ability to dynamically add 
new traffic control features through software as they become 
necessary without building new systems or replacing large 
quantities of hardware. 

TLSP 
$10,441,800 
0700021142 

4 
07-4U4594L 

 
 

 
2011-12 
2010-11 

104-6064 
TLSP 

 
 

$10,441,800 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Location 
Project Description

Program/Year
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Program Code
Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B - Locally Administered SLPP Projects on the State Highway System    

1 
$1,000,000 

 
Riverside County 

RCTC 
08S-Riv-15 
30.2/30.6 

 
May 2011 

 
 
 

 
In Riverside County, near Glen Ivy Hot Springs.  Widen 
existing ramps; construct retaining walls and signalization of 
intersection at Indian Truck Trail Interchange. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 05/09/05.)  
(NEPA – N/A.) 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $4,500,000) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Improve safety and accommodate 
increased traffic by widening three interchange ramps, local 
road widening of 0.35 centerline miles, signalizing three 
intersections and construction of two retaining walls.  

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$1,000,000 

0800000086 
0E450 

 

 
 

2011-12 
304-6060 

SLPP 
20.20.724.000 

 
 

$1,000,000 
 
 

2 
$885,000 

 
City of Sutter Creek 

Amador CTC 
10N-Ama-104 

9.7/10.1 
 

Mar 2011 
 

 
State Route 104/Prospect Drive Relocation.  In Sutter 
Creek, from 0.2 mile west of Prospect Drive to 0.2 mile east 
of Bowers Drive.  Construct left turn lanes and install traffic 
signal.  Realign Prospect Drive to align with Bowers 
Drive/Route 104 intersection. 
 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $886,000) 
  
(Future Consideration of Funding - Resolution E-11-15, 
January 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Realign local road intersection and 
construct left turn lane. 
  

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$885,000 

1000000331 
0U3104 

 

 
 

2011-12 
304-6060 

SLPP 
20.20.724.000 

 
 

$885,000 
 
 

 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year 
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Program Code
Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Projects off the State Highway System    

3 
$2,724,000 

 
City of Rancho 

Cordova 
SACOG 

03-Sacramento 
 

June 2011  
 
 

 
Folsom Boulevard Enhancements, Phase II.  Widen Folsom 
Boulevard between Rod Beaudry Drive and Mather Field Road, 
and install sidewalks and bike lanes. 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $3,612,000.) 
 
(CEQA – CE, 08/10/10.) 
(NEPA – CE, 06/30/10.) 
 
(Related LONP request [Resolution LONP1B-A-1011-17.] – 
June 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Per the City, this project will provide crucial 
pedestrian connectivity between the Regional Transit bus stops 
at Rod Beaudry Drive and Routier Road and the Mather/Mills 
Light Rail Station on the south side of Folsom Boulevard.  
Enhance pedestrian safety and promote redevelopment 
opportunities.  

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$2,724,000 

0300020751 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$2,724,000 
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Project ID 
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Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Projects off the State Highway System    

4 
$335,000 

 
City of Goleta 

SBCAG 
05-Santa Barbara 

 
 

Sept. 2011 
 
 

 
City of Goleta Roundabout Installation Project.   
In Goleta, at the intersection of Los Carneros Road and Calle 
Real.  Install a roundabout at the existing stop sign controlled 
intersection. 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $335,000.) 
 
(CEQA – CE, 06/14/11.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The roundabout installation will compensate 
for all anticipated future growth and allow for safer bicycle and 
pedestrian passage.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$335,000 

0512000029 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$335,000 
 
 

5 
$315,000 

 
City of Clovis 

COFCG 
06-Fresno 

 
 

May 2011 
 
 

 
In the city of Clovis, on Bullard Avenue and Locan Avenue.  
Bullard Avenue will be converted from two lanes undivided to a 
three lane divided arterial and installing a landscaped median 
island and a bicycle lane in both directions.  Locan Avenue will 
remain a two lane undivided, but will include a two way left turn 
land and bike lanes. 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $414,770) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding [Resolution E-11-09, January 
2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Per the City, this project will increase vehicle 
service capacity, safety, and security of the existing 
transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users, 
as well as improve quality of life and promote an efficient 
management and operation system.  The project will 
accommodate bicycle, pedestrian, vehicle and transportation 
mode of travel.  Ultimately it will improve safety and surface 
reliability for users.  

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$315,000 

0600020575 
4C3134L 

 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$315,000 
 
 

6 
$379,000 

 
City of Clovis 

COFCG 
06-Fresno 

 
 

  
May 2011 

 
 
 

 
In the city of Clovis, on DeWolf Avenue and Nees Avenue.  On 
DeWolf Avenue the project will Construct north and southbound 
center travel lanes, one northbound outside travel lane, a 
median curb island, and north and southbound bicycle.  On 
Nees Avenue, the project will also construct east and 
westbound center travel lanes, including a striped median 
island that connects to State Route 168. 
 
 (Contributions from local sources:  $380,410) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-10-24, April 
2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Per the City, this project provides a 
necessary connection from a development master planned 
community center (Harlan Ranch Development) to State Route 
168.  The proposed project serves to improve mobility and 
growth, and is consistent with adjacent street improvements.  
The proposed project serves to increase vehicle service 
capacity, reliability, safety, and security to the existing 
transportation system for motorized and non-motorized users, 
as well as improve quality of life, and promote an efficient 
management and operation system. 

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$379,000 

0600020577 
4C3124L  

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$379,000 
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Item # 
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Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Projects off the State Highway System    

7 
$243,000 

 
City of Clovis 

COFCG 
06-Fresno 

 
 

August 2011 

 
Shaw Avenue Improvements.  In Clovis, on Shaw Avenue 
starting at Locan Avenue to one-quarter mile east.  Convert 
Shaw Avenue from an undivided arterial to a divided arterial 
roadway and also install a landscaped median island, a 
westbound and eastbound center travel lane, and one 
westbound and eastbound Class II bicycle lane. 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $243,000.) 
 
(CEQA – ND, 03/18/05.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding [E-11-10, January 2011].) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Per the City, this project serves to increase 
vehicle service capacity, reliability, safety, and security of the 
existing transportation system for motorized and non-motorized 
users, as well as improve quality of life, and promote an 
efficient management and operation system. 

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$243,000 

0600020705 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$243,000 
 
 

8 
$150,000 

 
County of 
Riverside 

RCTC 
08-Riverside 

 
August 2011 

 

 
Magnolia Avenue/Neece Street Signal.  At the Magnolia 
Aveneu/Neece Street Intersection.  Construct new traffic signal 
and left-turn pockets on Magnolia Avenue. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 01/30/08.) 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $470,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Per the City, this project will enhance traffic 
safety. 

 
SLPP/09-10 

CONST 
$150,000 

0800020599 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$150,000 
 
 

9 
$92,000 

 
Town of Apple 

Valley 
SANBAG 
08-San 

Bernardino 
 

Mar 2011 
 

 
Bear Valley Road/Deep Creek Road Intersection.  At the Bear 
Valley Road and Deep Creek Road Intersection.  Construct new 
traffic signal. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 03/04/10)  
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $152,000) 
  
(Related LONP request - Resolution LONP1B-A-1011-14 – 
June 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Enhance traffic safety and improve the level 
of service at this intersection from F to A.

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$92,000 

0800020392 
0G0654L 

 
 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$92,000 
 
 

10 
$1,000,000 

 
City of Hesperia 

SANBAG 
08-San 

Bernardino 
 

Mar 2011 
 

 
Ranchero Road Grade Separation.  At Ranchero Road 
between 7th Avenue and Danbury Avenue.  Construct a new 
grade separation. 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $13,350,000) 
  
(Related LONP request - Resolution LONP1B-A-1011-14 – 
June 2011.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-19.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  A new section of Ranchero Road, between 
7th Avenue and Danbury Avenue, will be built across BNSF 
Railroad and a new railroad bridge will be constructed over the 
new Ranchero Road.  Upon completion, this project will 
improve access to Interstate 15, relieve congestion on Main 
Street, and improve response times from emergency vehicle 
call-outs.   

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$1,000,000 

0800000839 
0G0664L 

 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$1,000,000 
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Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Projects off the State Highway System    

11 
$400,000 

 
City of Merced 

MCAG 
10-Merced 

 
June 2011  

 
 

 
In the city of Merced, on Parsons Avenue along Ada Givens 
School and Park. 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $470,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-10-04, 
January 2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Construct approximately 1,000 feet of 
missing segment of Parsons Avenue along Ada Givens School 
and Park including new curb, gutter, sidewalks, storm drain, 
street lights, and landscaping.  

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$400,000 

1000020581 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$400,000 
 
 

12 
$1,000,000 

 
City of Anaheim 

OCTA 
12-Orange 

 
June 2011  

 
In the city of Anaheim, on Tustin Avenue and La Palma 
Avenue.  Intersection improvements. 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $3,000,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-34, May 
2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Add through lanes and channelize turns 
movements to relieve congestion and improve operations.

 
SLPP/10-11 

CONST 
$1,000,000 

1200020327 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$1,000,000 
 
 

 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Transit Projects 

13 
$8,215,000 

 
Alameda Contra 

Costa Transit 
District 
MTC 

04-Alameda/ 
Contra Costa 

 
June 2011  

 
Bus Procurement 
Acquisition of 60 buses: 39, 60-foot, 60-passenger, diesel 
fuel with two wheelchair tie-down and 21, 40-foot, 30-
passenger, diesel fuel with two wheelchair tie-down buses. 
 
(CEQA – CE 15275(a).) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $32,781,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Provide a safe and reliable fleet of 
vehicles for local and transbay public transportation routes.

 
SLPP/09-10 

CONST 
$8,215,000 

0400021163 
S 

T249GA 
 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$8,215,000 
 
 



Projects Delivered But Not Yet Allocated   Reference No.:  4.12 
 October 26-27, 2011 
 

ATTACHMENT 5  
STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM PROJECTS 

(SLPP) 
 

  Page 5 of 5
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
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Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Transit Projects 

14 
$2,500,000 

 
Peninsula 

Corridor Joint 
Powers Board 

MTC 
04-San Mateo 

 
 

August 2011 
 

 
Positive Train Control (Caltrain Corridor) 
Implementation of the Positive Train Control (PTC), which is 
an integrated command, communication and information 
system to control train movements and eliminate accidents 
due to human error. 
 
(CEQA – 23 CFR Section 771.117(c).) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $228,500,000.) 
 
(Related programming amendment under Resolution 
SLP1B-P-1112-02 – August 2011.) 
 
(Related Letter of No Prejudice request under Resolution 
LONP1B-A-1112-01; August 2011) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Enhanced safety and elimination of train-
to-train collisions, speeding, over-speed derailments, 
incursions into track work zones and movement of a train.

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$2,500,000 

0400021250 
S 

R301GA 
 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$2,500,000 
 
 

15 
$13,500,000 

 
Los Angeles 

County 
Metropolitan 

Transportation 
Authority 
LACMTA 

07-Los Angeles 
 

August 2011 
 

 
Los Angeles-San Fernando Valley Transit Extension 
Extend the existing Bus Rapid Transit Metro Orange Line 
route four miles to the north on a dedicated right-of-way 
along Canoga Avenue in San Fernando Valley. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $178,214,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-09-102, 
December 2009.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Enhanced bus rapid transit services will 
relieve surface congestion and improve mobility for 
residents.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$13,500,000 
0700021288 

S 
T244GC 

 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$13,500,000 
 
 

16 
$10,200,000 

 
San Diego 

Association of 
Governments 

SANDAG 
11-San Diego 

 
 
 

Sept 2011 
 
 

 
Blue Line Rail Crossovers and Signals 
Install new interlocked crossovers, signal changes, reverse 
running grade crossings, fiber optic connections for signal 
system and associated rail and signal work. 
 
(CEQA – Section 15275.) 
 
(Related SLPP programming request under Resolution 
SLP1B-P-1112-03; September 2011.) 
 
(Related Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) request under 
Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-09; September 2011.) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $32,722,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Improvements will provide increased 
system capacity, improved on time performance, reverse 
running capability, and improved operational flexibility and 
operating efficiency.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$10,200,000 
1112000018 
0600020325 

 
S 

R304GA 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$10,200,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description

Program/Year 
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Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program 

Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – State Administered Intercity Rail Projects  

1 
$25,450,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

MTC 
75-Contra Costa 

 
 

August 2011 
 

  

 
Oakley to Port Chicago, Double Track 
Construct 4.5 miles of continuous mainline double track on the 
San Joaquin Corridor between Oakley and Port Chicago. 
 
(Related Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-
57, August 2011.) 
 
(STIP Amendment 10S-055 approved June 2011.) 
 
(IRI program amendment under Resolution ICR1B-P-1011-05 
approved June 2011.) 
 
(The project has been down-scoped to double track 3.4 miles of 
mainline and still meets the purpose and needs of the original 
project providing the same level of system enhancement within 
the reduced project limits.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The project will provide improved service 
reliability, safety, and increased speed on the San Joaquin 
Corridor.  Altamont Commuter Express (ACE) will benefit 
indirectly from improved on-time performance and ridership 
increase due to the close proximity of the ACE Station to the 
Stockton Amtrak Station. 

 
ICR/11-12 
CONST 

$25,450,000 
0000020805 

S 
R995BA 

 
 
 

2011-12 
304-6059 
PTMISEA 

30.20.090.000 

 
 
 

$25,450,000 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 
Program 

Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type

Proposition 1B – SHOPP Project Allocations  

1 
$9,794,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08S-SBd-10 
9.9/R24.5 

 
August 2011 

 
In San Bernardino County, from Route 15 to Route 215.  
Outcome/Outputs:  Install 11 ramp meters, widen seven ramps, 
and upgrade fiber optic system to improve operational 
efficiency and expand the Traffic Management System. 

 

08-0134J 
SHOPP/10-11 
$19,100,000 
0800000640 

4 
384344 

 

 
 

2010-11 
304-6064 
HSRPA 

20.20.201.315 

$9,794,000
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Project # 
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Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
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Proposition 1A –  High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Program -  Non PTC (Urban/Commuter)  

1 
$30,000,000 

 
San Francisco 

Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District 

MTC 
04-Various 

 
Mar 2011 

 
Rail Car Replacement. 
Replacement of 669 original rail cars in the BART fleet. 
 
(CEQA – CE 15302) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Provide continuous service by improving 
passenger capacity and boarding/lighting process. 
 

CONTINGENT UPON BUDGET AUTHORITY 
BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR NON-POSITIVE 

TRAIN CONTROL PROJECTS. 

 
HSR/10-11 

CONST 
$30,000,000 
0400020817 

R283GA 
 

 
 

XXXX-XX 
104-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.10.100.000 
 

 
 

$30,000,000 
 
 

2 
$1,000,000 

 
San Francisco 

Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District 

MTC 
04-Various 

 
Mar 2011 

 
Car Reconfiguration Capacity Increase. 
Modifications to 100 rail cars for improvements to the 
passenger-carrying capacity. 
 
(CEQA – CE 15302) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Increase passenger capacity and safety. 
 

CONTINGENT UPON BUDGET AUTHORITY 
BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR NON-POSITIVE 

TRAIN CONTROL PROJECTS. 

 
HSR/10-11 

CONST 
$1,000,000 

0400020818 
R284GA 

 

 
 

XXXX-XX 
104-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.10.100.000 
 

 
 

$1,000,000 
 
 

3 
$3,000,000 

 
San Francisco 

Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District 

MTC 
04-Various 

 
Mar 2011 

 
Cover Board Enhancement Project. 
Installation of additional support brackets on approximately  
22-miles on both tracks along the M-Line, A-Line, R-Line and 
C-Line. 
 
(CEQA – CE 15302) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Reduce service delays and maintenance 
interruptions, thus improving on-time service. 
 

CONTINGENT UPON BUDGET AUTHORITY 
BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR NON-POSITIVE 

TRAIN CONTROL PROJECTS. 

 
HSR/10-11 

CONST 
$3,000,000 

0400020819 
R285GA 

 

 
 

XXXX-XX 
104-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.10.100.000 
 

 
 

$3,000,000 
 
 

4 
$17,707,000 

 
Southern 
California 

Regional Rail 
Authority 
LACMTA 

7-Los Angeles 
 

Aug 10 

 
Rehabilitation and Renovation of the Metrolink System 
Improve railroad infrastructure for continued operations on the 
Metrolink system. 
 
(CEQA - Exempt) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Allow for more reliable and timely connections 
to high-speed train system. 
 

CONTINGENT UPON BUDGET AUTHORITY 
BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR NON-POSITIVE 

TRAIN CONTROL PROJECTS. 
 

 
7-Pending 

HSR / 10-11 
PS&E 

$884,000 
CONST 

$16,823,000 
XXXXXXXXXX 

 
 

XXXX-XX 
104-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.10.100.000 

 
 

$17,707,000 
 
 

5 
$5,744,000 

 
Los Angeles 
Metropolitan 

Transportation 
Authority 

 
Regional Connector Transit Corridor. 
Construction of two mile extension that will connect the Metro 
light rail system to high speed rail through downtown Los 
Angeles.  
 
Outcome/Output:  Completion of State and federal environmental 

 
07-4381 

HSR/10-11 
PA&ED 

$114,874,000 
0700020409 

 
 

XXXX-XX 
104-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.10.100.000 
 

 
 

$5,744,000 
(Partial) 
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Project # 
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RTPA/CTC 
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Program / Year
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Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
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Amount by 
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Proposition 1A –  High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Program -  Non PTC (Urban/Commuter)  

LACMTA 
07-Los Angeles 

 
Sept 10 

documents. 
 

CONTINGENT UPON BUDGET AUTHORITY 
BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR NON-POSITIVE 

TRAIN CONTROL PROJECTS. 
 

R261GA
 

6 
$4,900,000 

 
San Joaquin 
Regional Rail 
Commission 

SJCOG 
10-San Joaquin 

 
Sept 2011 

 

 
Stockton Passenger Track Extension 
Extension of current station track over Miner Avenue including 
a new bridge structure stretching northward to the Equipment 
Maintenance Facility. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 21080(b)(10).) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Extension will improve train access to station 
and passenger boarding access points. 
 

CONTINGENT UPON BUDGET AUTHORITY 
BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR NON-POSITIVE 

TRAIN CONTROL PROJECTS. 
 

 
HSR/10-11 

CONST 
$4,900,000 

1012000034 
S 

R302GA 
 
 

 
 

XXXX-XX 
104-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.10.100.000 
 
 

$4,900,000

7 
$750,000 

 
San Joaquin 
Regional Rail 
Commission 

SJCOG 
10-San Joaquin 

 
 

Sept 2011 
 
 

 
Altamont Rail Corridor Environmental Studies 
Development of near term improvements to the existing 
Altamont Commuter Express service in San Joaquin and Santa 
Clara Counties. 
 
Outcome/Output:  Improve regional connectivity between the 
Central Valley and Bay Area by reducing travel time. 

 
CONTINGENT UPON BUDGET AUTHORITY  

BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR NON-POSITIVE 
TRAIN CONTROL PROJECTS. 

 
HSR/10-11 

PA&ED 
$750,000 

1012000035 
S 

R303GA 
 
 

 
XXXX-XX 
104-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.10.100.000 
 
 

$750,000

8 
$19,285,000 

 
San Diego 

Association of 
Governments 

SANDAG 
11-San Diego 

 
Aug 10 

 
Blue Line Light Rail Improvements 
Improve existing rail infrastructure on the Blue Line trolley 
including replacement of the switches and signaling system, 
and reconstruction of existing station platforms. 
 
(CEQA - Exempt) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Provide for improved service flexibility and 
reliability for light rail operations. 
 

CONTINGENT UPON BUDGET AUTHORITY 
BEING MADE AVAILABLE FOR NON-POSITIVE 

TRAIN CONTROL PROJECTS. 
 

 
11-Pending 
HSR / 10-11 

CONST 
$19,285,000 
XXXXXXXXX 

 

 
 

XXXX-XX 
104-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.10.100.000 

 
 

$19,285,000 
 
 

 
 



 
4.3 

 
 

PROPOSITION 1B STATE-LOCAL  
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM –  

2011-12 COMPETITIVE PROGRAM DISCUSSION 
 
 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.  
 

PLEASE SEE THE BOOK ITEM UNDER  
TAB 50 FOR DETAILS CONCERNING THIS ITEM.  

 



 
4.14 

 
 

ROUTE 152 PROJECT UPDATE 
 
 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.  
 



4.10 
 
 

WILLITS BYPASS PERMIT STATUS UPDATE 
 

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM 
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 



4.11 
 
 

UPDATE ON 1-5 CARPOOL LANE AND FREEWAY WIDENING 
PROJECT – ORANGE COUNTY LINE TO 1-605 

 
A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM 
WILL BE MADE AT THE October 26-27, 2011 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING 



4.13 
 
 

PROJECT ESTIMATING AND 
CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY UPDATE 

 
A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM 

WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 



  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 
 4.15

  
 

 
2012 STIP STATE HIGHWAY NEEDS

 
 
  

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM  
WILL BE MADE AT THE OCTOBER 26-27, 2011  

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING. 



 
 

   
 STATE OF CALIFORNIA                 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

 

M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 4.5 
 Action  

 
 
 

From:  BIMLA G. RHINEHART 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND (TCIF)– PROJECT BASELINE AGREEMENT 

STATUS REPORT                                                                                                                                         
RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-09B 

 
 
 

ISSUE: 
Should the Commission delete TCIF Project 7: Shafter Intermodal Rail Facility and TCIF Project 
13: San Joaquin Valley Short Haul Rail/Inland Port Project from the TCIF Program of Projects and 
place these projects on the Northern California Trade Corridors Coalition’s (NCTCC) Tier 2 list of 
TCIF Projects as the nominating agencies for these projects did not submit executed TCIF Project 
Baseline Agreements by the September 1, 2011 deadline?      
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Commission staff recommends that the Commission delete TCIF Project 7: Shafter Intermodal Rail 
Facility and TCIF Project 13: San Joaquin Valley Short Haul Rail/Inland Port Project from the 
TCIF Program of Projects and place these projects on the NCTCC’s Tier 2 list of TCIF Projects as 
the nominating agencies for these projects did not submit executed TCIF Project Baseline 
Agreements by the September 1, 2011 deadline. 

 
 BACKGROUND: 

The Commission, at its April 10, 2008 meeting, adopted the TCIF Program and directed agencies to 
provide executed Project Baseline Agreements that set forth the proposed project scope, measurable 
expected performance benefits, delivery schedule, and project budget and funding plan.  The 
Commission also directed that the Project Baseline Agreements be signed by the Director of the 
Department of Transportation, the regional agency and nominating agency executive directors, and 
the CTC Executive Director. 
 
As of April 1, 2011, all but two of the projects programmed in the original TCIF Program, TCIF 
Project 7: Shafter Intermodal Rail Facility and TCIF Project 13: San Joaquin Valley Short Haul 
Rail/Inland Port Project, have submitted executed project baseline agreements in accordance with 
Resolution TCIF-P-0708-01, “Adoption of Program of Projects for the Trade Corridors 
Improvement Fund” and the TCIF Guidelines.  At the May 11, 2011 Commission meeting, staff 
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recommended that the Commission direct the nominating agencies for these projects, the City of 
Shafter and the County of Stanislaus, to submit executed TCIF Project Baseline Agreements for 
these projects no later than June 13, 2011.  Failure to submit executed TCIF Project Baseline 
Agreements by the deadline would result in the Commission deleting the projects from the TCIF 
Program of Projects and placing the projects on the NCTCC’s Tier 2 list of TCIF projects.  At the 
meeting, the County of Stanislaus requested that the deadline for submittal be extended to  
September 1, 2011 and the Commission agreed to extend the deadline for submittal of executed 
TCIF Project Baseline Agreements to that date for both projects.  Neither project submitted an 
executed TCIF Project Baseline Agreement by the September 1, 2011 deadline. 
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M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 4.6 
 Action  

 
 
 

From:  BIMLA G. RHINEHART 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: CORRIDOR MOBILITY IMPROVEMENT ACCOUNT (CMIA)– PROJECT BASELINE 

AGREEMENT AMENDMENTS                                                                                                                                         
RESOLUTION CMIA-P-1112-05B 

 
 
 

ISSUE: 
Should the Commission approve the CMIA Project Baseline Agreement Amendments for the Marin-
Sonoma Narrows Corridor Project and the Lincoln Bypass Project in accordance with the 
Commission’s CMIA Guidelines and the prior CMIA programming actions (Resolution CMIA-P-
1011-07, Resolution CMIA-P-1112-011,  and Resolution CMIA-P-1112-007) and establish these 
amended Project Baseline Agreements as the new baseline for project delivery monitoring?    
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve the CMIA Project Baseline Agreement 
Amendments for the Marin-Sonoma Narrows Corridor Project and the Lincoln Bypass Project in 
accordance with CMIA Guidelines and the prior CMIA programming actions (Resolution CMIA-P-
1011-07, Resolution CMIA-P-1112-011,  and Resolution CMIA-P-1112-007) and establish these 
amended Project Baseline Agreements as the new baseline for project delivery monitoring. 

 
 BACKGROUND: 

The Commission, at its June 23, 2011 meeting, adopted an amendment to the CMIA Program.  This 
amendment increased the scope and CMIA funding for the Marin-Sonoma Narrows Corridor Project 
and the Lincoln Bypass Project.  In accordance with this action, the sponsoring agencies have 
submitted executed Project Baseline Agreement Amendments which document the increased scope 
and funding and establish the new baseline for project delivery monitoring.  
 
               



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

  

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5f. 
 Information Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: INFORMATIONAL REPORTS – DELEGATED ALLOCATIONS 
 EMERGENCY G-11, SHOPP G-03-10 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: 

• $7,242,000 for nine emergency construction projects, pursuant to the authority granted 
under Resolution G-11 (2.5f.(1)); 

• $12,157,000 for two safety projects, pursuant to the authority granted under Resolution  
G-03-10(2.5f.(3)); 

• $1,000,000 for one 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 September 22, 2011, the Department has allocated or sub-allocated the following for  
Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-12: 

• $15,672,000 for 19 emergency construction projects. 
• $19,736,000 for five safety delegated projects. 
• $1,986,000 for three 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. 
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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, delegating to the Department authority 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 
2011 meeting, the funding and project listing for the FY 2011-12 Lump Sum Minor Construction 
Program was approved by the Commission under Resolution FM-10-05.   
 
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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Project# 
Amount 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 
Allocation History

PPNO 
Program/Year 
Project ID 

Adv. Phase 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5f.  Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  

1 
$800,000 

 
Humboldt 

01U-Hum-299 
8.5 

 
Near Blue Lake, 1.8 miles east of Buckley Road.  Heavy rain in March 
2011 caused the roadway support to slip out at this location.  The 
roadway continued to slip and Maintenance forces continued to patch 
and repair the scarps in the roadway to maintain roadway profile.  
This project is necessary to reconstruct the roadway and restore its 
profile and repair a failed culvert before the onset of the next winter 
season.      
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/14/11:                          $  800,000 
 (Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
01-2345 

SHOPP/11-12 
0112120146 

4 
0B6404 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.130   

 
 

$92,000 
 

$708,000 

2 
$350,000 

 
Sac 

03U-Sac-Var 
Var 

 
In Nevada and Sacramento Counties, on various routes at various 
locations.  Theft of existing copper wires from highway electrical 
facilities resulted in loss of power to traffic changeable message 
signs, remote weather information systems, and overhead lighting.  
Additionally, the Mather pump-house, necessary to prevent flooding 
during heavy rain on Route 50, was damaged by these thefts.  This 
project is to replace stolen wires to restore facilities operation, and 
reconstruct damaged pull boxes and conduits.  Pull boxes will be 
buried to prevent future thefts. 
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/14/11:                          $    350,000 

 
03-6232 

SHOPP/11-12 
0312000074 

4 
3F1104 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130   

$350,000 
 

3 
$300,000 

 
Alameda 

04U-Ala-680 
0.38 

 
In Fremont, at Scott Creek Bridge.  During heavy rain on December 
17, 2010, two slip-outs developed between the mainline shoulder 
and the off-ramp below it on southbound Route 680.  Further rain on 
December 26, 2010 and January 1, 2011 caused the slip-outs to 
expand.  The initial allocation was to excavate loose material, backfill 
with rock slope protection (RSP), cover with erosion control mats, 
and install under-drains at the toe of the RSP.  This supplemental 
allocation is to repair additional slip-out damage caused by heavy 
rain later in 2011.  
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   01/26/11:                          $     510,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 08/15/11:              $     300,000 
Revised Allocation:                                               $     810,000 

 
04-1600H 

SHOPP/10-11 
0400020794 

4 
1SS244 

 
Emergency 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130   

$300,000 
 

4 
$1,000,000 

 
Contra Costa 
04U-CC-80 

10.69 

 
In Hercules, at the Willow Avenue Undercrossing (Bridge 28-0151).  
On June 10, 2011, a piece of armored bridge deck joint at Abutment 
4 in the westbound lanes broke loose, bending up into the roadway 
and causing vehicle damage.  A temporary repair was made by 
removing the damaged armor and placing concrete to fill the void.  
Inspection revealed that the remaining joints on this structure are 
failing in a similar manner.  This project is to remove all armor along 
the open joints at Abutment 1, Bent 2, Bent 3, and Abutment 4, 
rebuild the joint headers and install joint seals without armor.     
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   08/12/11:                          $     1,000,000 

 
04-0238H 

SHOPP/11-12 
0412000026 

4 
3G2004 

 
Emergency 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130   

$1,000,000 
 

5 
$2,100,000 

 
San Mateo 
04U-SM-35 

3.8 

 
Near Sky Londa, 0.6 mile south of Cloud Rest Area.  During heavy 
rain on April 2011, a slip-out occurred at this location causing the 
loss of the roadway shoulder in the northbound direction.  One-way 
traffic control system was installed on the southbound side as an 
interim measure.  The slope continues to move with pavement 
cracks expanding.  This project is to construct a soldier pile wall to 
permanently stabilize the roadway before the onset of the next 
winter season.     
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   09/14/11:                          $  2,100,000 
(Additional $100,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
04-0636Q 

SHOPP/11-12 
0400021266 

4 
3G0104 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130   

$2,100,000 
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2.5f.  Informational Report – Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))  

6 
$600,000 

 
San Luis Obispo 

05U-SLO-46 
3.8 

 
Near Cambria, 3 miles east of Green Valley Creek Bridge.  Heavy 
rainfall in March 2011 caused the travel way to settle.  An 
investigation revealed a 130-foot by 84-inch corrugated steel pipe 
culvert has failed.  The pipe is over 20 feet below finished grade.  
Initial allocation was for the removal and replacement of the culvert.  
The first supplemental allocation was due to encountering 
unanticipated soil conditions that required additional roadway 
support during excavation and import of fill material to replace 
unsuitable existing soil.  This supplemental is due to continuing need 
to stabilize retaining structures, constraints on sediment control, and 
more than expected volume of soil removal and import of fill 
material. 
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   04/06/11:                           $    800,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 07/11/11:               $    400,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 08/30/11:               $    600,000 
Revised Allocation:                                                $ 1,800,000 
(Additional $15,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
05-2322 

SHOPP/10-11 
0500020362 

4 
1A5004 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.130   

$600,000 
 

7 
$652,000 

 
Los Angeles 

07U-LA-2 
40.3/61.6 

 
In the Angeles National Forest, at Postmile (PM) 40.3 and also at 
PM 61.5.  Late December 2010 storms saturated the hillside causing 
the steep slopes to fail at the two locations.  The initial allocation was 
to excavate the slide material, rebuild the slopes and repair the 
roadway.  The fill slope at PM 61.5 however, continued to expand 
requiring additional excavation, more backfill material and larger 
roadway repairs than was originally estimated resulting in the need 
for this supplemental allocation.    
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   05/04/11:                          $  2,900,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 08/15/11:              $     652,000 
Revised Allocation:                                               $  3,552,000 

 
07-4443 

SHOPP/10-11 
0700021188 

4 
3X4204 

 
Emergency 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.130   

$652,000 
 

8 
$1,250,000 

 
Los Angeles 

07U-LA-L5824 
 

 
In Pomona at the Caltrans Pomona Maintenance Station (Facility L-
5824).  On August 24, 2011, a truck and trailer travelling on 
eastbound Route 60, left the highway and crashed into the Caltrans 
building causing significant structural damage.  Temporary shoring 
was put in place to prevent building collapse.  This project is to 
repair the building including repairs to the structural steel support 
framework, concrete floors, walls, ceilings, roof, wiring, plumbing, 
highway guardrail and fencing, irrigation and signals.     
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   08/30/11:                          $  1,250,000 
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes). 

 
07-4476 

SHOPP/11-12 
0712000078 

4 
3X6204 

 
Emergency 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.130   

$1,250,000 
 

9 
$190,000 

 
Ventura 

07U-Ven-150 
4.4/5.5 

 
Near the City of Ojai.  Heavy rain in March 2011 caused several 
sections of roadway support slopes to fail and slip out.  The initial 
allocation was to excavate the damaged locations, rebuild the slopes 
with keyway buttresses, compact the fills and repair damaged 
roadway.  The largest slip-out (PM 5.3) required more excavation 
and backfill material than was originally estimated resulting in the 
need for this supplemental allocation.   
 
Initial G-11 Allocation   04/14/11:                          $    400,000 
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 08/15/11:              $    190,000 
Revised Allocation:                                               $    590,000 

 
07-4460 

SHOPP/10-11 
0700021151 

4 
3X2704 

 
Emergency 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.130   

$190,000 
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EA 

 
Budget Year 
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Fund Type 
Program  
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Amount by 
Fund Type

Informational Report – SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))  

1 
$3,066,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04N-SCl-152 

12.8 

 
Near Gilroy, at Ferguson Road.  Outcome/Output:  Realign 
roadway, construct left and right turn channelization, and 
signalize intersection to regulate the movement of vehicles, 
reduce number of collisions and improve safety. 
 
Allocation date:  09/08/2011 

 
04-0483K 

SHOPP/11-12 
$3,800,000 

0400000814 
4 

2A2604 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$61,000

$3,005,000

2 
$9,091,000 

 
Mono 

09S-Mno-395 
118.7/119.6 

 
Near Topaz Lake, from 1.7 miles north of Route 89 to 0.9 mile 
south of the Nevada State border.  Outcome/Output:  Realign 
highway curves and widen shoulders to improve sight distances 
and improve safety along 0.9 roadway centerline miles.  
 
Allocation date:  09/07/2011 

 
09-0601 

SHOPP/11-12 
$18,300,000 
0900000038 

4 
237704 

 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$182,000

$8,909,000

 

# Dist County Route Postmiles Location/Description EA 
Program 

Code 

 Original
 Est. 

FM-09-06  Allocation 

2.5f. Informational Report – Minor Construction Program – Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(4)) 

1 09 Iny L5709  
 

Install chain link fence, cinder, salt, 
gravel, security lighting, and cold mix 
storage bunkers, pave areas, replace 
emulsion tanks and construct oil/water 
separator.  

342404 201.352 $1,000,000 $1,000,000
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 Reference No.: 3.1 
 Information Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: MONTHLY REPORT ON PROJECTS AMENDED INTO THE SHOPP BY  
 DEPARTMENT ACTION 
 

SUMMARY: 
 
Since the September 2011 report to the California Transportation Commission (Commission), the 
California Department of Transportation (Department) has amended 72 new capital projects into the 
2010 State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), as summarized in the attachment.  
The Department maintains annual reservations to fund anticipated safety, emergency, and other high 
priority projects that need to be amended into the 2010 SHOPP.  The amendments noted below will 
be funded from the Major Damage, Permanent Restoration, Safety Improvements, Bridge 
Preservation, Roadway Preservation and programming capacity provided through the updated 2010 
SHOPP Fund Estimate approved April 2010. 
 

2010 SHOPP Summary of  
New Projects by Category No. 

FY 2010/11 
($1,000) 

FY 2011/12 
($1,000) 

FY 2012/13 
($1,000) 

FY 2013/14 
($1,000) 

Emergency Response 59  $24,465 $19,279 $116,271 
Collision Reduction 7   $2,235 $12,978 
Bridge Preservation 3  $6,402 $1,950  
Roadway Preservation 3  $66,900   

           Total Amendments 72  $97,767 $23,464 $129,249 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In each even numbered year, the Department prepares a four year SHOPP defining major capital 
improvements necessary to preserve and protect the State Highway System.  Periodically, the 
Department amends the SHOPP to address newly identified needs prior to the next programming 
cycle.  This report identifies 72 new capital projects amended into the 2010 SHOPP.   
 
The “List of New 2010 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments” provides specific project information. 
 
Attachment  
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  List of New 2010 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments  
 

This list provides an overview of projects the Department has amended into the 2010 SHOPP since 
the September 2011 report.  Copies of the actual amendments have been provided to Commission 
staff.   

 

Amend # 
 

PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM  
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
Emergency Response 

 
10H-389 

 
 

1077 

 
1-DN-101 
15.1/15.3 

 
0B270 

01 1200 0111 

 
Near Crescent City, from 1.3 to 1.5 
miles north of Rudisill Road.  Repair 
roadway. 

 
$20 (R/W) 
$4,390 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$437  

$1,311  
   $8  
$878  

$2,634  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
2 Locations 

 
10H-390 

 
 

1078 

 
1-DN-101 

17.5 
 

0B280 
01 1200 0112 

 
Near Crescent City, at 2.8 miles north 
of Mill Creek Park.    Reconstruct 
roadway. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$1,650 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$164  
$492  
   $4  
$330  
$990  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-391 

 
 

1079 

 
1-DN-101 
21.7/22.9 

 
0B290 

01 1200 0113 

 
Near Crescent City, from 1 to 1.5 
miles south to 0.2 mile north of 
Hamilton Road; also at PM 22.9.  
Repair slipouts. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$1,000 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$99  

$297  
   $4  
$200  
$600  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
2 Locations 

 
10H-392 

 
 

1080 

 
1-DN-101 

22.0 
 

0B300 
01 1200 0114 

 
Near Crescent City, at 0.6 mile south 
of Hamilton Road.    Stabilize 
roadway. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$1,500 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$149  
$447  
   $4  
$300  
$900  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-393 

 
 

1081 

 
1-DN-199 
8.7/21.7 

 
0B310 

01 1200 0115 

 
Near Patricks Creek, at 2.3 miles 
south of Hardscrabble Creek Bridge; 
also at 0.3 mile south of Patricks 
Creek Campground.  Construct 
buttresses. 

 
$20 (R/W) 
$1,250 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$123  
$369  
   $8  
$250  
$750  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
2 Locations 

 
10H-394 

 
 

1082 

 
1-DN-199 

24.6 
 

0B320 
01 1200 0116 

 
Near Patricks Creek, at 0.6 mile north 
of Middle Fork Smith River Bridge.  
Construct soldier pile wall. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$3,000 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$299
$897
   $4  

$600
$1,800  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-395 

 
 

1083 

 
1-DN-199 

26.3 
 

0B330 
01 1200 0117 

 
Near Patricks Creek, at 0.9 mile north 
of Siskiyou Fork Road.  Reconstruct 
roadway and drainage. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$850 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$84

$252
   $4  

$170
$510  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 
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Amend # 
 

PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM  
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
   Emergency Response (continued) 

 
10H-396 

 
 

2332 

 
1-Hum-36 
22.8/27.7 

 
0B340 

01 1200 0118 

 
Near Swains Flat, from 1.3 to 3.9 
miles west of Van Duzen River.  
Reconstruct roadway and drainage. 

 
$5 (R/W) 

$1,410 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$141
$421
   $2  

$282
$846  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
3 Locations 

 
10H-397 

 
 

2333 

 
1-Hum-36 

30.2 
 

0B350 
01 1200 0119 

 
Near Bridgeville, at 0.1 mile west of 
McClellan Mountain Road River 
Bridge.  Stabilize roadway. 

 
$5 (R/W) 

$1,350 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$135
$404
   $2  

$270
$811  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-398 

 
 

2334 

 
1-Hum-36 
35.5/40.5 

 
0B360 

01 1200 0120 

 
Near Dinsmore, from 0.1 mile east of 
SFK Van Duzen River Bridge to 0.1 
mile east of Van Duzen River Bridge.  
Reconstruct roadway and drainage. 

 
$200 (R/W) 
$4,630 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$443

$1,329
   $80 
$926

$2,778  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
5 Locations 

 
10H-399 

 
 

2335 

 
1-Hum-36 

44.4 
 

0B370 
01 1200 0121 

 
Near Dinsmore, at 1.2 miles west of 
Humboldt-Trinity County line.  Repair 
slide. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$1,600 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$159
$477
   $4 

$320
$960  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-400 

 
 

2336 

 
1-Hum-96 

4.1 
 

0B380 
01 1200 0122 

 
Near Willow Creek, 1 mile east of 
Pipeline Overcrossing.   Repair slide. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$1,600 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$159
$477
   $4 

$320
$960  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-401 

 
 

2337 

 
1-Hum-96 

8.5/8.7 
 

0B390 
01 1200 0123 

 
Near Willow Creek, from 0.2 to 0.4 
mile east of End Sidehill Viaduct.  
Stabilize roadway. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$8,000 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$799

$2,397
   $4 

$1,600
$4,800  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-402 

 
 

2338 

 
1-Hum-101 

R15.0 
 

0B400 
01 1200 0124 

 
Near Redway, at 1.5 miles south of 
Hurlbutt Undercrossing; also at 1.1 
miles south of Williford Road 
Undercrossing (PM 29.4).  
Reconstruct roadway and drainage. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$2,180 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$217
$651
   $4 

$436
$1,308  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1  
    Senate: 2 
Congress: 1 
2 Locations 

 
10H-403 

 
 

2339 

 
1-Hum-101 

R40.9 
 

0B410 
01 1200 0125 

 
Near Redcrest, at 1.1 miles north of 
Redcrest northbound onramp.  
Reconstruct roadway and de-water. 

 
$5 (R/W) 

$1,450 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$145
$434
   $2 

$290
$871  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 
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10H-404 

 
 

2340 

 
1-Hum-101 

110.6 
 

0B420 
01 1200 0126 

 
Near Trinidad at 1.9 miles south of 
Kane Road; also at 1.3 miles north of 
Kane Road (PM T113.8).  
Reconstruct roadway and de-water. 

 
$20 (R/W) 
$1,950 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$193
$579
   $8 

$390
$1,170  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1  
    Senate: 2 
Congress: 1 
2 Locations 

 
10H-405 

 
 

2341 

 
1-Hum-101 
111.4/111.6 

 
0B430 

01 1200 0127 

 
Near Big Lagoon, from 1.9 to 2.1 
miles north of Georgia Pacific Road.  
Repair slipout. 

 
$5 (R/W) 
$4,500 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$450

$1,349
   $2 

$900
$2,701  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-406 

 
 

2342 

 
1-Hum-169 
26.4/29.9 

 
0B440 

01 1200 0128 

 
Near Weitchpec, from 0.6 mile west 
of Miners Creek Bridge to Martins 
Ferry Bridge. 
Repair slipouts. 

 
$30 (R/W) 
$2,770 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$274
$822
   $12
$554

$1,662  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
3 Locations 

 
10H-407 

 
 

2343 

 
1-Hum-299 

R10.7/R26.1 
 

0B450 
01 1200 0130 

 
Near Blue Lake, from 0.3 mile west of 
North Fork Mad River Bridge to 1.3 
miles west of Old Three Creek Road.  
Repair slides and slipouts. 

 
$30 (R/W) 
$2,560 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$253
$759
   $12
$512

$1,536  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
3 Locations 

 
10H-408 

 
 

2344 

 
1-Hum-299 

32.0 
 

0B460 
01 1200 0129 

 
Near Willow Creek, at 1.2 miles west 
of East Fork Willow Creek Bridge.  
Stabilize roadway. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$1,350 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$134
$402
   $4 

$270
$810  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-409 

 
 

4547 

 
1-Men-1 

35.7 
 

0B470 
01 1200 0131 

 
Near Elk, at 1.8 miles north of Philo 
Greenwood Road.  Repair slipout. 

 
$100 (R/W) 

$450 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$35

$105
   $40

$90
$270  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-410 

 
 

4549 

 
1-Men-1 
91.8/99.0 

 
0B490 

01 1200 0132 

 
Near Rockport, at 0.9 mile north of 
Usal Road; also at Post Mile 99.0.  
Repair slipouts. 

 
$160 (R/W) 
$1,300 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$114
$342
   $64
$260
$780  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
2 Locations 

 
10H-411 

 
 

4550 

 
1-Men-1 
3.7/5.3 

 
0B500 

01 1200 0133 

 
Near Hopland, at 0.6 mile north of 
Geysers Road; also at 0.6 mile north 
of Pieta Creek Bridge (Post Mile 5.3).  
Repair slides. 

 
$300 (R/W) 
$7,100 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$370

$1,110
   $120
$1,110
$2,710  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
2 Locations 

 
10H-412 

 
 

4551 

 
1-Men-101 

R87.4/R100.4 
 

0B510 
01 1200 0134 

 
Near Laytonville, from 0.3 mile south 
of Route 101/271 Junction to Red 
Mountain Creek Bridge.  Repair 
slides and slipout. 

 
$120 (R/W) 
$2,550 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$243
$729
   $48
$510

$1,530  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1  
    Senate: 2 
Congress: 1 
3 Locations 
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10H-413 

 
 

4552 

 
1-Men-128 
39.5/39.8 

 
0B520 

01 1200 0135 

 
Near Yorkville, from 0.7 to 1.0 miles 
east of Beebe Creek Bridge.  
Stabilize roadway.  

 
$100 (R/W) 
$3,800 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$370

$1,110
   $40
$760

$2,280  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
2 Locations 

 
10H-414 

 
 

4554 

 
1-Men-162 
13.9/22.7 

 
0B540 

01 1200 0136 

 
Near Dos Rios, from 1.2 miles west of 
Middle Fork Eel River Bridge to 2.8 
miles east of Sand Bank Creek.  
Repair slipouts. 

 
$140 (R/W) 
$1,750 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$161
$483
   $56
$350

$1,050  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
3 Locations 

 
10H-415 

 
 

4555 

 
1-Men-162 

16.1 
 

0B550 
01 1200 0137 

 
Near Dos Rios, at 0.9 mile east of 
Dos Rios Road.  Stabilize roadway.  

 
$100 R/W) 
$2,800 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$270
$810
   $40
$560

$1,680  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-416 

 
 

4556 

 
1-Men-253 

1.5/1.8 
 

0B560 
01 1200 0138 

 
Near Boonville, from 0.2 mile west to 
0.1 mile east of Singly Cattle Pass.  
Repair slide. 

 
$60 (R/W) 

$650 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$59

$177
   $24
$130
$390  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-417 

 
 

4557 

 
1-Men-253 

6.8 
 

0B570 
01 1200 0139 

 
Near Boonville, at 3.4 miles east of 
Soda Creek Bridge.  Stabilize 
roadway. 

 
$10 (R/W) 
$2,500 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$249
$747
   $4

$500
$1,500  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-418 

 
 

3470 

 
2-Tri-299 

48.3 
 

4E610 
02 1200 0002 

 
Near Douglas City, at 0.3 mile west of 
Glennison Gap Road; also at 0.9 mile 
east of Glennison Gap Road (PM 
49.5).  Repair slides. 

 
$5 (R/W) 
$350 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$85
$94

   $28
$79

$286

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 4 

Congress: 2 
2 Locations 

 
10H-419 

 
 

0144R 

 
4-Ala-13 

9.1 
 

2G830 
04 1200 0007 

 
In Oakland, at 0.1 mile south of 
Broadway Terrace.  Reconstruct 
slope. 

 
$100 (R/W) 
$1,240 (C) 

 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$50

$480
   $80
$370
$980

 
201.131 

Assembly: 14 
Senate: 9 

Congress: 9 
1 Location 

 
10H-420 

 
 

0102R 

 
4-Ala-580 

3.9/4.2 
 

2G850 
04 1200 0008 

 
Near Livermore, at Stonecut 
Overhead.  Repair slipout. 
 

 
$80 (R/W) 
$1,750 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$350
$350
   $80
$350

$1,130

 
201.131 

Assembly: 15 
Senate: 7 

Congress: 10 
1 Location 

 
10H-421 

 
 

0225H 

 
4-CC-24 

5.2 
 

3G160 
04 1200 0004 

 
In Lafayette, at 0.6 mile west of 
Happy Valley Road.  Construct 
tieback wall. 

 
$250 (R/W) 
$4,785 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$125

$1,900
   $100
$1,431
$3,556

 
201.131 

Assembly: 15 
Senate: 7 

Congress: 10 
1 Location 
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10H-422 

 
 

0312R 

 
4-Mrn-1 

1.4 
 

2G870 
04 0002 1257 

 
In Mill Valley, at Ash Street.  Place 
rock slope protection. 

 
$133 (R/W) 

$382 (C) 
 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$100
$150
   $20
$135
$405

 
201.131 

Assembly: 6 
Senate: 3 

Congress: 6 
1 Location 

 
10H-423 

 
 

0312Q 

 
4-Mrn-1 

2.2 
 

2G880 
04 0002 1258 

 
Near Mill Valley, at 0.1 mile north of 
Loring Avenue.  Install anchored wire 
mesh. 

 
$123 (R/W) 

$639 (C) 
 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$120
$200
   $32
$203
$555

 
201.131 

Assembly: 6 
Senate: 3 

Congress: 6 
1 Location 

 
10H-424 

 
 

0209R 

 
4-Mrn-1 

8.1 
 

2G890 
04 0002 1259 

 
Near Slide Ranch, 2.1 miles north of 
Muir Woods Road.  Construct soldier 
pile wall with tieback. 

 
$394 (R/W) 
$7,693 (C) 

 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$550

$1,800
   $400
$1,950
$4,700

 
201.131 

Assembly: 6 
Senate: 3 

Congress: 6 
1 Location 

 
10H-425 

 
 

0522R 

 
4-Nap-128 

17.9 
 

2G940 
04 0002 1254 

 
Near Rutherford, at 1.1 miles of 
Knoxville Road.  Construct cast-in-
drilled-hole soldier pile wall. 

 
$122 (R/W) 

$900 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$270
$270
   $80
$240
$860

 
201.131 

Assembly: 7 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-426 

 
 

0640B 

 
4-Nap-128 

29.7 
 

2G950 
04 0002 1255 

 
Near Winters, at 1.5 miles east of 
Wragg Canyon Road.  Construct 
cast-in-drilled-hole segmented pile 
wall. 

 
$122 (R/W) 
$1,544 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$190
$190
   $80
$330
$790

 
201.131 

Assembly: 7 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-427 

 
 

0600H 

 
4-SF-101 

3.4 
 

3G170 
04 1200 0014 

 
In the city of San Francisco, at 23rd 
Street.  Reconstruct slope and place 
rock slope protection. 

 
$15 (R/W) 
$387 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$80

$274
   $55
$172
$581

 
201.131 

Assembly: 13 
Senate: 3 

Congress: 12 
1 Location 

 
10H-428 

 
 

0636R 

 
4-SM-35 

13.1 
 

3G020 
04 1200 0015 

 
Near Skylonda, at north Bear Gulch 
Road.  Place rock slope protection. 

 
$34 (R/W) 
$537 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$105
$390
   $60
$217
$772

 
201.131 

Assembly: 21 
Senate: 8 

Congress: 14 
1 Location 

 
10H-429 

 
 

0387R 

 
4-SCl-9 

4.6 
 

2G960 
04 1200 0010 

 
Near Saratoga, 0.3 mile north of 
Sanborn Road.  Construct soldier pile 
wall. 

 
$250 (R/W) 
$2,000 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$168
$672
   $70
$600

$1,510

 
201.131 

Assembly: 21 
Senate: 11 

Congress: 14 
1 Location 

 
10H-430 

 
 

0500C 

 
4-SCl-130 

5.6/6.0 
 

2G990 
04 1200 2012 

 
In Saratoga, north of Booker Creek 
Road.  Construct segmented pile 
wall. 

 
$100 (R/W) 
$1,627 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$138
$550
   $70
$486

$1,244

 
201.131 

Assembly: 20 
Senate: 10 

Congress: 16 
1 Location 
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10H-431 

 
 

0384R 

 
4-Sol-680 

R7.9 
 

3G060 
04 0002 1256 

 
Near Cordelia, 0.2 mile north of 
Marshview Road.  Construct rammed 
aggregate piers. 

 
$35 (R/W) 
$1,164 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$300
$370
   $50
$303

$1,023

 
201.131 

Assembly: 11 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 7 
1 Location 

 
10H-432 

 
 

0330H 

 
4-Son-1 

7.2 
 

3G070 
04 0002 1271 

 
Near Bodega Bay, at 0.8 mile north of 
Bay Hill Road.  Place rock slope 
protection. 

 
$110 (R/W) 

$430 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$120
$140
   $60
$156
$476

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 6 
1 Location 

 
10H-433 

 
 

0753R 

 
4-Son-1 

30.5 
 

3G080 
04 0002 1272 

 
Near Fort Ross, at 2.6 miles south of 
Fort Ross Road.  Construct soil nail 
walls. 

 
$240 (R/W) 
$7,100 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$1,000
$1,000
   $100
$1,500
$3,600

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 6 
1 Location 

 
10H-434 

 
 

0753Q 

 
4-Son-1 

31.9 
 

3G090 
04 0002 1273 

 
Near Fort Ross, at 1.1 miles south of 
Fort Ross Road.  Place rock slope 
protection. 

 
$100 (R/W) 

$730 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$200
$200
   $75
$186
$661

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 6 
1 Location 

 
10H-435 

 
 

0819Q 

 
4-Son-116 

39.8 
 

3G110 
04 0002 1275 

 
Near Petaluma, at 0.5 mile east of 
Lakeville Highway.  Place rock slope 
protection. 

 
$111 (R/W) 

$609 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$150
$202
   $50
$158
$560

 
201.131 

Assembly: 6 
Senate: 3 

Congress: 6 
1 Location 

 
10H-436 

 
 

8315T 

 
4-Son-128 

1.8 
 

3G120 
04 0002 1276 

 
Near Cloverdale, at 1.8 miles west of 
the Mendocino County line.  
Construct cast-in-drilled-hole pile wall 
and replace culvert. 

 
$110 (R/W) 
$1,420 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$350
$525
   $70
$372

$1,317

 
201.131 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-437 

 
 

2330 

 
5-Mon-1 
59.7/59.9 

 
1A690 

05 1200 0008 

 
Near Carmel, south of Rocky Creek 
Bridge.  Construct viaduct. 

 
$50 (R/W) 

$18,795 (C) 
 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$2,000 
$2,000 

$135 
$2,820 
$6,955 

 
201.131 

Assembly: 27 
Senate: 15 

Congress: 17 
1 Location 

 
10H-438 

 
 

2331 

 
5-SLO-1 
73.0/74.3 

 
1A700 

05 1200 0009 

 
Near Cambria, between Ragged 
Point Inn and Monterey County line.  
Construct retaining wall. 

 
$15 (R/W) 

$13,700 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$500 
$770 
$100 

$2,055 
$3,425 

 
201.131 

Assembly: 33 
Senate: 18 

Congress: 22 
1 Location 

 
10H-439 

 
 

2332 

 
5-SCr-17 

11.0 
 

1A710 
05 1200 0010 

 
Near Scotts Valley, between 
Woodwardia Highway and Glenwood 
Drive.  Construct retaining wall. 

 
$25 (R/W) 
$4,900 (C) 

 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$150 
$290 

$50 
$735 

$1,225 

 
201.131 

Assembly: 33 
Senate: 18 

Congress: 22 
1 Location 
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10H-440  

 
 

4437 

 
7-LA-1 

8.7 
 

3X390 
07 1200 0064 

 
In the city of Los Angeles, near 
Dominguez Channel Bridge.  Replace 
retaining wall system. 

 
$150 (R/W) 
$3,500 (C) 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$50

$400
   $50
$950

$1,450

 
201.131 

Assembly: 55  
Senate: 28 

Congress: 37  
1 Location 

 
10H-446 

 
 

6571 

 
6-Ker-5 

10.4/R15.8 
 

0N360 
06 0002 0697 

 
Near Grapevine and Wheeler Ridge, 
from north of Grapevine 
Undercrossing to north of Route 99.  
Repair damaged roadway. 

 
$1,764 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$18

$314
   $3 

$400
$735  

 
201.131 

Assembly: 30, 34 
Senate: 16, 17 

Congress: 20, 21 
1 Location 

 
10H-450 

 
 

0127H 

 
8-SBd-2 
3.6/4.1 

 
0Q600 

08 0002 0418 

 
Near Wrightwood, from east of 
Greysand Creek to west of Desert 
Front Road.  Modify earthen dike and 
place concrete slope. 

 
$25 (R/W) 
$330 (C) 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$25
$50

   $15
$30

$120

 
201.131 

Assembly: 36   
Senate: 17 

Congress: 26  
1 Location 

 
10H-458 

 
 

2345 

 
1-Hum-299 

8.5 
 

0B640 
01 1212 0146 

 
Near Blue Lake, east of Buckley 
Road.  Reconstruct roadway and 
repair culvert.            

 
$10 (R/W)  
$800 (C) 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$20 
$250 
$270 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
1 Location 

 
10H-459 

 
 

6232 

 
3-Sac-Var 
Various 

 
3F110 

03 1200 0074 

 
Also in Nevada County on various 
routes.  Repair electrical systems.         

 
 $350 (C) 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$2 
$3 
$0 

$25 
$30 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 9 
Senate: 6 

Congress: 5 
10 Locations 

 
10H-460 

 
 

0238H 

 
4-CC-80 

10.7 
 

3G200 
04 1200 0026 

 
In Hercules, at Willow Avenue 
Undercrossing, Bridge No. 28-0151.  
Repair bridge deck joints.            

 
 $1,000 (C) 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$300 
$300 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 11 
Senate: 7 

Congress: 7 
1 Location 

 
10H-461 

 
 

0636Q 

 
4-SM-35 

3.8 
 

3G010 
04 0002 1266 

 
Near Sky Londa, south of Cloud Rest 
Area.  Construct retaining wall.            

 
$100 (R/W)  
$2,100 (C) 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 

$70 
$800 
$870 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 24 
Senate: 11 

Congress: 14 
1 Location 

 
10H-462 

 
 

4476 

 
7-LA-60 

29.5 
 

3X620 
07 1200 0078 

 
In Pomona, at the Pomona Caltrans 
Maintenance Station (L-5824).  
Repair building.            

 
$10 (R/W)  
$1,250 (C) 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0 
$0 
$5 

$485 
$490 

 
201.130 

Assembly: 61 
Senate: 32 

Congress: 41 
1 Location 
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“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

Amend # 
 

PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM  
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 

Support 
Costs 

($1,000)  

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
   Collision Reduction 

 
10H-443 

 
 

2306 

 
1-Hum-299 
19.3/19.8 

 
0A360 

01 0002 0289 

 
Near Blue Lake, from 0.3 to 0.8 mile 
east of Bair Road.  Curve 
improvement. 
 

 
$7 (R/W) 

$3,039 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$360
$596

$59
$584

$1,599

 
201.010 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
32 Collisions 

reduced 
 

10H-444 
 
 

2305 

 
1-Hum-299 
30.2/30.6 

 
0A320 

01 0002 0307 

 
Near Willow Creek, from 0.3 mile 
west to 0.1 mile east of Cedar Creek 
Road.  Curve improvement.  

 
$8 (R/W) 

$1,419 (C) 
 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$275
$448

$54
$314

$1,091

 
201.010 

Assembly: 1 
Senate: 2 

Congress: 1 
18 Collisions 

reduced 
 

10H-445 
 
 
 

4286 

 
3-Nev-80 
12.3/13.4 

 
 

3F030 
03 1200 0045 

 
In Truckee, west of Donner Park 
Overcrossing to west of California 
Agricultural Inspection Station.  Install 
concrete median barrier.  

 
$10 (R/W) 
$712 (C) 

 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$140
$140

$15
$150
$445

 
201.010 

Assembly: 3 
Senate: 1 

Congress: 2 
10 Collisions 

reduced 
 

10H-451 
 
 

0262 

 
10-Mer-165 
29.8/30.3 

 
0Q290 

10 0000 0201 

 
Near Los Banos, south of Westside 
Boulevard.  Correct roadway curve 
and widen shoulders.  

 
$238 (R/W) 
$3,157 (C) 

 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$528
$871

   $285 
$747

$2,431  

 
201.010 

Assembly: 26 
Senate: 12 

Congress: 18 
50 Collisions 

reduced 
 

10H-452 
 
 

0877 
 

 
11-SD-5 

4.0/R22.3 
 

26160 
11 0002 0310 

 
In the cities of San Diego, Chula Vista, 
and National City, at various locations 
from Coronado Avenue to Clairemont 
Drive.  Improve the safety of 
maintenance personnel. 

 
$5,110 (C) 

 
13/14

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$450
$650
   $25
$725

$1,850

 
201.235 

Assembly: 78, 79  
Senate: 39, 40 

Congress: 51, 53  
77 Locations 

 
10H-455 

 
 

3107 
 

 
12-Ora-39 

2.1/6.1 
 

0L970 
12 0002 0262 

 

 
In Huntington Beach and Westminster, 
at Yorktown Avenue, Ellis 
Avenue/Main Street and McFadden 
Avenue.  Add safety lighting, upgrade 
signals, and make ADA and other 
pedestrian improvements. 

 
$15 (R/W) 
$919 (C) 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$155
$450
   $10
$425

$1,040

 
201.010 

Assembly: 67 
Senate: 35 

Congress: 45 
69 collisions 

reduced 
 

10H-464 
 
 

0343 

 
10-Ama-49 

6.1 
 

0T140 
10 0002 0041 

 
Near Jackson, at Martell/Jackson 
Gate Road.  Construct traffic signals 
and ADA curb ramps.   

 
$115 (R/W) 

$464 (C) 
 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0

$428
   $48 
$254
$730  

 
201.010 

Assembly: 4 
Senate: 1 

Congress: 4 
34 collisions 
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Amend # 
 

PPNO 

Dist-Co-Rte 
PM  
EA 

Project ID 
Project Location and 
Description of Work 

R/W Cost 
Const. Cost 

($1,000) FY 
Support Costs 

($1,000) 

Program Code 
Leg. /Congr. Dists. 

Perf. Meas. 
   Bridge Preservation 

 
10H-453 

 
 
 

1046 

 
11-SD-5 
Various 

 
 

40890 
11 1200 0030 

 
In San Diego County, on various 
routes at various locations.  Treat 
bridge decks and replace joint seals. 

 
 $1,950 (C) 

 
12/13

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0

$350
   $2

$210
$562

 
201.119 

Assembly: 48, 49, 
50, 51 

Senate: 37, 38, 39 
Congress: 73, 74, 

75, 76, 78 
20 Bridges 

 
10H-454 

 
 

1047 

 
11-SD-75 

R21.8/R21.9 
 

40950 
11 1200 0045 

 
In the city of San Diego, from 1.3 miles 
north of Coronado Bridge to 0.4 mile 
south of Route 5.  Paint spans 26 
through 29. 

 
$4,000 (C) 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$2

$260
   $2

$380
$644

 
201.119 

Assembly: 78 
Senate: 39 

Congress: 49 
1 Bridge 

 
10H-463 

 
 

6602 

 
6-Ker-5 

4.1, R15.8 
 

0N070 
06 0002 0548 

 
Near Wheeler Ridge, at bridge No. 
50-0271 and No.50-0240R; also in 
Fresno County near Mendota at 
bridge No. 42-0253.  Paint three 
bridges.   

 
$2 (R/W) 

$2,400 (C) 
 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$4

$150
   $3 

$375
$532  

 
201.119 

Assembly: 34 
Senate: 17 

Congress: 21 
3 Bridges 

   Roadway Preservation 
 

10H-447 
 
 

3725A 

 
7-LA-5 

R43.9/R45.4 
 

25261 
07 0002 1271 

 
In the city of Los Angeles, in Sylmar 
neighborhood, from San Fernando 
Overhead to Route 14.  Rehabilitate 
mainline, truck spurs, and ramp 
pavement. 

 
$12,100 (C) 

 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0

$810
   $10

$1,600
$2,420

 
201.121 

Assembly: 38, 39 
    Senate: 17, 20 

Congress: 27 
26.8 Lane miles 

 
10H-448 

 
 

3725C 

 
7-LA-5 

R45.4/R59.7 
 

25263 
07 0002 1273 

 
In and near Santa Clarita, from Route 
14 to Lake Hughes Road.  
Rehabilitate pavement. 

 
$300 (R/W) 
$11,700 (C) 

 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0

$906
   $34

$1,500
$2,440

 
201.121 

Assembly: 37, 38 
    Senate: 17, 19 

Congress: 25 
5.6 Lane miles 

 
10H-449 

 
 

3712 

 
7-LA-405 
39.4/48.6 

 
25200 

07 1200 0074 

 
In the city of Los Angeles, in the 
neighborhoods of Sherman Oaks, 
Van Nuys, and North Hills, from 
Route 101 to Route 5.  Rehabilitate 
pavement. 

 
$42,800 (C) 

 

 
11/12

 
PA & ED 

PS & E 
RW Sup 
Con Sup 

Total 

 
$0

$1,000
   $20

$4,500
$5,520

 
201.121 

Assembly: 39, 40, 
42 

    Senate: 21, 22 
Congress: 27, 28 
73.6 Lane miles 
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“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: September 15, 2011 

 Reference No.: 3.2a. 
 Information Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA  
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE HIGHWAY PROJECTS  
 

SUMMARY: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) is presenting this item to provide the status 
of construction contract award for projects on the State Highway System allocated in Fiscal Year (FY) 
2009-10, FY 2010-11 and FY 2011-12. 
 
In FY 2009-10, the Commission voted 398 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 August 15, 2011, 395 projects totaling $1.8 billion have 
been awarded. 
 
In FY 2010-11, the Commission has voted 321 state-administered STIP, SHOPP, and Proposition 1B 
projects on the State Highway System.  As of August 15, 2011, 260 projects totaling $1.5 billion have 
been awarded. 
 
In FY 2011-12, the Commission has voted 91 state-administered STIP, SHOPP, and Proposition 1B 
projects on the State Highway System.  As of August 15, 2011, 4 projects totaling $10.2 million have 
been awarded.  
 
 
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. 
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“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

FY 2009-10 Allocations 

Month Allocated 
No. 

Projects 
Voted 

Voted 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

No. 
Projects 
Funds 
Lapse 

Awarded 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No.  
Projects 
Pending 

Bid 
Opening/ 
Award 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

within  
4 months 

No.  
Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

July 2009 13 $192,315 13 0 $125,156 0 9 13 

August 2009 10 $57,006 10 0 $43,480 0 9 10 

September 2009 33 $54,250 33 0 $44,935 0 31 33 

October 2009 32 $211,900 32 0 $163,575 0 22 25 

December 2009 21 $71,742 21 0 $45,242 0 12 19 

January 2010 52 $285,606 52 0 $186,609 0 24 37 

February 2010 33 $85,149 33 0 $62,252 0 22 26 

April 2010 69 $523,107 69 0 $394,344 0 37 43 

May 2010 66 $507,942 66 0 $420,715 0 24 36 

June 2010 69 $408,635 66 2 $314,278 1 16 44 

TOTAL 398 $2,397,652 395 2 $1,800,587 1 206 286 

 
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 2009-10 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects. 
 
 
FY 2010-11 Allocations 

Month Allocated 
No. 

Projects 
Voted 

Voted 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

No. 
Projects 
Funds 
Lapse 

Awarded 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No.  
Projects 
Pending 

Bid 
Opening/ 
Award 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

within  
4 months 

No.  
Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

August 2010 81 $903,256 79 0 $759,864 2 57 71 

September 2010 10 $20,652 9 0 $16,719 1 4 8 

November 2010 27 $124,226 27 0 $114,306 0 16 22 

January 2011 39 $473,732 37 0 $453,424 2 23 34 

March 2011 53 $100,728 42 0 $62,846 11 41 44 

May 2011 54 $67,952 36 0 $42,827 18 36 37 

June 2011 57 $879,655 30 0 $42,372 27 30 30 

TOTAL 321 $2,570,201 260 0 $1,492,358 61 207 246 

 
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 2010-11 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects. 
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“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

FY 2011-12 Allocations 
 

Month Allocated 
No. 

Projects 
Voted 

Voted 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

No. 
Projects 
Funds 
Lapse 

Awarded 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

No.  
Projects 
Pending 

Bid 
Opening/ 
Award 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

within  
4 months 

No.  
Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

August 2011 91 $1,874,413 4 0 $10,150 87 4 4 

TOTAL 91 $1,874,413 4 0 $10,150 87 4 4 

 
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 2011-12 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects. 
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FY 2009-10 Project Allocation Status 
 

Dist-
PPNO 

Project 
EA 

County-
Route Description Allocation 

Date 
Award 

Deadline 
Allocation 
Amount Project Status 

07-2808A 2159CO LA-5 Widen and realign 
freeway with PCC 
and widen CIP PS 
Concrete Bridges. 

30-Jun-10 31-Dec-11(1) $50,056 Bids opened 5/12/11. 
Pending Award. 
Delay to award is due to 
Right of Way issues.  

 
(1) Extended deadline approved January 20, 2011 (Waiver 11-03) 

 
 

 
FY 2010-11 Project Allocation Status 
 

Dist-
PPNO 

Project 
EA 

County-
Route Description Allocation 

Date 
Award 

Deadline 
Allocation 
Amount Project Status 

04-0618F 2A790 SM-101 Install ramp 
metering. 

8-Oct-10 31-Oct-11(2) $9,526 Delay was due to RFP 
issues.   Supplemental to 
award on October agenda. 

07-3732 4L220 LA-1 Cold plane AC, 
place rubberized 
HMA and construct 
retaining wall. 

8-Oct-10 31-Oct-11(1) $3,222 Advertise date 7/5/11. Bid 
opening date 9/8/11.  
Delay to Award is due to 
Right of Way issues.  

05-1973 0J320 SB-101 Upgrade pumping 
plant by replacing 
equipment and 
adding control 
room. 

20-Jan-11 31-Jul-11(3) $658  Bids opened 8/10/11. 
Delay to award is due to the 
Department had to reject the 
bids, and re-advertise the 
project. 

10-0021B 34042 Tuo-108 Realign highway 
and construct 
undercrossings.  

20-Jan-11 31-Jul-11(3) $29,935 Advertise date 8/15/11. Bid 
opening date 10/4/11. 
Delay to award is due to 
Right of Way issues.   

01-4421 46680 Lak-20 Construct 
interpretive center. 

24-Mar-11 30-Sep-11 $125 Bids opened 8/3/11. Pending 
Award. 

03-6694 3M750 Yol-Var Clean, treat bridges 
decks and replace 
Tower Bridge 
operating ropes. 

24-Mar-11 30-Sep-11 $600 Advertise date 8/1/11. Bid 
opening date 8/30/11. 

07-4277 2X370 LA-14 Convert lighting 
from series to 
multiple circuits. 

24-Mar-11 30-Sep-11 $1,720 Bids opened 6/2/11.  
Pending Award.  

08-0183E 0M720 SBd-18 Install centerline 
rumble strip. 

24-Mar-11 30-Sep-11 $258 Advertise date 7/25/11. Bid 
opening date 8/25/11. 

12-5483 0G370 Ora-241 Replace Existing 
Metal Spacer Blocks 
with Wood Blocks 
on Exist MBGRs. 

29-Mar-11 30-Sep-11 $670 Bids opened 6/30/11. 
Pending Award.  

03-6401 1F340 Sac-51 Install flashing 
beacons. 

11-Apr-11 31-Oct-11 $2,000  Bids opened 6/28/11. 
Pending Award. 

  
 

 (1) Extended deadline approved May 12, 2011 (Waiver 11-22) 

(2) Extended deadline approved June 23, 2011 (Waiver 11-40) 

(3) Extended deadline approved August 10, 2011 (Waiver 11-48) 

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 3.2b. 
 Information Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah 
 Division Chief 
 Local Assistance 

 
Subject: MONTHLY STATUS OF CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCAL 

ASSISTANCE STIP PROJECTS, PER  RESOLUTION G-06-08 
 

SUMMARY: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) is presenting this item for information.  
The item provides the status of locally-administered State Transportation Improvement Program 
(STIP) projects that received a construction allocation in Fiscal Year (FY) 2009-10, FY 2010-11 and 
FY 2011-12. 
 
In FY 2009-10, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) allocated $85,495,000 to 
construct 49 locally-administered STIP projects.  As of September 21, 2011, 47 projects totaling 
$83,093,000 have been awarded and an extension request has been approved for one project.  One 
project (PPNO 07-3159) has lapsed.   
 
In FY 2010-11, the Commission allocated $94,213,000 to construct 71 locally-administered STIP 
projects.  As of September 21, 2011, 35 projects totaling $68,033,000 have been awarded and time 
extension requests have been approved for two projects.  Concurrent time extensions are being 
requested for two projects.  One project (PPNO 01-4097P) has lapsed.  The remaining 31 projects 
are on track for award.   
 
In FY 2011-12, the Commission allocated $20,425,000 to construct 7 locally-administered STIP 
projects.  All projects are on track for award. 
 
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. 
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   FY 2009-10 Allocations  
 

 
 

 
Month Allocated 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Voted 

 
 

Voted 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Lapse 

 
No.  

Projects 
Pending 
Award 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

within  
4 months 

No.  
Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

July 2009 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 
August 2009 1 $636 1 0 0 0 1 

September 2009 2 $475 2 0 0 0 0 

October 2009 7 $3,928 6 1 0 2 4 

November 2009 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 

December 2009 4 $3,207 4 0 0 1 2 

January 2010 2 $935 2 0 0 0 2 

February 2010  4 $657 4 0 0 2 1 

March 2010  0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 

April 2010  3 $5,198 3 0 0 2 1 

May 2010 6 $4,526 6 0 0 2 4 

June 2010 20 $65,933 19 0 1 0 11 

TOTAL  49 $85,495 47 1 1 9 26 

 
 
 

FY 2010-11 Allocations  
 

 
 

 
Month Allocated 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Voted 

 
 

Voted 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Lapse 

 
No.  

Projects 
Pending 
Award 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

within  
4 months 

No.  
Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

July 2010 19 $57,002 17 1 1 2 10 
August 2010 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 

September 2010 2 $795 2 0 0 0 2 
October 2010 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 

November 2010 3 $3,284 3 0 0 0 2 
December 2010 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 
January 2011 3 $7,878 2 0 1 0 0 
February 2011 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 
March 2011 11 $4,960 9 0 2 1 8 
May 2011 8 $4,994 2 0 6 2 0 
June 2011 25 $13,453 0 0 25 0 0 

TOTAL 71 $94,213 35 1 35 5 22 
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FY 2011-12 Allocations  
 

 
 

 
Month Allocated 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Voted 

 
 

Voted 
Projects 
$ X 1000 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

 
 

No. 
Projects 
Lapse 

 
No.  

Projects 
Pending 
Award 

No. 
Projects 
Awarded 

within  
4 months 

No.  
Projects 
Awarded 

within 
6 months 

July 2011 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 
August 2011 5 $19,418 0 0 5 0 0 

September 2011 2 $1,007 0 0 2 0 0 

TOTAL 7 $20,425 0 0 7 0 0 

 
 
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, Beyond Four Months of Construction Allocation, Not Yet Awarded  

 

Agency Name Project Title PPNO 
Allocation 

Date Award Deadline  Allocation Amount   Project Status 
City of Visalia Santa Fe Bike Path 06-D006A 30-Jun-10 31-Dec-11 (1) $402,000  The project will be awarded 

by the extended deadline. 
San Benito County San Juan Highway Bike Lanes 05-9380 1-Jul-10 31-Oct-11 (2) $416,000  The project will be awarded 

by the extended deadline. 
San Mateo 
City/County 
Association of 
Governments 

San Mateo County Smart Corridors 04-2140F 20-Jan-11 31-Mar-13 (3) $5,270,000  The project will be awarded 
by the extended deadline. 

City of Escondido Maple Street Pedestrian Plaza 11-7421T 24-Mar-11 30-Sep-11 $945,000  A concurrent four-month 
time extension is being 
requested. 

City of Seal Beach Lampson Avenue Median Improvement 
Project 

12-2135M 24-Mar-11 30-Sep-11 $500,000  A concurrent six-month time 
extension is being requested.

Alameda County Grove Way Sidewalk Improvement 04-2100F 12-May-11 30-Nov-11 $1,150,000  The project will be awarded 
by the deadline. 

Livermore Amador 
Valley Transit 
Authority 

Rideo Bus Restoration Project 04-2140S 12-May-11 30-Nov-11 $200,000  The project will be awarded 
by the deadline. 

City of Campbell Winchester Boulevard Improvement 
Project 

04-9035F 12-May-11 30-Nov-11 $1,120,000  The project will be awarded 
by the deadline. 

San Mateo County San Mateo County Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Enhancement 

04-2140K 12-May-11 30-Nov-11 $200,000  The project will be awarded 
by the deadline. 

City of Arroyo 
Grande 

Castillo Del Mar Road Extension 
Project 

05-2254 12-May-11 30-Nov-11 $150,000  The project will be awarded 
by the deadline. 

City of Fresno 
 

Shields Avenue Median Islands  Project 06-B002N 12-May-11 30-Nov-11 $130,000  The project will be awarded 
by the deadline. 

Total     $10,483,000   

(1) This extended deadline was approved in January 2011 (Waiver-11-06). 
(2) This extended deadline was approved in March 2011 (Waiver-11-13). 
(3) This extended deadline was approved in June 2011 (Waiver-11-42). 
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Subject: UPDATE ON IMPLEMENTATION OF RECOVERY ACT OF 2009 
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) is implementing the American Recovery 
and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (Recovery Act) and has committed to report to the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) as to the status of the implementation.  This includes 
reporting on the amount of Recovery Act funds certified, obligated and awarded for state and local 
highway and transit projects to date.  Attached is the current status report for state and regional 
agency projects as of August 31, 2011, or as noted on the report. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Recovery Act is a job and economic stimulus bill intended to help restart the nation’s economy 
and stimulate employment during the worst economic downturn in over 70 years.  In drafting this 
bill, President Obama and Congress recognized that investment in transportation infrastructure is one 
of the ways to create and sustain jobs, stimulate economic development, and leave a legacy to 
support the financial well-being of the generations to come.  Nationally, the bill provides more than 
$48 billion for transportation infrastructure and the state transportation departments and stakeholders 
were tasked to quickly move forward with mobility projects that bring real value to the local, state, 
and national economy. 
 
The Recovery Act apportions, in formula programs, approximately $2.57 billion for highways, local 
streets and roads in California.  These funds are segregated by federal and state law to provide 
approximately $1.6 billion to the regions (including $48 million for Transportation Enhancement) 
and $964 million to the state (including $29 million for Transportation Enhancement).  As of the 
September 30, 2010 obligation deadline, all remaining apportionments were obligated on 982 
federally eligible projects.  
 
California has received apportionments for transit formula grants in the amount of $1.068 billion for 
urban (Section 5307), non-urban (Section 5311) and fixed guideway (Section 5309) projects.  As of 
the September 30 2010 deadline, all apportionments have been obligated to eligible transit projects.  
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The Recovery Act also provides $8 billion nationally for Capital Assistance for High Speed Rail 
Corridors.  In late January of 2010, the Federal Railroad Administration announced that the San 
Diego-Los Angeles-San Luis Obispo (Surf liner), Oakland-Sacramento (Capital) corridors and the 
statewide upgrade of emissions control for locomotives received approximately $165 million in 
funding for specific projects.  The rail funds remain available until September 30, 2012.  The 
Department has obligated approximately $160 million for nine projects as of August 31, 2011.  
 
The Department was also awarded $951,000, by the US Environmental Protection Agency, from the 
National Clean Diesel Grant Program to retrofit 55 non-road engines with emission control devices.  
The Department also received $1.4 million for On the Job Training Supportive Services (OJTSS) for 
nine projects; the Federal Highway Administration and the Department determined five projects do 
not meet the requirements of the OJTSS Grant Program and as of June 30, 2011, four projects have 
been de-obligated and the fifth will also be de-obligated.  In addition, California airports have 
directly received approximately $100 million in aviation grants for 24 projects at 19 airports.   
 
Lastly, the Recovery Act provides $1.5 billion available nationally under the Transportation 
Investment Generating Economic Recovery (TIGER) program for competitive discretionary grants 
for highway, public transportation, rail, and port infrastructure projects.  On February 17, 2010, 
California received awards for four projects that total $130 million in TIGER funds, which leverage 
$1.76 billion in total funds.  These projects and TIGER awards recipients are the Doyle Drive 
Replacement project in the city of San Francisco, $46 million; the State Route 905 project near Otay 
Mesa in San Diego County, $20.2 million; the Alameda Corridor East – Colton Crossing project 
$33.8 million; and the Green Trade Corridor Marine Highway project at the Ports of Oakland, 
Stockton and West Sacramento, $30 million.  As of December 2010, funds for the three TIGER 
projects the flow through the Department have been obligated as follows:  $33.8 million was 
obligated for the Alameda Corridor East project (Colton Crossing); $46 million was obligated for the 
Doyle Drive Replacement Project; and of the $20.2 million obligated for the State Route 905 project 
near Otay Mesa in San Diego County, approximately, $2.3 million has been de-obligated due to a 
favorable bid environment.   
 
Attachments 
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Recovery Dollars Appropriation 
Source Projects Recovery Dollars Projects Recovery Dollars

Total Leveraged 
Dollars4 Projects Recovery Dollars Projects Projects Recovery Dollars Projects Recovery Dollars

State9 $972,275,620

State 94 $708,151,180 94 $708,151,180 $833,256,324 94 $487,135,446    

State (Locally 
Administered)11 5 $9,577,570 5 $9,577,570 $11,782,641 5 $5,093,380      

State & Region 
(State $)7 $252,357,702

State & Region 
(Region $)7 $319,848,189

Region (State 
Administered, 

Region $)
16 $303,410,205 16 $303,326,204 $387,771,208 16 $178,824,102  1 $84,000

Region8 (Region 
$)

20 $78,501,879 20 $78,501,879 $167,616,773 19 $46,853,593    

Subtotal 142 $1,671,846,725 142 $1,671,762,724 $2,773,481,486 141 $1,072,230,633 0 1 $84,000 -                 $0

Region9 $1,597,292,700

Region 837 $865,277,740 832 $860,811,706 $1,092,036,686 820 $688,544,905 207 71 $2,467,219 3 $6,323,366

State & Region 
(Region $) $1,478,800  

State & Region 
(State $) $1,023,185

State 1 $1 200 000 1 $1 200 000 $1 200 000 1 $1 200 000

August 31, 2011

Deobligations12

 

7 7 $572,205,891 $1,373,054,539 7 $354,324,112

Closed 

 

  2

Awards3 

$1,886,8002 $3,127,302$2,501,9852

Recovery Act - Highways Program

Forecast of Inactive 
Obligations6Appropriation1 Obligations2 Outlays5

State Highway System Projects

 

Local Highway System Projects 8

 

State 1 $1,200,000 1 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 1 $1,200,000

Subtotal 840 $868,979,725 835 $864,513,691 $1,096,363,988 823 $691,631,705 207 71 $2,467,219 3 $6,323,366

Flex10 ($28,741,870)

Total $2,540,826,450 Total 982 $2,540,826,450 977 $2,536,276,415 $3,869,845,474 964 1,763,862,338$        207 72 2,551,219$                 3 $6,323,366

$972,309,637

$1,568,516,813   

 

11 Transportation Enhancement funds made available for eligible projects on the state highway system. 

7 Projects administered by Caltrans, Region, or Local agency. 
8 Projects administered by Region or Local agency.

4 Total Leveraged Dollars include all fund sources.  

10 FHWA Funds transferred by Regions from FHWA to FTA for transit projects.

5 Outlays are eligible project expenditures reimbursed by FHWA.

Total Region Obligation

Total State Obligation

6 Forecast of Inactive Obligations are projects at risk of deobligation if expenditures are not reimbursed by FHWA within  90 days.  The at risk day is based on the obligation amount and date,  last reimbursed expenditure date. Projects 
will be removed from this summary once the reimbursement is made by the FHWA. Data as of September 28, 2011.

2 Obligations as of September 30, 2010.
3 Construction contracts awarded.  Two contracts will not be awarded as projects were cancelled.  Three contracts not yet awarded.

1 Total funds apportioned to state by FHWA and as distributed by California law AB 3X-20 ($2,569,568,320).

9 Original appropriation is shown as provided by FHWA & AB 3X-20. At the request of the Regions, the appropriation is reduced by FHWA Flex Funds transferred to FTA for transit projects.

12  Deobligations due to project savings, project close out, or projects withdrawn/cancelled after September 30, 2010 (2). 
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HIGH SPEED & INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL (Discretionary) - FRA NATIONAL CLEAN DIESEL GRANT PROGRAM (Discretionary) - USEPA

Nationally Available Grants 5  $                       8,000,000,000  Division of Equipment Grant from US EPA for Engine Emission Retrofit

Track Applications Requested Recovery Dollars Projects Awarded Awarded Amount Projects Obligated Obligations Outlays
Non-Road 

Engines
 Awarded  Amount Encumbrances Outlays

1 38 $1,149,322,000 10 $164,905,755 9 $160,051,386 -$                               55 $951,431 $951,431  

Total 38 $1,149,322,000 10 $164,905,755 9 $160,051,386 -$                               

TIGER (Discretionary) - USDOT AVIATION (Discretionary) - FAA

Nationally Available Grants $1,500,000,000 Nationally Available Grants $1,300,000,000

Project TIGER Awards
Total Leveraged 

Dollars
Obligations by CT Outlays Deobligations Projects Awarded Amount4 Obligations Outlays

Doyle Drive Replacement (US-101) $46,000,000 $1,045,000,000 $46,000,000   24 $100,693,428

Otay Mesa POE (805/905 Interchange) $20,200,000 $198,300,000 $20,200,000 $4,807,024 $2,293,686

Alameda Corridor East - Colton Crossing $33,800,000 $449,000,000 $33,800,000   

CA Green Trade Corridor Marine Highway 8 $30,000,000 $69,300,000   

Total $130,000,000 $1,761,600,000 $100,000,000 $4,807,024 $2,293,686

ON-THE-JOB TRAINING / SUPPORTIVE SERVICES (Discretionary) - FHWA 7

Projects
Awarded  
Amount

Obligations by CT Outlays Projects  Deobligated Deobligations  

9 $1,440,979 $1,440,979 $122,498 4                                 $459,840  

 
 

FEDERAL TRANSIT  (Formula Distribution) - FTA  

P P j t R D ll 1 Obli i b CT 2 O tl

Grants awarded by FAA directly to airpots

Program Projects Recovery Dollars 1 Obligations by CT 2 Outlays

5307 3 $968,313,640  

5307 Flex6 $25,541,870  

5309 3 $66,171,889   

5309 Flex6 $3,200,000  
5311 137 $33,963,166 $33,963,166 $23,954,057

5311 Flex6 2 $1,977,134 $1,977,134 $1,124,053
Total 139 $1,099,167,699 $35,940,300 $25,078,110

 5 FRA allocates funds to specific projects.
6 FHWA Funds transferred by regions from FHWA to FTA for transit projects. Amount totals $28,741,870. 
7 On-the-Job Training - Support Services Grant for training centers.
8 Grant funding does not flow through the Department

1 Total funds apportioned to state by FTA.
2 Commitment by FTA to reimburse eligible project expenditures.
3 Grants awarded by FTA directly to transit agencies.
4 Grants awarded by FAA directly to airports. 
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ISSUE: 
The Technical Advisory Committee on Aeronautics (TACA) is presenting its annual report on its 
accomplishments and issues. 
  
 

 BACKGROUND: 
TACA reports annually on its accomplishments and issues and key elements of the report are used in 
developing the Commission’s Annual Report to the Legislature.  
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON AERONAUTICS 
2011 REPORT ON ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

 
 
Air Transportation 
 
The Policy Element of the California Aviation System Plan defines the State’s continuous aviation 
system planning process, and defines the roles of federal, State, regional and local participants in the 
process.  This provides guidance in preparing the Aeronautics Program, which comes from a 10-year 
Capital Improvement Plan comprised of a fiscally unconstrained list of projects from eligible 
airports. The Aeronautics Program, a biennial three-year program of projects, is fiscally constrained.  
The Aeronautics Account, which receives revenues from State general aviation fuel and jet fuel 
taxes, funds the Aeronautics Program.  Funding from the Aeronautics Program, combined with local 
matching funds, is used to receive federal Airport Improvement program (AIP) grants and fund 
capital outlay projects at public-use airports through the Acquisition and Development (A&D) 
element of the California Aid to Airports Program (CAAP).  The CAAP also includes a statutory 
annual credit grant program, which provides annual non-discretionary grants of $10,000 for each 
publicly-owned, public-use general aviation airport in the State.  Aeronautics Account funds are 
applied first to Caltrans aeronautics operations and the annual credit grant program.  Any remaining 
funds are then available for the projects in the Aeronautics Program adopted by the Commission. 
 
During the year, the Commission received advice from its Technical Advisory Committee on 
Aeronautics (TACA) regarding the Aeronautics Program and the matching ratios of the Aeronautics 
grant programs.  The Commission retained a match rate of 10% that local agencies must provide to 
obtain State funds for Acquisition and Development projects.  The Commission also received advice 
from TACA on pending legislation.  TACA members, representing their own organizations, also 
actively supported SB 619 (Fuller), which the Commission supported. 
   
 
Commission’s Aviation Responsibilities 
 
The Commission’s primary responsibilities regarding aeronautics include: 
 
• Advising and assisting the Legislature and the Secretary of the Business, Transportation and 

Housing (BT&H) Agency in formulating and evaluating policies and plans for aeronautics 
programs; 

• Adopting the California Aviation System Plan (CASP); a comprehensive plan defining State 
policies and funding priorities for general aviation and commercial airports in California; and  

• Adopting and allocating funds under the biennial three-year Aeronautics Program, which directs 
the use of Aeronautics Account funds to provide a part of the local match required to receive 
Federal AIP grants and fund A&D capital outlay projects for airport rehabilitation, safety and 
capacity improvements at public-use airports.   
 

Under Section 14506.5 of the California Government Code, the chairman of the California 
Transportation Commission appoints a Technical Advisory Committee on Aeronautics (TACA),  
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after consultation with members of the aviation industry, airport operators, pilots, and other aviation 
interest groups and experts, as appropriate.  TACA gives technical advice to the Commission on the 
full range of aviation issues considered by the Commission.  The current membership of TACA 
includes representatives from airport businesses, pilots and aircraft owners, managers of commercial 
and rural airports, managers of operations at major commercial airports, a past  manager of a 
commercial air and spaceport, metropolitan and local planning organizations, and federal and State 
aviation agencies. 
 
This statutorily mandated advisory committee lends its expertise to the Commission as the 
Commission carries out its responsibility in advising the Secretary of the Business Transportation & 
Housing Agency (BT&H) and the Legislature on State policies and plans for transportation 
programs in California.  TACA has been working with Caltrans, BT&H and the Legislature to 
develop potential stable revenue sources and to clarify roles and policies for the State in developing 
and maintaining California’s aviation system. 
 
The members of the Technical Advisory Committee on Aeronautics are: 
 
• Michael Armstrong, Aviation Program Manager, Aviation Planning, Southern California 

Association of Governments 
• Daniel Burkhart, Director of Regional Programs, National Business Aviation Association 
• Gary Cathey, Chief, Division of Aeronautics, California Department of Transportation, Ex 

Officio 
• Harry A. Krug, Association of California Airports 
• Chris Kunze, TACA Chairman, Staff Advisor, Long Beach Municipal Airport 
• Robin Hunt, Federal Aviation Administration, Ex Officio 
• Mark F. Mispagel, Attorney/Consultant, Law Offices of Mark F. Mispagel 
• John Pfeifer, Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association (AOPA), California Regional 

Representative 
• Bruce MacRae, Vice President State Government Affairs, West Region, UPS 
• Alexander Waters, Vice President of Business Development, KaiserAir, Inc. 
• William T. Weil, Jr., TACA Vice-Chairman, City of California City 
• Joseph Tavaglione, California Transportation Commission, Commission Liaison 
 
Acquisition & Development Match Rate Unchanged 
 
By statute, the Commission annually establishes a local matching rate between 10% and 50% that 
local agencies must meet to receive Acquisition and Development (A&D) grants.  At its June 2010 
meeting, based upon the Department’s and TACA’s advice, the Commission retained the 10 percent 
A&D local match requirement that it originally established in 1995.  This action continues to ensure 
that the maximum number of airports participate in the Aeronautics Program.  Further, a low match 
rate does not result in a small number of large grants because statute limits California Aid to 
Airports Program A&D Grants to a maximum of $500,000 per airport per year.  However, as noted 
above, the 2009-2010 state budget act suspended this program through January 1, 2011. 
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State Legislation 
 
The Commission advises and assists the Legislature and the Secretary of the BT&H Agency in 
formulating and evaluating policies and plans for aeronautics programs.  The Commission is 
concerned about the shifting of Aeronautics Account funds to the General Fund.  In fact, the 
Commission focused over the last few years on the need to establish a stable funding source and for 
additional funding to allow more capital improvements for general aviation.  TACA recommended 
legislation to make the Aeronautics Account a stable revenue source.  The suggested legislation 
would prohibit permanent transfer of funds from the Aeronautics Account to the General Fund.  
Under the suggested legislation, the State shall repay all transfers, as if they were loans, with interest 
at a specified future date.   
 
The Commission is also concerned about the impacts from incompatible land use around airports 
and recommended that the Legislature take action on this issue.  For several years, the Commission 
has included in its Annual Report the recommendation to work with representatives of the Business, 
Transportation and Housing Agency and the Department to:  “…update, as necessary, the California 
Public Utilities Code sections 21670 through 21679 to further solidify and strengthen airport land 
use law to preclude and prevent incompatible land use around airports.”  Over the last four years, 
several TACA members, representing their respective organizations, and Commission staff met with 
several legislative staffs regarding the Commission recommendation on incompatible land use 
around airports.  After failure of SB 1141 in 2010, no new legislation has been introduced regarding 
incompatible land use has been introduced.   
 
In 2009, the Legislature passed and the Governor signed the California Private Postsecondary 
Education Act of 2009 (AB 48).  This legislation was enacted without any notification to or 
collaboration with the aviation industry.  The prior legislation, enacted in 1989, included a provision 
that partially exempted flight training and aircraft maintenance training activities approved by the 
Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) from the provisions of the implementing regulations.  Over 
concern about the impact of the failure of a major national flight training company in 2008, which 
reportedly left thousands of students with large debts and no completed training, AB 48 eliminated 
the exemption for FAA-approved schools.  The California Bureau for Private Postsecondary 
Education (BPPE) interprets the provisions of AB 48 to apply to all flight training and aviation 
maintenance training, without regard to the size of the facility, including application to independent 
Certified Flight Instructors.  Many flight schools and independent instructors report that the fees 
required to obtain BPPE approval to operate will put them out of business.   
 
Two bills were introduced to delay enforcement of AB 48 on FAA-approved schools pending a 
legislature review of the situation.  AB 1140 was a standalone bill to delay enforcement.  It was 
placed on the Senate inactive file on August 31.  AB 1889 contained similar provisions, in addition 
to omnibus corrections to AB 48 not involving aviation.  AB 1889 passed on August 31 with 
bipartisan support and was enrolled.  AB 1189 was vetoed by the Governor because he felt the 
Legislature over-stepped it authority by requiring the Bureau for Private Postsecondary Education, 
an Executive Branch agency, to follow specific staffing requirements prescribed by the Legislature.  
This, according to the Governor, is both an inappropriate and unacceptable action to micro-manage 
and burden the implementation of regulatory policy. 
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In February 2011 Senator Jean Fuller introduced Senate Bill 619, intended to provide relief from 
BPPE regulation for most flight training providers. The bill was co-sponsored by the Aircraft 
Owners and Pilots Association and the National Air Transportation Association.  It was supported by 
CTC, the Association of California Airports, the California Pilots Association, the National Business 
Aviation Association, the Southwest Chapter of the American Association of Airport Executives, 
and numerous local pilot associations and flight training providers.  The bill passed in both houses 
without opposition.  The Senate concurred in Assembly amendments on August 30 and the Governor 
signed it on September 21.  The bill exempts from BPPE oversight flight training providers or 
programs that provide instruction pursuant to FAA regulations and meet both of the following 
criteria:  The flight instruction provider or program does not require students to enter into written or 
oral contracts of indebtedness and does not require prepayment of instruction related costs in excess 
of $2,500. Flight training programs that require prepayment of costs in excess of $2,500 at one time 
will still be subject to BPPE oversight. 
 
Federal Re-Authorization for Aeronautics 
 
Vision 100, Century of Flight Authorization Act of 2003, is a four-year statute that lapsed September 
2007.  The Act provides funding for the Federal Aviation Administration’s Airport Improvement 
Program.  These revenues are extremely important for the overall preservation and enhancement of 
California’s Public Use Airport System.  Nationwide the annual authorized AIP funding levels 
averaged around $3.55 billion.  California typically receives around eight to ten percent of the funds 
appropriated.   
 
This year Congress continued to attempt to pass a long-term extension of Vision 100.  Congress, 
however, was unable to agree on a long-term reauthorization of federal aviation policies and 
programs.  Congress extended current taxes and FAA spending authority through a series of short 
term actions. The authorization is currently in its 22nd version, and extends through mid-January 
2012. A complete reauthorization package must provide long-term stability and continue to 
modernize America's aviation system through accelerated implementation of Next Generation 
technology.  
 
With regards to the federal re-authorization, in 2009 TACA advised and the Commission 
recommended the following set of guiding principles to support California’s airports and aid the 
California Congressional Delegation in Washington, DC in its efforts to maintain and increase the 
federal funding, including appropriations, as follows: 
 
• Reauthorization should be multi-year, to permit airports to plan ahead on more than a year-to-

year basis. 
• Reauthorization should provide increased Airport Improvement Program (AIP) funding to meet 

airports' capital improvements needs. 
• Reauthorization should increase passenger facility charges (PFCs) to meet airports' capital 

improvement needs with less reliance on grants and operating revenues, and the PFCs should be 
inflation indexed to maintain its project production value. 
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• Reauthorization should NOT include any legislated requirements for new fire fighting standards.  
Any such potential changes should follow the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) led 
Aviation Rulemaking Advisory Committee process. 

• Reauthorization should increase funding for Essential Air Service, Small Community Air Service 
Development, and Contract Tower Programs.  

• Reauthorization should increase funding for the environmental initiative Voluntary Airport Low 
Emission (VALE) program, including such funding for non-commercial service airports. 

• Reauthorization should provide increased funding for Next Generation Air Transportation 
System (NextGen) implementation.  

• Reauthorization should provide increased funding for runway safety area improvements.  
 

In summary, during the 2011 year, TACA addressed the following: 
 

• TACA recommended, and the CTC appointed Bruce MacRae to TACA, representing the air 
cargo industry.  Mr. MacRae is Vice President State Government Affairs, West Region for UPS. 

• In order to bolster TACA depth in airline airport representation, an outreach was conducted to 
the California Airports Council (CAC), representing the 30 California commercial airline 
airports.  CAC is in the process of designating one of its members to be recommended to the 
CTC for TACA appointment.  In the meantime, CAC has participated in TACA meetings 
regularly through attendance by its Executive Director. 

• TACA reviewed and voted to support the Department of Transportation, Division of Aeronautics 
10 year California airports' Capital Improvement Program (CIP), which gives guidance to the 
State's funding of California airports' projects on an annual basis. 

• TACA recommended to the CTC a 10% Aeronautics Acquisition and Development State Grant 
local match rate, and a 2.5% match rate for federal Airport Improvement Program (AIP) grants at 
California airports.  These match rates were subsequently approved by the Commission. 

• TACA continued to recommend that the Commission support efforts to provide a stable funding 
source, as well as increased funding, for the Aeronautics Account. 

• TACA reviewed, provided input, and ultimately recommended approval to the Commission of 
two California Aviation System Plan elements, including the 2010 General Aviation Systaem 
Needs Assessment and the 2011 Policy Element. 

• TACA reviewed and provided comments on updates to the Department of Transportation, 
Division of Aeronautics’ 2011 Airport Land Use Planning Handbook. 

• TACA received briefings on regional aviation system planning efforts both in the Bay Area and 
in Southern California. 

• TACA received briefings, discussed, and several members were actively engaged in legislative 
issues at the State level, including airport area land use planning, State oversight of flight 
training, and airport-specific issues, and at the federal level including issues such as FAA long 
term funding. 

• Supported efforts between the Southern California Association of Governments and the State 
Division of Aeronautics to develop and implement an Aircraft Owners and Pilots Association 
(AOPA)-sponsored user survey regarding general aviation needs. 
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TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON AERONAUTICS 

2011 REPORT ON ISSUES 
 
California cannot meet the goals it has for its aviation system, if it continues to leave aviation 
decision-making to the unpredictable nature of local politics and priorities alone.  The State, in 
cooperation with local, regional, and federal agencies, should provide and identify the leadership and 
resources needed to develop the aviation system essential to our economy in the 21st Century.  
California must continually assess its role in aviation to ensure that California remains competitive 
in the global economy. 
 
Aviation Planning 
 
The Policy Element of the California Aviation System Plan (CASP) defines the State’s continuous 
aviation system planning process.  The Policy Element defines the roles of federal, State, regional 
and local participants in the process.  It covers issues affecting aviation and aviation’s relationship 
with other modes.  The Policy Element also defines the policies and implementing actions for 
guiding Caltrans’ Division of Aeronautics activities and CASP development, including funding 
priorities for general aviation and air carrier public use airports in California. 
 
The Caltrans role in aviation includes planning and assisting with the development of infrastructure 
capacity improvements and the maintenance of the airport system.  For several years, the CASP 
Policy Element has emphasized how funding limitations restrict Caltrans’ role, while also proposing 
options for increased funding of the State aviation program. 
 
The Commission’s role, in addition to providing advice to the Legislature and to the Secretary of 
Business, Transportation and Housing, is to provide policy direction to Caltrans in the development 
of aeronautics plans and programs, adopt the CASP and its various elements, program projects in the 
Aeronautics Program, and allocate funds. 
 
Existing State Aviation Funding 
 
The State Aeronautics Account represents the sole State source of funding for the Division of 
Aeronautics and the programs it administers.  Revenue sources for the Aeronautics Account include 
an 18-cent per gallon excise tax on general aviation gasoline and a two-cent per gallon excise tax on 
general aviation jet fuel.  Air carrier, military aircraft and aviation manufacturing are exempt from 
the two-cent per gallon excise tax on jet fuel.  The annual revenue transferred by the State 
Controller’s Office (SCO) into the State Aeronautics Account has steadily decreased.  In fact, the 
highest transfer of $8.36 million occurred in Fiscal Year (FY) 1999-00 and since then it has declined 
steadily.  In FY 2010-11, the SCO reported a transfer of $ 5.55 million into the State Aeronautics 
Account, the Account continues to slowly decline in absolute numbers and certainly in terms of 
purchasing power.  In the past, increased general aviation jet fuel sales have helped slow the decline, 
but the downward trend will continue in the State Aeronautics Account until another funding source 
comes on line. 
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The Commission has long supported increasing State funding to develop an integrated system of 
airports that adequately meets the demands of California’s economy.  The Commission supports 
redirecting a portion of State sales tax revenues from the sale of general aviation jet fuel and general 
aviation fuel to fund State aviation programs.  These tax revenues are a “user fee” paid by the 
aviation industry and users. 
 
California’s general aviation system is deteriorating under current funding conditions.  In California, 
aviation and related activities represent nine percent of the State’s gross domestic product.  General 
aviation generally receives about $7 to $8 million annually from excise taxes on general aviation 
gasoline and jet fuel, while the bulk of the approximately $150 million in annual excise taxes goes to 
the General Fund.  Of the $ 8 million from excise taxes, about $ 4 million is available for capital 
projects.  This amount is much less than the $15 to $50 million annually that other comparable state 
capital programs are appropriated, according to a survey by the National Association of State 
Aviation Officials.   
 
In the Department’s latest ten-year Capital Improvement Program, the local agencies are requesting 
$85 million from the State.  The $4 million annual capital funding for general aviation is 
insufficient; it is estimated that about $9 million more is required annually.  As currently constituted, 
with most of the revenues directed to the General Fund, the Aeronautics Account is not an adequate, 
reliable dedicated funding source for important safety, security, capacity, airport land use 
compatibility, and other related airport projects.   
 
If the Legislature and the Administration were to establish an additional percentage transfer from the 
general aviation jet fuel sales tax from the State General Fund to the State Aeronautics Account as a 
set minimum, it would establish a stable baseline of aviation funding.  Since the State Aeronautics 
Account is declining, an annual baseline minimum would provide some of the resources to develop a 
program to meet future aviation needs.  California could make significant progress in implementing 
State priorities for increasing airport capacity and safety, security, enhancing air passenger mobility, 
improving air cargo efficiency, mitigating the impacts of airport operations on local communities, 
and mitigating the impacts of land use encroachment on airport operations. 
 
In addition to establishing an additional funding source, the existing Aeronautics Account must be 
protected to prevent the transfer of funds to other accounts.  The State’s adopted 2009-2010 budget 
transferred $4 million from the Aeronautics Account to the General Fund, thus eliminating existing 
funds that should have been dedicated to the State’s three airport funding programs.  That budget 
action also suspended for the 2009-2010 fiscal year the Public Utilities Code provisions establishing 
the funding programs.  Therefore, aviation fuel excise taxes can continue to be collected and 
deposited in the Aeronautics Account, but those funds lie fallow and cannot be used for airport 
purposes. 
 
As such, to ensure that adequate Aeronautics Account resources are available to address the State’s 
aviation needs, it is recommended that: 
 
• The user-funded Aeronautics Account should not be diverted to non-aviation uses. 



  TACA Annual Report 
  October 2011 
                                                                
 
 

8 
 

• At least, the most recent diversion (of the 3 during the past 10 years) of $4 million should be 
reimbursed to the Aeronautics Account. 

• The 2009-2010 suspension of grant programs should not be repeated. 
• An additional percentage of aviation user fee revenue should be appropriated to the Aeronautics 

Account, in order to address the approximately $9 million in annual State underfunding of 
California’s primarily general aviation airport capital needs 
 
 

Federal Re-Authorization of Vision 100 
 
Vision 100, Century of Flight Authorization Act of 2003, is a four-year statute that lapsed in 
September of 2007.  The Act provides funding for the Federal Aviation Administration’s Airport 
Improvement Program.  These revenues are extremely important for the overall preservation and 
enhancement of California’s Public Use Airport System.  Nationwide the annual authorized AIP 
funding levels averaged around $3.55 billion.  California typically receives around eight to ten 
percent of the funds appropriated.   
 
Over the past several years, the Federal Aviation Administration proposed smaller appropriations 
than the authorized levels for the AIP program, including general aviation airport allocations, and the 
Small Community Air Service Development Program.  Smaller appropriations have negatively 
impacted the funding for nearly 200 of California’s general aviation airports.  The Legislature and 
Governor should continue to inform the California Congressional delegation of the need to maintain 
and increase the federal funding, including appropriations, for aeronautics in the next re-
authorization. 
 
This year Congress continued to attempt to pass a long-term extension of Vision 100.  Congress, 
however, was unable to agree on a long-term reauthorization of federal aviation policies and 
programs.  Through a series of continuing resolutions, Congress extended the current taxes and FAA 
spending authority through mid-January 2012. There have been 22 continuing resolutions since 
2007.  FAA can continue to collect taxes for and make expenditures from the Airport and Airway 
Trust Fund.  A complete reauthorization package must provide long-term stability and continue to 
modernize America's aviation system through accelerated implementation of NextGen technology.  
The reauthorization should also increase the user-fee based grant funding for airport capital needs, 
should increase the cap on Passenger Facilities Charges (PFCs) which airports can collect to support 
capital needs, and should increase funding for Essential Air Service/Small Community Air Service 
Development/Contract Tower/Voluntary Airport Low Emission programs.  Finally, the 
reauthorization should not include any legislated requirements for new fire fighting standards, which 
if needed should be done through the established Federal Aviation Administration led Aviation 
Rulemaking Advisory Committee process. 
 
Continuing Aeronautics Issues  
 
The Commission, based on proposals from TACA, should recommend that the Legislature and the 
Administration act to address State aviation system needs through legislation that would provide an 
additional stable funding source of about $9 million per year from the general aviation sales tax on 
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jet fuel for the Aeronautics Account.  The Commission would program and allocate the funding to 
publicly owned general aviation airports and air carrier public use airports for activities addressing 
airport safety/security, capacity needs, and needed studies such as economic and land use studies, 
and comprehensive land use compatibility plans to enhance the capacity and capability of those 
airports. 
 
In 2009, the Legislature passed and the Governor signed the California Private Postsecondary 
Education Act of 2009 (AB 48, Portantino).  This legislation was enacted without any notification to 
or collaboration with the aviation industry.  The prior legislation, enacted in 1989, included a 
provision that partially exempted flight training and aircraft maintenance training activities approved 
by the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) from the provisions of the implementing regulations.  
Over concern about the impact of the failure of a major national flight training company in 2008, 
which reportedly left thousands of students with large debts and no completed training, AB 48 
eliminated the exemption for FAA-approved schools.  The California Bureau for Private 
Postsecondary Education (BPPE) interprets the provisions of AB 48 to apply to all flight training 
and aviation maintenance training, without regard to the size of the facility, including application to 
independent Certified Flight Instructors.  Many flight schools and independent instructors report that 
the fees required to obtain BPPE approval to operate will put them out of business.  Two bills were 
introduced to delay enforcement of AB 48 on FAA- approved schools pending a legislative review 
of the situation.  AB 1140 was a standalone bill to delay enforcement.  It was placed on the Senate 
inactive file on August 31.  AB 1889 contained similar provisions, in addition to omnibus 
corrections to AB 48 not involving aviation.  AB 1889 passed on August 31 with bipartisan support 
and was enrolled.  AB 1889 only delays enforcement of AB 48 with regards to aviation until July 1, 
2011.  AB 1889 was vetoed by the Governor for non-aviation reasons.  A long term legislative 
solution was required to allow for some state oversight of FAA-approved schools while maintaining 
the economic viability of the flight training and aircraft maintenance training industry in the State.  
 
In February 2011, Senator Jean Fuller introduced Senate Bill 619, intended to provide relief from 
BPPE regulation for most flight training providers.   The bill was co-sponsored by the Aircraft 
Owners and Pilots Association and the National Air Transport Association.  It was supported by 
CTC, the Association of California Airports, the California Pilots Association, the National Business 
Aviation Association, the Southwest Chapter of the American Association of Airport Executives, 
and numerous local pilot associations and flight training providers.  The bill passed in both houses 
without opposition.  The Senate concurred with Assembly amendments on August 30 and the 
Governor signed it on September 21.  The bill exempts from BPPE oversight flight training 
providers or programs that provide instruction pursuant to FAA regulations and meet both of the 
following criteria:  The flight instruction provider or program does not require students to enter into 
written or oral contracts of indebtedness and does not require prepayment of instruction related costs 
in excess of $2,500.  Flight training programs that require prepayment of costs in excess of $2,500 at 
one time will still be subject to BPPE oversight.   
 
At the Commission’s direction, TACA will work in 2012 with representatives of the Business, 
Transportation and Housing Agency and the Department to: 
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•  TACA will continue to try and address the issue of underfunding of the State Aeronautics Fund.  
The State has 10% of all US registered aircraft, however is in the lowest 1/3 of all states 
regarding state-level funding for airports.  Also, aviation activity in California generates over 
$300m annually in taxes to State and local government, however only about 2% of all aviation 
user taxes are invested back into State Aeronautics Account for airport safety inspections, 
regulatory enforcement, land use compatibility planning, and airport capital investment.  In 
addition to this, over the past few years some or much of the standard Aeronautics funding 
sources have been redirected to the State's General Fund, further exasperating the shortfall 
(estimated at $8-9m) in funding California's aviation system needs. 
 

At the federal level, as with the past several years, there still exists the problem of no federal long 
term re-authorization of airport capital and other aviation funding from the Federal Aviation 
Administration/US DOT.  The FAA and its aviation programs are in their 22nd short-term extension 
(current one only good through January of 2012), since the last long term funding authorization 
ended in 2007. This funding is critical for the State's airport infrastructure, NextGen air traffic 
management implementation, support of small community air service development, and airport low 
emissions programs, and other user-funded federal aviation programs.  TACA will continue to ask 
the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for support in letting federal legislators and others 
know of the importance of this funding – especially on a stable, long term basis (for financing and 
planning purposes). 
 
• TACA will continue to support efforts to find ways to strengthen airport compatible land use 

laws, protocols, and education to protect our state's airports. 
• TACA will work to identify and track aviation and airport dynamics along with State interests 

and responsibilities, in areas such as the increased importance of reliever/regional airports in 
light of future hub-airport capacity constraints, opportunities provided by military base reuse, 
and air travel infrastructure needs associated with evolving trends. 

• TACA will recommend State involvement, where appropriate, in evolving areas with potential 
airport/aviation impacts, such as aviation safety, security, flight training, environmental, and 
other issues. 

• TACA will continue to work with the Division of Aeronautics to promote use of alternate 
airports for general aviation, air cargo, air taxi, community safety, and other uses, as well as 
near-term NextGen air traffic management applications for enhanced system safety, capacity, 
and efficiency. 

• TACA will work with the Division of Aeronautics and review/provide input on aviation planning 
at the regional, State, and federal level. 

• TACA will review and provide input, when requested, on current and future Division of 
Aeronautics' administered programs and program content. 

• TACA will ensure that its membership well-represents aviation stakeholders within the State, 
and will solicit and receive input from aviation stakeholders regarding needs that the State should 
address. 

• TACA, as always, welcomes and will address any items referred to it by the California 
Transportation Commission. 
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 Action Item 
 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
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Prepared by:  Jay Norvell 
 Division Chief 
 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-11-67, E-11-68, E-11-69, E-11-70, E-11-71, E-11-72, E-11-73, E-11-74, and E-11-
75. 
 

ISSUE: 
 

            01-MEN-1, PM 70.2/70.8  
RESOLUTION E-11-67 
 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• Route 1 in Mendocino County.  Repair storm damaged roadway and retaining wall 
along a portion of Route 1 near the town of Westport.  (PPNO 4459)  

 

This project in Mendocino County will make storm damage repairs to State Route 1 near 
Westport.  The project is programmed in the 2010 State Highway Operation and Protection 
Program.  Total estimated project cost is $5,948,000 for capital and support.  Construction is 
estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2012-13.  The scope as described for the preferred alternative 
is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2010 State Highway 
Operation and Protection Program. 
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will mitigate potential 
impacts to biological and cultural resources to a less than significant level.  Potential impacts to 
cultural resources in the project area will be mitigated by executing a Memorandum of 
Understanding with the State Historic Preservation Officer.  Potential impacts to wetlands will 
be mitigated through restoration of existing wetlands to pre-project conditions.  As a result, an 
MND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 1 
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ISSUE: 
 

            04-SM-101, PM 16.3/17.06  
RESOLUTION E-11-68 

 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• Route 101 in San Mateo County.  Reconfigure the existing US 101/Broadway 
interchange in the city of Burlingame.  (PPNO 0702A)  

 

This project in San Mateo County will reconstruct the State Route 101/Broadway 
Interchange in the city of Burlingame.  The project is not fully funded.  The project is 
programmed in the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program for Project 
Development only. Total estimated project cost is $74,500,000.  Construction is estimated to 
begin in Fiscal Year 2013-14.  The scope as described for the preferred alternative is 
consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2010 State 
Transportation Improvement Program. 
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will mitigate potential 
impacts to wetlands and waters of the U.S to a less than significant level.  Potential impacts to 
wetlands in the project area will be mitigated by purchase of mitigation bank credits and other 
methods determined through consultation with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.   As a result, 
an MND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 2 

 
 
ISSUE: 
 

            04-ALA-80, PM 1.99/8.04, 04-CC-80, PM 0.0/13.49 
RESOLUTION E-11-69 

 
 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• Route 80 in Alameda and Contra Costa County.  Install system management strategies 
including ramp metering on a portion of Route 80 in and near the city of Oakland.  
(PPNO 0062G, 0062H, 0062I, 0062J, 0062E)  

 
 

 The project in will install transportation operations system from the San Francisco Oakland Bay 
Bridge Toll Plaza in Alameda County to the Carquinez Bridge in Contra Costa County.  The 
project is programmed in the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account and includes federal and 
local funds.  The total estimated project cost is $61,689,00 for capital and support.  Construction 
is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2011-12.  The scope as described for the preferred 
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alternative is consistent with the project scope set forth in the proposed project baseline 
agreement. 
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will mitigate potential 
impacts to paleontological resources to a less than significant level.  Potential impacts to 
paleontological resources will be mitigated by the preparation of a Paleontological Evaluation 
Report by a qualified paleontologist.   As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 3 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 

            06-KER-99, PM 27.0/28.4  
RESOLUTION E-11-70 

 
 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• Route 99 in Kern County.  Improvements to a portion of Route 99 which include 
widening from 6 lanes to 8 lanes near the city of Bakersfield.  (PPNO 6267)  

 

This project in Kern County will widen State Route 99 from six lanes to eight lanes from State 
Route 204 to Beardsley Canal Bridge.  The project is not fully funded.  The project is 
programmed in the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program for Project Development 
only. Total estimated project cost is $13,260,000.  Depending on the availability of funding 
construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2012-13.  The scope as described for the 
preferred alternative is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in 
the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program.  
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will mitigate potential 
impacts to biological resources to a less than significant level.  Potential impacts to the San 
Joaquin kit fox, a federally listed endangered species, will be mitigated through a combination of 
measures including training sessions for construction crews, limited speeds for construction 
vehicles and daily inspection of potential areas of entrapment.  As a result, an MND was 
completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 4 
 
ISSUE: 
 
06-KER-119, PM 5.5/R13.3 
RESOLUTION E-11-71 

 
 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
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• Route 119 in Kern County.  Widen a portion of Route 119 from two lanes to four lanes 
near the city of Taft.  (PPNO 3645)  

 

This project in Kern County will construct a four-lane bypass.  The project is not fully funded.  
The project is programmed in the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program for Project 
Development only.  The total estimated cost is $67,716,000 for capital and support.  
Depending on the availability of funding construction can begin as early as Fiscal Year 2015-
16.  The scope as described for the preferred alternative is consistent with the project scope 
programmed by the Commission in the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program. 
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will mitigate potential 
impacts to biological and paleontological resources to a less than significant level.  Potential 
impacts to biological resources in the project area will be mitigated in accordance with the 
Biological Opinion rendered by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  Potential impacts to 
paleontological resources would be mitigated by implementing a paleontological resource plan.   
As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 5 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
06-KER-99, PM 17.0/22.1  
RESOLUTION E-11-72 

 
 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• Route 99 in Kern County.  Widen a portion of Route 99 from six lanes to eight lanes 
near the city of Bakersfield.  (PPNO 6268)  

 

This project in Kern County will widen State Route 99 from six lanes to eight lanes in 
Bakersfield from State Route 119 to Wilson Road.  The project is not fully funded.  The 
project is programmed in the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program for Project 
Development only.  The total estimated cost is $45,200,000 for capital and support.  
Depending on the availability of funding construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 
2012-13.  The scope as described for the preferred alternative is consistent with the project 
scope programmed by the Commission in the 2010 State Transportation Improvement 
Program. 
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will mitigate potential 
impacts to biological resources to a less than significant level.  Potential impacts to the San 
Joaquin kit fox, a federally listed endangered species, will be mitigated through a combination of 
measures including training sessions for construction crews, wildlife crossings, and other kit fox 
avoidance practices.  As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 6 
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ISSUE: 
 
07-LA-405, PM 10.8/11.4  
RESOLUTION E-11-73 

 
 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Negative Declaration (ND) has been completed: 
 

• Route 405 in Los Angeles County.  Reconfigure the existing I-405/Avalon Boulevard 
interchange near the city of Carson.  (EA 233900) 

 

This project in Los Angeles County will improve the Avalon Boulevard/I-405 interchange by 
constructing a new southbound on-ramp, widening the northbound off-ramp and on-ramp, and 
widening northbound Avalon Boulevard.  The project is fully funded with Local and Federal 
funds.  This project will be requesting a New Public Road Connection from the California 
Transportation Commission at the October 26-27, 2011 Meeting.  The total estimated cost is 
$19,300,000.  Construction is estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2010-11. 
 
A copy of the ND has been provided to Commission staff.  Due to potential impacts to visual 
resources, hydrology and water quality, community impacts, cultural resources, and the local 
economy, an Initial Study was completed for the project.  Based upon environmental studies and 
proposed environmental commitments, including minimization and avoidance measures, 
incorporation of BMPs, limited hours of construction, the project will not have a significant 
effect on the environment.  As a result, an ND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 7 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
08-RIV-91, PM R0.06/R2.6, 08-RIV-71, PM 1.6/3.0  
RESOLUTION E-11-74 

 
 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• Route 91 and Route 71 in Riverside County.  Roadway improvements and 
reconfiguration of the existing Route 71/Route 91 interchange near the city of Corona.  
(PPNO 0077G)  

 

This project in Riverside County will construct a direct flyover connector from eastbound State 
Route 91 to northbound State Route 71 and reconfigure the eastbound State Route 91 ramp 
between Green River Road and the State Route 91/71 interchange.  The project is not fully 
funded.  The project is programmed in the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program.  
The total estimated cost is $113,000,000 for capital and support.  Construction is estimated to 
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begin in Fiscal Year 2015-16.  The scope as described for the preferred alternative is consistent 
with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2010 State Transportation 
Improvement Program. 
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  Due to potential impacts to 
hazardous waste, visual resources, hydrology and water quality, noise, biological resources, and 
traffic, an Initial Study was completed for the project.  Based upon environmental studies and 
proposed environmental commitments, including minimization and avoidance measures, 
restoration activities, and incorporation of BMPs, the project will not have a significant effect on 
the environment.  As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 8 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
08-RIV-215, PM 14.2/28.5  
RESOLUTION E-11-75 

 
 

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following 
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed: 
 

• Route 215 in Riverside County.  Roadway improvements including widening from 
two lanes to three lanes along a portion of Route 215 near the city of Perris.  (PPNO 
9991G)  

 

This project in Riverside County will construct one mixed flow lane in each direction from 
Scott Road to the Nuevo Road interchange, and reconstruct auxiliary lanes between the D 
Street interchange and the Nuevo Road interchange.  The project is fully funded.  The project 
is programmed in the 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program and includes local 
funds.  The total estimated cost is $190,947,000 for capital and support.  Construction is 
estimated to begin in Fiscal Year 2012-13.  The scope as described for the preferred 
alternative is consistent with the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2010 
State Transportation Improvement Program. 
 
A copy of the MND has been provided to Commission staff.  The project will mitigate potential 
impacts to biological resources to a less than significant level.  Potential impacts to wetlands in 
the project area will be mitigated by purchasing mitigation bank credits and participation in an In 
Lieu Fee program.  As a result, an MND was completed for this project. 
 
Attachment 9 
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M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011   

 Reference No.: 2.2c. (5)  
 Action  

 
 
 

From:  BIMLA G. RHINEHART 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING 

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE BROOKHURST STREET 
IMPROVEMENT PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-11-79) 

 

ISSUE:  
 
Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(MND) for the Brookhurst Street Improvement Project (project) in Orange County and approve the 
project for future consideration of funding? 
 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the Commission accept the MND and approve the project for future 
consideration of funding. 

 
BACKGROUND:    
 
The City of Anaheim (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project.  On June 22, 2010 the City 
adopted the MND and found that the project would not have a significant effect on the environment 
after mitigation. 
 
The project is located in the City of Anaheim in Orange County.  The project will widen Brookhurst 
Street from a four-lane facility to a six-lane facility.  The project will shift the roadway centerline 
and widen the roadway to accommodate additional lanes, bikeways, sidewalks, and landscaped 
areas.  
 
Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to 
biology, transportation/traffic, air quality and cultural resources. Mitigation measures include, but 
are not limited to, taking dust control measures during demolition activities; surveying for active 
raptor nests 30 days prior to any construction or demolition activities; and having a qualified 
archaeologist/paleontologist evaluate any archaeological or paleontological resources uncovered 
during construction. 
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On August 29, 2011 the City confirmed that the preferred alternative set forth in the final 
environmental document is consistent with the project scope of work programmed by the 
Commission. 
 
The project is estimated to cost $26.47 million and is programmed with State ($8.97 million) funds 
and Local ($17.50 million) funds.  Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2012/13.   
 
Attachment  
• Resolution E-11-79 
• Project Location 

 



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding  
12 – Orange County 
Resolution E-11-79   

 
 
1.1 WHEREAS, the City of Anaheim (City) has completed a Mitigated Negative 

Declaration  pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the 
CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
• Brookhurst Street Improvement Project 

 
1.2 WHEREAS, the City has certified that the Mitigated Negative Declaration has 

been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the project will widen Brookhurst Street to a six-lane facility, shift the 

roadway centerline and widen the roadway to accommodate additional lanes, bikeways, 
sidewalks, and landscaped areas in the City of Anaheim, Orange County; and 

 
1.4 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency, 

has considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; 
and 

 
1.5 WHEREAS, the City found that all significant or potentially significant impacts can be 

reduced by mitigation measures to a less than significant level; and 
 
1.6 WHEREAS, the City adopted the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and 
 
1.7 WHEREAS, the City adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program for the 

project. 
 
2.1  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration and approve the 
above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding. 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.3b. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Terry Abbott 
 Chief 
 Division of Design 

 
Subject: NEW PUBLIC ROAD CONNECTION, 7-LA -405 PM 11.0 

RESOLUTION S-749 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve the attached Resolution S-749 and map authorizing a new 
public road connection at Lenardo Drive to State Route (SR) 405, in the city of Carson, in the county 
of Los Angeles. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Department requests approval of a new public road connection to SR 405.  Pursuant to Section 
100.2 of the Streets and Highways Code, no local road shall be connected with any freeway until the 
Commission adopts a resolution consenting thereto.  It is recommended that the Commission 
approve the resolution in accordance with the recommendation of the Acting Chief Engineer.  The 
resolution grants approval of a new public road connection to SR 405 at Post Mile (PM) 11.0 in the 
city of Carson, in the county of Los Angeles. 
 
 
 
 
 
       
Recommended by:  ROBERT PIEPLOW 
 Acting Chief Engineer 
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BACKGROUND: 
 
The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) and the Department are proposing to 
modify the Avalon Boulevard/Interstate 405 (I-405) interchange in the city of Carson to provide 
access to the approved development of the Carson Marketplace Project in the southwest quadrant of 
this interchange.  The modifications to this interchange include the southerly extension of Lenardo 
Drive over the Torrance Lateral Channel to connect to Avalon Boulevard and the realignment of the 
southbound I-405 on and off ramps to begin and end at Lenardo Drive.  This break in access control 
requires the approval of a new connection by the California Transportation Commission.  The 
proposed improvements support the additional access needs of the Carson Marketplace Project and 
also address growing traffic volumes in the vicinity. 

 
The Avalon Boulevard interchange is located in the city of Carson, in Los Angeles County, between 
the Main Street and the Carson Street interchanges along I-405.  I-405 has 12 lanes north of Avalon 
Boulevard and 10 lanes south of Avalon Boulevard.  Traffic in the southbound direction is served by 
a loop on-ramp and a diagonal off-ramp in the southwest quadrant of the interchange.  In the 
northbound direction the interchange is a half diamond.  Avalon Boulevard is a major thoroughfare 
through the City of Carson with four to six lanes serving primarily residential, commercial, and light 
industrial traffic demands.  

 
A 2006 traffic analysis showed the Avalon Boulevard/I-405 interchange operating at Level of 
Service (LOS) D during both the AM and PM peak hours. The analysis of the existing freeway 
mainline segments show that northbound I-405 from Avalon Boulevard to Main Street operates at 
LOS E during the AM peak hour, and southbound I-405 from Main Street to Carson Street operates 
at LOS E during the PM peak hour.  
 
During a three-year study period between April 1, 2005 and March 31, 2008, it was found that the 
total accident rate on I-405,  including the Avalon Boulevard on- and off-ramps but excluding 
southbound I-405 from Avalon Boulevard to Main Street, was well below the statewide average.  
The accident rate on southbound I-405 from Avalon Boulevard to Main Street was approximately  
10 percent higher than the statewide average.  
 
In February 2006, the City of Carson approved the development of the Carson Marketplace Project 
(formerly known as Metro 2000 Mall Project and recently renamed to Boulevards at South Bay), in 
the southwest quadrant of the Avalon Boulevard interchange.  The project is a 168-acre mixed-use 
development consisting of neighborhood commercial, regional commercial, commercial 
recreation/entertainment, restaurant, hotel, and residential development.  The proposed interchange 
improvements were identified as a mitigation measure in the Traffic Impact Analysis of the 
Environmental Impact Report for the development. 

    
The existing northbound off-ramp currently does not allow traffic to access southbound Avalon 
Boulevard.  Under the existing interchange configuration, northbound I-405 traffic attempting to 
access the Marketplace would be required to proceed northbound on Avalon Boulevard to Del Amo 
Boulevard, a circuitous route with 1.8 miles in adverse travel, where capacity limitations may exist 
in the future.  Alternatively, the Marketplace generated traffic destined to or originating from the 
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south would need to use Main Street, requiring an additional travel distance of 2.2 miles over the 
proposed improvements.   
 
Southbound I-405 traffic would similarly be required to travel northward along Avalon Boulevard to 
Del Amo Boulevard, an increase in travel distance of 1.8 miles.  Alternatively, since there is no  
I-405 southbound off-ramp or I-405 northbound on-ramp at Main Street, the Carson Marketplace 
generated traffic destined to or originating from the north would be required to access the 
Marketplace from Interstate 110, a travel distance increase of 0.2 miles through intersections, which 
are projected to be operating at capacity in the near future. 
 
The proposed interchange modification would extend the existing Lenardo Drive south from the 
proposed Carson Marketplace over the Torrance Lateral Channel to Avalon Boulevard.  The existing 
southbound I-405 on- and off-ramps, located between the Torrance Lateral Channel and Avalon 
Boulevard, will be realigned and widened.  A new two-lane southbound on-ramp will be constructed 
east of Avalon Boulevard and across from Lenardo Drive.  The existing northbound off-ramp will be 
widened from one to three lanes at the terminus to increase storage capacity and to accommodate 
left turns.  The northbound on-ramp will also be widened to increase capacity and accommodate two 
left-turn lanes from northbound Avalon Boulevard.  The existing Avalon Boulevard structure will be 
widened and repaved.   

 
The City of Carson prepared a Project Study Report, which was approved by the Department on 
June 10, 1996.  The Federal Highway Administration provided their approval for the modified 
access on April 3, 1996.  A Supplemental Project Study Report was approved on March 19, 2003. 
 
The Department prepared a Project Report and it was approved on July 16, 2009.  A public hearing 
was held on Tuesday, August 12, 2008.  Fact sheets for nonstandard advisory design features were 
approved on April 25, 1996 and June 25, 2009.  Fact sheets for nonstandard mandatory design 
features were approved on April 25, 1996, January 9, 2003 and March 11, 2003.  The Negative 
Declaration and Finding of No Significant Impact were approved on March 18, 2009 and are 
scheduled to be approved by the Commission by a concurrent action. 
 
The Avalon Boulevard/I-405 Improvement Project is identified in the SCAG 2008 Regional 
Transportation Plan adopted on May 8, 2008.  Further, this project is currently programmed in the 
Regional Transportation Improvement Program.   

 
The estimated cost of the proposed project is $24,707,000.  This project is proposed to be funded 
from the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act funds in the amount of 
$4,800,000.  The balance of the funding ($19,907,000) will be provided by the Carson 
Redevelopment Agency.   
 
A superseding freeway agreement was adopted by the City of Carson on July 5, 2011.  This freeway 
agreement will be executed by the Department after Commission approval of the new connection. 

 
Attachments 
Resolution S-749 
Location Map 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
Resolution Authorizing a New Public Road Connection 

7-LA-405 PM 11.0 
 
 

Resolution S-749 
 
WHEREAS, the City of Carson has requested approval of a new public road connection 
on State Route 405 for Lenardo Drive; and 
 
WHEREAS, the Initial Study (Negative Declaration)/ Environmental Assessment with 
Finding of No Significant Impact was approved on March 18, 2009, in compliance with 
the California Environmental Quality Act and the National Environmental Policy Act; 
and 
 
WHEREAS, the project will not have significant effect on the environment; and 
 
WHEREAS, a Project Report to construct a new interchange was approved by the 
California Department of Transportation on July 16, 2009. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the California Transportation 
Commission that pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, this Commission does 
hereby authorize one new public road connection on State Route 405 at Lenardo Drive,  
Post Mile 11.0, in the county of Los Angeles. 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.3c. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Terry Abbott 
 Chief Division of Design 

 
 

Subject: 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 
agency identified in the summary. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
It has been determined that each facility in the specific relinquishment resolutions 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-3812 – 01-Men-101-PM R24.5 
(Request No. 1242) – 1 Segment 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of Ukiah along Route 101 on East Perkins Street, 
consisting of collateral facilities.  The City, by Resolution No. 2010-32, dated August 18, 2010, 
waived the 90-day notice requirement and agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the 
State.  
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Resolution R-3813 – 05-SB-101-PM 12.75 
(Request No. 8398) – 1 Segment 
 
Relinquishes right of way in the city of Santa Barbara, adjacent to Route 101 and underlying the 
Milpas Street roundabout, consisting of collateral facilities.  The City, by Ordinance No. 5480 
approved by the Mayor on February 25, 2009, agreed to accept title upon relinquishment by the 
State.  The 90-day notice period expired September 1, 2011, without exception.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.3d. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Terry Abbott  
 Chief Division of Design 

 
 

Subject: VACATION RESOLUTIONS 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission approve the vacation resolutions summarized below. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
It has been determined that the facility in the vacation resolution summarized below is not 
essential to the proper functioning of the State Highway System and may be disposed of by 
vacation.  Upon the recording of the approved vacation resolution in the county where the 
facility is located, the public's right of use of the facility will be abandoned.  The vacation 
complies with Sections 892, 8313 and 8330.5 of the Streets and Highways Code.  Any 
exceptions or unusual circumstances are described in the individual summary. 
 
RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolution No. A885 – 10-SJ-26-PM 15.6 
(Request No. 16477) - 1 Segment 
 
Amends Vacation Resolution A883, adopted by the California Transportation Commission on 
September 15, 2011, which contained an incorrect reference to the map recording information.  
Vacates right of way in the county of San Joaquin along Route 26 at 0.4 mile north of  
N. Escalon Bellota Road, consisting of superseded highway right of way no longer needed for 
State highway purposes.  The County of San Joaquin was given a 90-day notice of intent to 
vacate, without protesting such action.   
 



State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency    
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION     

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  October 26-27, 2011 
 CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

  
 Reference No:   2.4b. 
  Action Item 
       

 
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Brent L. Green 

Chief Financial Officer   Chief  
Division of Right of Way and 
Land Surveys 

  
Subject: RESOLUTIONS OF NECESSITY 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolutions of Necessity (Resolution) C-20621  
through Resolution C-20627, Resolution C-20629 through Resolution C-20656, and amended 
Resolution C-20414, 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. This 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 have 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. 
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C-20621 - Clifford Lane Clark, Sr., et al. 
05-Mon-101-PM 100.9 - Parcel 11330-1, 2 - EA 315809. 
Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date:  04/02/12; Ready to List (RTL) Date:  04/02/12.  
Expressway - partial conversion of expressway to freeway and construct new interchange at  
San Juan Road.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and extinguishment 
of abutter's rights of access.  Located in the city of Aromas at 2920 San Juan Road.   
Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 141-012-007.   
 
C-20622 - Araceli Garcia, et ux. 
05-Mon-101-PM 101.4 - Parcel 11300-1, 2 - EA 315809. 
RWC Date:  04/02/12; RTL Date:  04/02/12.  Expressway - partial conversion of expressway to 
freeway and construct new interchange at San Juan Road.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee 
for a State highway and a temporary easement for construction purposes.  Located in the city of 
Aromas at 2929 San Juan Road.  APN 141-014-001.   
 
C-20623 - Jantz Family Trust, etc., et al. 
05-SB-101-PM 83.5 - Parcel 11211-1, 2 - EA 463809. 
RWC Date:  03/15/12; RTL Date:  04/13/12.  Conventional highway - construct interchange.  
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter’s rights of 
access, and an easement for access and utility purposes to be conveyed to West Bay Company.  
Located near the city of Santa Maria in Santa Barbara County.  APNs 107-240-027, -028, -029.   
 
C-20624 - John Homer, et ux. 
05-SBt-101-PM 0.40 - Parcel 11286-1, -2 - EA 315809. 
RWC Date:  04/02/12; RTL Date:  04/02/12.  Expressway - partial conversion of expressway to 
freeway and construct new interchange at San Juan Road .  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee 
for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, and temporary easements for 
construction purposes.  Located in the city of Aromas at 270 Ricardo Drive.  APN 011-270-020.   
 
C-20625 - Pedro Montejano, et al. 
05-SBt-101-PM 0.15 - Parcel 11288-1, -2 - EA 315809. 
RWC Date:  04/02/12; RTL Date:  04/02/12.  Expressway - partial conversion of expressway to 
freeway and construct new interchange at San Juan Road.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee 
for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, together with all of those certain 
improvements which straddle the right of way line with an easement to enter the remaining 
ownership to remove such improvements, and a temporary easement for construction purposes.  
Located in the city of Aromas at 347 Ricardo Drive.  APN 011-270-046.   
 
C-20626 - F. Warren Wayland, Trustee, etc., et al. 
05-SBt-101-PM 0.50 - Parcel 11323-1 - EA 315809. 
RWC Date:  04/02/12; RTL Date:  04/02/12.  Expressway - partial conversion of expressway to 
freeway and construct new interchange at San Juan Road.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee 
for a State highway.  Located in the city of Aromas near Cole Road.  APNs 011-280-024, -025. 
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C-20627 - David P. Roye, et al. 
06-Kin-198-PM 16.9 - Parcel 86467-1 - EA 487509. 
RWC Date:  08/15/12; RTL Date:  09/15/12.  Freeway - Reconstruct 12th Avenue Interchange.  
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and extinguishment of abutter’s rights 
of access.  Located in the city of Hanford at the southwest corner of State Route (SR) 198 and  
12th Avenue.  APN 018-102-047.   
 
C-20628 - Robert Mitchell, et ux. 
06-Mad-99-PM 7.53/7.56 - Parcel 86537-1A, 1B, 1C, 2 - EA 471009. 
RWC Date:  05/01/12; RTL Date:  05/01/12.  Freeway - modify interchange.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, an easement for utility purposes to be conveyed 
to Pacific Gas & Electric, and underlying fee.  Located in the city of Madera near Avenue 12, east 
of SR 99.  APNs 047-110-014, -016.   
 
C-20629 - Pacific Telephone and Telegraph Company, a SUSPENDED California Corporation 
06-Mad-99-PM 7.52 - Parcel 86540-1A - EA 471009. 
RWC Date:  05/01/12; RTL Date:  05/01/12.  Freeway - modify interchange.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the city of Madera near Avenue 12 
and SR 99.  APN 047-050-017.   
 
C-20630 - Esther Louise Bishel, Trustee, etc., et al. 
06-Mad-99-PM 7.53/7.56 - Parcel 86546-1A, 1B, 2 - EA 471009. 
RWC Date:  05/01/12; RTL Date:  05/01/12.  Freeway - modify interchange.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, an easement for utility purposes to be conveyed 
to Pacific Gas & Electric, and underlying fee.  Located in the city of Madera near Avenue 12 and 
Road 29.  APN 047-060-013.   
 
C-20631 - Rodney P. Alexander, etc., et al. 
06-Tul-99-PM 37.3 - Parcel 86609-1 - EA 360219. 
RWC Date:  04/20/12; RTL Date:  05/03/12.  Freeway - four-lane to six-lane.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and extinguishment of abutter's rights of access.  
Located in the town of Goshen at 30258 Road 68.  APN 073-090-070.   
 
C-20632 - Robert Perez, et ux. 
04-SCl-152-PM 19.1 - Parcel 62013-1, -2, -3, -4 - EA 2A4409. 
RWC Date:  04/16/12; RTL Date:  05/01/12.  Conventional highway - upgrading the shoulders to 
standard, improving sight distance, installing shoulder rumble strips, improving pavement friction, 
and constructing a left-turn pocket at the intersection of SR 152 and Lovers Lane in Gilroy.  
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and two temporary easements for 
construction purposes.  Located in Santa Clara County near the City of Gilroy at  
5425 Pacheco Pass Highway.  APN 898-25-040.   
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C-20633 - Chester E. Allen and Elaine J. Allen, Trustees, C.E. and Elaine J. Allen Trust; 
Carmenita Ford Truck Sales, Inc. 
07-LA-5-PM 2.35/2.40 - Parcels 77070-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8; 77071-1, 2, 3, 4 - EA 2159C9. 
RWC Date:  06/30/10; RTL Date:  06/30/10.  Freeway - Carmenita interchange improvement.  
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter's rights of 
access, permanent easements for footing, sewer, and maintenance purposes, and temporary 
easements for construction, grading, and removal of improvements which straddle the right of way 
line.  Located in the city of Santa Fe Springs at 13443 East Freeway Drive.   
APNs 8069-016-008, -022.   
 
C-20634 - Clifford J. Flaro, II, Trustee, etc., et ux. 
07-LA-5-PM 4.70 - Parcel 80071-1 - EA 215949. 
RWC Date:  03/09/12; RTL Date:  03/23/12.  Freeway - widen Interstate 5 (I-5) to add HOV and 
mixed-flow lanes.  Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the 
city of Norwalk at 12727 Paddison Avenue.  APN 8047-002-013.   
 
C-20635 - Tiscornia Ranches Limited Partnership 
10-Cal-4-PM 14.7 - Parcel 15958-1A, B, C - EA 0A0109. 
RWC Date:  06/30/10; RTL Date:  06/30/10.  Freeway - realign and widen highway with 
rubberized hot mix asphalt, hot mix asphalt and aggregate base.  Authorizes condemnation of land 
in fee for a State highway and underlying fee. Located in the city of San Andreas at  
3887 Highway 4.  APN 053-007-001. 
 
C-20636 - Tiscornia Ranches Limited Partnership 
10-Cal-4-PM 14.7 - Parcel 15959-1A, 1B; 15960-1A, 1B - EA 0A0109. 
RWC Date:  06/30/10; RTL Date:  06/30/10.  Freeway - realign and widen highway with 
rubberized hot mix asphalt, hot mix asphalt and aggregate base.  Authorizes condemnation of land 
in fee for a State highway and temporary easements for construction purposes.  Located in the city 
of San Andreas at 3887 Highway 4.  APN 053-007-012. 
 
C-20637 - Ryder Truck Rental, Inc., a Florida Corporation 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.5 - Parcel 16154-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes condemnation 
of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the city of Stockton at 3633 Duck Creek Drive.   
APN 173-310-01.   
 
C-20638 - 99 Service Center, LLC, a California Limited Liability Company 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.3 - Parcel 16164-1, 01-01 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and land in fee which is a remnant and would be of  
little market value.  Located in the city of Stockton at 3304 South SR 99 East Frontage Road.   
APN 179-560-02.   
 
 
 
 
 



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.4b. 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION October 26-27, 2011 

  Page 5 of 7 
 

“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

C-20639 - Marvin H. Lipton, et al. 
10-SJ-99-PM 15.5 - Parcel 16206-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes condemnation 
of land in fee for a State highway and extinguishment of abutter's rights of access.  Located in the city 
of Stockton at 4100 Highway 99 Frontage Road.  APN 179-172-04.   
 
C-20640 - Cohn Enterprises, LTD, a California Limited Partnership 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.4 - Parcel 16264-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes condemnation 
of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the city of Stockton at 3755 Munford Avenue.   
APN 179-550-12.   
 
C-20641 - The Thessalonians Missionary Baptist Church, a California Non-profit Corporation 
10-SJ-99-PM 17.4 - Parcel 16284-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes condemnation 
of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the city of Stockton at 1940 South Drake Avenue.   
APN 173-132-26.   
 
C-20642 - Franchise Realty Interstate Corporation, et al. 
12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.6/0.0 - Parcel 102501-1, 2 - EA 0E3109. 
RWC Date:  05/15/12; RTL Date:  06/01/12.  Freeway - reconstruct interchange at I-5 and SR 74.  
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway purposes and a temporary easement 
for construction purposes.  Located in the city of San Juan Capistrano at 31822 Del Obispo Street.  
APN 668-241-06. 
 
C-20643 - San Juan Capistrano Redevelopment Agency, a public corporate politic 
12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.7/0.0 - Parcel 102505-1, 2 - EA 0E3109. 
RWC Date:  05/15/12; RTL Date:  06/01/12.  Freeway - reconstruct interchange at I-5 and SR 74.  
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and a temporary easement for 
construction purposes.  Located in the city of San Juan Capistrano at 31762 El Camino Real.   
APN 124-160-31.   
 
C-20644 - South Coast Christian Assembly, a California Corporation 
12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.8/0.0 - Parcel 102513-1, 2 - EA 0E3109. 
RWC Date:  05/15/12; RTL Date:  06/01/12.  Freeway - reconstruct interchange at I-5 and SR 74.   
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter’s rights of 
access, and a permanent easement for slope purposes.  Located in the city of San Juan Capistrano 
at 31501 Avenida Los Cerritos.  APN 650-151-27.   
 
C-20645 - Ortega Ranch, LLC, a Nevada limited liability company 
12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.8/0.0 - Parcel 102520-1 - EA 0E3109. 
RWC Date:  05/15/12; RTL Date:  06/01/12.  Freeway - reconstruct interchange at I-5 and SR 74.  
Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for slope purposes.  Located in the city of  
San Juan Capistrano at 31351 and 31431 Rancho Viejo Road.  APNs 650-151-22; 650-142-06.   
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C-20646 – Kevin Lee Jones, et ux. 
11-SD-805-PM 4.8 - Parcel 34649-1 - EA 081619. 
RWC Date:  07/02/2012; RTL Date:  07/02/2012.  Conventional highway - managed lanes south.  
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the city of  
Chula Vista at 1299 Raven Avenue.  APN 620-651-30. 
 
C-20647 - CBS Outdoor, Inc. (Lessee) 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.5 - Parcel 16135-1A - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of leasehold interest of outdoor advertising company.  Located in the city of 
Stockton at 3568 East Mariposa Road.  APN 179-081-02.   
 
C-20648 - William D. Johns, Trustee, etc., et al. 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.5 - Parcel 16136-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the city of Stockton at  
2373 South Mariposa Road.  APN 171-300-08.   
 
C-20649 - James E. Blincoe, Trustee 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.7 - Parcel 16139-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and extinguishment of abutter's rights of access.  
Located in the city of Stockton at 2431 South Mariposa Road.   
APNs 171-300-03, -12, -13, -14, -16, -17, -18. 
 
C-20650 - Visionary Home Builders of California, Inc., a California nonprofit public benefit 
corporation 
10-SJ-99-PM 17.0 - Parcel 16141-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and extinguishment of abutter's rights of access.  
Located in the city of Stockton at 2260 South Netherton Avenue.  APN 173-060-27.   
 
C-20651 - Oldcastle Precast, Inc. 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.5 - Parcel 16161-1, 2, 3 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, and a 
temporary easement for construction purposes.  Located in the city of Stockton at  
2960 South Highway 99 East Frontage Road.  APNs 179-550-04, -05, -06, -07.   
 
C-20652 - Gordon H. Gooby, et ux. 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.5 - Parcel 16174-1, 2 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and a temporary easement for construction 
purposes.  Located in the city of Stockton at 2929 South SR 99 West Frontage Road.   
APN 179-100-10.   
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C-20653 - Tommy Rodriguez, et al. 
10-SJ-99-PM 17.7 - Parcel 16223-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the city of Stockton near  
Golden Gate Avenue.  APN 173-040-65.   
 
C-20654 - Federal National Mortgage Association 
10-SJ-99-PM 17.4 - Parcel 16248-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway and extinguishment of abutter's rights of access.  
Located in the city of Stockton at 1965 South Drake Avenue.  APN 173-131-07.   
 
C-20655 - Tristar Stockton Properties, LLC, a California Limited Liability Company 
10-SJ-99-PM 16.2 - Parcel 16271-1 - EA 3A1009. 
RWC Date:  01/15/12; RTL Date:  02/01/12.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.  Located in the city of Stockton at  
3748 and 3800 Munford Avenue.  APN 179-082-10.   
 
C-20656 - CBS Outdoor Advertising, Inc. (Lessee) 
10-SJ-99-PM 9.4 - Parcel 16378-1A - EA 0E6109. 
RWC Date:  09/01/11; RTL Date:  10/01/11.  Freeway - widen to six lanes.  Authorizes 
condemnation of leasehold interest of outdoor advertising company.  Located in the city of 
Manteca, north of the Lathrop Road Overcrossing, east of SR 99.  APN 197-100-09.   
 
C-20414 - Heritage Land Co., Inc. 
10-SJ-12-PM 5.3 - Parcel 16123-1 - EA 0A8409. 
RWC Date:  11/01/10; RTL Date:  11/15/10.  Conventional Highway - operational improvement.  
Amends Resolution Number C-20414, adopted September 22, 2010, which authorized 
condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.  This Amendment is necessary because Heritage 
Land Co. is a reclamation district and Code of Civil Procedure Section 1240.610, a more necessary 
public use, was not included in the resolution.  The Amended Resolution includes said code.  
Located in the city of Lodi at 13751 West Highway 12.  APN 025-030-01. 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.4d. 
 Action Item 

 
From: NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  
  

Prepared by: Brent L. Green 
 Chief  
 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 $120,500.  The State 
will receive a return of $113,188 from the sale of these properties.  A recapitulation of the items 
presented and corresponding maps are attached. 
 
ISSUE: 

 
01-04-Ala-13 PM 7.2      Oakland 
Disposal Unit #DD 034117-01-01     1.58 acre 
Convey to:  City of Oakland, a municipal corporation $25,000 (Appraisal $25,000)   
Direct Sale.  Selling price represents the fair market value of the subject property.  The entire parcel is 
encumbered with an easement for drainage and utility purposes.  The property has been leased by the 
City for a public golf course and will continue to be used for this public purpose following the sale. 
 
02-04-SCl-85 PM 8.7 San Jose 
Disposal Unit #DD 013940-01-01 0.11 acre 
Convey to:  Andrew Quac Trinh and May Lee as Trustees  $12,888 (Appraisal Nominal) 
                   for Andrew and May Trust, dated  
                   December 6, 2005  
Public Sale.  Selling price represents the highest bid of seven bids received at a public sealed bid sale. 
 
03-4-SCl-85 PM 3.3         San Jose 
Disposal Unit #DK 048575-01-01              0.21 acre  
Convey to:  City of San Jose, a municipal corporation $0.00 (Appraisal N/A) 
Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration. Conveyance is pursuant to Section 18 of the  
March 26, 1982 Joint Powers Agreement for the Guadalupe Corridor Project and  
Cooperative Agreement #4-1667-RW. 
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04-07-LA-105 PM 2.4     Hawthorne 
Disposal Unit #DD 070435-01-01    0.10 acre  
Convey to:  Bonifacio Bravo and Mary L. Bravo  $62,000 (Public Sale Estimate $82,400) 
Public Sale.  Selling Price was the highest bid received from the oral public sale held on  
July 21, 2011 and represents 75 percent of the PSE.  There were three active bidders out of 22 
registered bidders. 

 
05-10-SJ-120 PM R16.9     Escalon 
Disposal Unit #DD 013381-01-01    0.03 acre  
Convey to:  City of Escalon   $5,100 (Appraisal $5,100) 
Direct Sale.  Selling price represents the fair market value of the subject property, to be used for a 
local road project. 
 
06-10-SJ-120 PM R16.9     Escalon 
Disposal Unit #DE 013381-01-02    0.08 acre  
Convey to:  City of Escalon   $8,000 (Appraisal $8,000) 
Direct Sale.  Selling price represents the fair market value of the subject easement, to be used for a 
local road project. 
 
07-11-SD-76 PM 4.6   Oceanside 
Disposal Unit #DD 028086-01-02   0.18 acre  
Convey to:  River Ranch Maintenance Corporation   $100 (Appraisal Nominal)  
Direct sale to adjoining owner at fair market value.  Property is small, irregularly shaped, landlocked 
property and incapable of independent development.  
 
08-11-SD-76 PM 4.8   Oceanside 
Disposal Unit #DD 028088-01-02   0.11 acre  
Convey to:  River Ranch Maintenance Corporation   $100 (Appraisal Nominal)  
Direct sale to adjoining owner at fair market value.  Property is small, irregularly shaped, landlocked 
property and incapable of independent development.  
 
09-12-Ora-133 PM 7.7   Irvine  
Disposal Unit #DD 0A1284-01-01   0.37 acre  
Convey to:  The Irvine Company (TIC)   $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)  
Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration.  Conveyance is pursuant to  
Cooperative Agreement No. 12-327 dated March 3, 1998, amended November 25, 2008,  
12-327-A3. 
 
10-12-Ora-133 PM 6.5/7.9           Irvine  
Disposal Unit #DK 045443-01-01, et al               2.35 acres 
Convey to:  The Irvine Company (TIC)   $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)  
Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration.  Conveyance is pursuant to  
Cooperative Agreement No. 12-327 dated March 3, 1998, amended November 25, 2008, 
12-327-A3. 
 
 
Attachments 



SUMMARY OF DIRECTOR'S DEEDS - 2.4d.

Table I - 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 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00
02 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00
03 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00
04 2 1 3 $25,000.00 $37,888.00 152%
05 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00
06 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00
07 0 1 1 $82,400.00 $62,000.00 75%
08 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00
09 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00
10 2 0 2 $13,100.00 $13,100.00 100%
11 2 0 2 $0.00 $200.00
12 2 0 2 $0.00 $0.00

Total 8 2 10 $120,500.00 $113,188.00 94%

Table II - Analysis by Type of Sale

PRESENTED TO CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION - October 26-27, 2011

               Recovery %
# of                       Current                  Return       % Return From Sales

   Type of Sale Items                Estimated Value               From Sales             Current Value
Direct Sales 8
Public Sales 2
Non-Inventory
Conveyances 0

Sub-Total 10
Other Funded
Sales 0

Total 10

Attachment A

$120,500.00

$120,500.00 $113,188.00

94%$113,188.00

91%
101%$38,100.00

$82,400.00

94%

$38,300.00
$74,888.00
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency    
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION     

M e m o r a n d u m  
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  October 26-27, 2011 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
 Reference No.: 2.4e. 
   Action Item 
       

 
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by:  Brent L. Green 

Chief Financial Officer   Chief 
Division of Right of Way 
and Land Surveys 

  
Subject: RESCINDING RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY 

RESOLUTION CR-148, RESCINDING RESOLUTION C-20531 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution CR-148, rescinding Resolution of Necessity 
(Resolution) C-20531.  In accordance with statutory requirements, the owner has been advised that 
the Department is requesting rescission of Resolution C-20531. 
 
ISSUE:   

 
On May 11, 2011, the Commission adopted Resolution C-20531.  Resolution C-20531 is now being 
rescinded because the environmental document was legally challenged. 
 
BACKGROUND:   

 
Resolution C-20531 was adopted May 11, 2011, authorizing condemnation of land in fee for a State 
highway.  However, subsequent to the Commission meeting, there was a successful legal challenge 
of the project’s environmental document.  Based on above, it is requested that Resolution C-20531 
be rescinded at the October 26-27, 2011 Commission meeting.   
 
CR-148 - Carlos De La Fuente 
03-Yol-16-PM 28.5 - Parcel 33700-1 - EA 0C4709. 
Right of Way Certification Date:  04/15/12; Ready to List Date:  04/15/12.  
Conventional highway - widen shoulders, construct left turn lane and right turn pockets, and 
construct intersection improvements.  Rescinds Resolution of Necessity C-20531 adopted  
May 11, 2011, which authorized condemnation of land in fee for a State highway.   
Resolution C-20531 is being rescinded because of a successful legal challenge of the project’s 
environmental document.  Located in the town of Esparto at 27020 Highway 16.   
Assessor’s Parcel Number 049-160-05 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Funding 

PPNO
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 
Fund 

TypeProgram 
Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1i) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-007 
  Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1011-006 

1 
$2,466,000 
$1,896,000 

 
Alameda County 
Transportation 
Commission 

MTC 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-80 
1.9/8.0 

 
 

 
In Alameda and Contra Costa Counties, on Interstate 80 from 
the San Francisco Oakland Bay Bridge Toll Plaza to the 
Carquinez Bridge.  Install Traffic Operations Systems (TOS) 
along this section of the corridor.  This project will complete the 
detection system along the I-80 Corridor and the highway 
advisory radio gaps in the corridor. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 08/31/09) 
(NEPA – N/A) 
 
Amend Resolutions CMIA-A-1011-006 de-allocate a total of 
$570,000 CMIA CONST to reflect award savings 
 
Outcome/Output:  Completion of traffic detection systems and 
highway advisory radio gaps along the Interstate 80 corridor. 
 

 
04-0062I 

CMIA/10-11 
CONST 

$2,466,000 
$1,896,000 

0400002038 
3A7711 

 
 

 
 

 
2009-10 

304-6055 
CMIA 

20.20.721.000 

$2,466,000
$1,896,000

  

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(1i) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti  
 Division Chief 

Transportation Programming 
 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B STATE 
ADMINISTERED CMIA PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
RESOLUTION CMIA-AA-1112-007, AMENDING RESOLUTION CMIA-A-1011-006 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolution CMIA-A-1011-006 to de-allocate 
$570,000 in Proposition 1B Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) funds from the 
Transportation Operations System contract (PPNO 0062I) of the I-80 Integrated Corridor Mobility 
(ICM) project in Alameda County, thereby reducing the original CMIA allocation of $2,466,000 to 
$1,896,000, to reflect contract award savings. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In January 2011, the Commission approved Resolution CMIA-A-1011-006 allocating $2,466,000 in 
CMIA capital to the Transportation Operations System contract (PPNO 0062I) of the I-80 Integrated 
Corridor Mobility (ICM) project.  The contract was awarded in April 2011 with CMIA savings of 
$570,000. 
 
The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote list. 
 
RESOLUTIONS: 
 
Be it Resolved, that $2,466,000 in Corridor Mobility Improvement Account funds (304-6055) 
originally allocated under Resolution CMIA-A-1011-006 for the Transportation Operations System 
contract (PPNO 0062I) of the I-80 Integrated Corridor Mobility (ICM) project in Alameda County, 
is hereby amended by $570,000, reducing the original CMIA capital amount to $1,896,000, in 
accordance with the attached revised vote list. 
 
 
Attachment 
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To:      CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
          CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSSION

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.9a. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Denix Anbiah 
 Chief 
 Division of Local Assistance 

 
Subject: TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO PREVIOUSLY APPROVED RESOLUTION- 
 RESOLUTION FP-11-06 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve a technical correction to Resolution FP 11-06 originally 
approved August 10, 2011. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
At its August 2011 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution FP-11-06 to allocate $349,784 for 
the Carmel Mountain Habitat Restoration Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Program 
project in San Diego County.  A technical correction is needed in the vote box to revise the applicant 
from “California Chaparral Institute” to “The Chaparral Lands Conservancy”. 
 
The required changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached documents. 

 
Attachment 
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Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Applicant 

RTPA/CTC 
Dst-County 

 
Location 

Project Description
Program 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(7) Locally Administered Environmental Enhancement and Mitigation Project Resolution FP-11-06 

1 
$349,784 

 
California Chaparral 

Institute 
The Chaparral 

Lands Conservancy 
SANDAG 

11-San Diego 

 
Carmel Mountain Habitat Restoration Project 
Restore and enhance 8 acres of sensitive vernal pool and 
chaparral habitat for the benefit of several state and federally 
listed and sensitive species impacted by a nearby Related 
Transportation Project and would fulfill federal, state and local 
conservation goals. 
 
(Contribution from other sources: $168,990.) 

 
EEM / 10-11 

$349,784 
20-34 

 

 
2010-11 

101-0183 
EEM 

20.30.207.811 

$349,784
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 M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:      CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
          CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSSION

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 
                        

 Reference No.: 2.9b. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Jane Perez 
 Division Chief 
 Mass Transportation 

 
Subject: TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO PREVIOUSLY APPROVED RESOLUTIONS- 

RESOLUTION TFP-11-03 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission approve a technical correction to Resolution TFP-11-03 originally approved  
August 10, 2011. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
A technical correction to Resolutions TFP-11-03, originally approved on August 10, 2011, to 
allocate $40,000,000 of TCRP funding to project 1.2 – BART to San Jose; extend BART from 
Warm Springs to Berryessa, is needed to correct the programming code from 20.20.710.870 to 
30.10.710.010.  There is no change to the overall total allocation. 
 
The required changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached document. 

 
Attachment 



CTC Financial Vote List August 10, 2011 
2.6  Highway Financial Matters  Technically Corrected October 26-27, 2011 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Implementing 
Agency 

District-County 

 
BREF # and Project Description 

Description of Allocation
 
 

 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code

Amount by 
Fund Type

 2.6e.(3)  Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocations Resolution TFP-11-03 

1 
$40,000,000 

 
Santa Clara Valley 

Transportation 
Authority 

04 – Santa Clara 

 
Project 1.2  – BART to San Jose; extend BART from Warm Springs to 
Berryessa. 
 
Allocate $40,000,000 for Construction. 
 
Output/Outcome:  Construct BART extension from Warm Springs (Fremont) 
to Berryessa (San Jose).  
 
This is a Tier 1 project. 

  
Chapter 91 of 
the Statutes of 

2000 
 

889-3007 
TCRF 

20.20.710.870 
30.10.710.010 

 
 
 
 

$40,000,000 
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 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO PREVIOUSLY APPROVED RESOLUTION- 
 RESOLUTION FP-11-01 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve a technical correction to Resolution FP-11-01 originally 
approved August 10, 2011. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
At its August 2011 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution FP-11-01 for 63 SHOPP projects 
totaling $1,192,533,000 plus $157,000 from local sources.  A technical correction is needed for 
project 56 to revise the project ID on the Book Item attachment.  There is no change to the Book 
Item memorandum. 
 
The required changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached documents. 

 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-11-01 

1 
$1,365,000 

 
Humboldt 

01N-Hum-36 
23.3/28.2 

 
Near Bridgeville, from 0.7 mile west of Bridgeville Post Office 
to 0.3 mile east of Little Larabe Creek Bridge.   
Outcome/Output:  Repair slipouts and slope failures at four 
locations damaged by heavy rainfall. 

01-2221 
SHOPP/10-11 

$1,510,000 
0100000340 

4 
475504

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$157,000 

 
$1,208,000 

 

2 
$729,000 

 
Humboldt 

01N-Hum-254 
22.3/40.0 

 
Near Redcrest, 1.7 miles north of South Fork Eel River Bridge 
and at 2.9 miles south of Bear Creek Bridge.   
Outcome/Output:  Repair slipout and failed drainage facilities 
damaged by heavy rainfall.   

01-2218 
SHOPP/10-11 

$785,000 
0100000336 

4 
475204

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$84,000 

 
$645,000 

  

3 
$1,662,000 

 
Humboldt 

01N-Hum-254 
5.8/5.9 

 
Near Miranda, 0.6 mile south of Post Office.   
Outcome/Output:  Reconstruct embankment, construct Tie-
Back Slope Protection wall, repair drainage system and 
dewater and fill the voids in the roadway prism at 1 location to 
repair washed out embankment cause by heavy rain.    

01-2281 
SHOPP/10-11 

$2,000,000 
0100000333 

4 
475014

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$191,000 

 
$1,471,000 

 

4 
$1,540,000 

 
Mendocino 

01N-Men-253 
7.2/8.3 

 
Near Boonville, from 4.1 to 4.3 miles east of Soda Creek 
Bridge.  Outcome/Output:  Reconstruct and stabilize slope at  
one location damaged by heavy rainfall. 

01-4474 
SHOPP/10-11 

$4,300,000 
0100000347 

4 
476204

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$177,000 

 
$1,363,000 

 

5 
$2,000,000 

 
Shasta 

02N-Sha-299 
74.8 

 
In Burney at Burney Creek Bridge #06-0062.   
Outcome/Output:  Replace one scoured bridge to maintain 
structural integrity, reduce the risk to lives and properties, and 
to comply with Bridge Inspection Report recommendation. 

02-3215B 
SHOPP/10-11 

$3,914,000 
0200000166 

4 
2C2224

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.111 

 
$40,000 

 
$1,960,000 

 

6 
$4,725,000 

 
Siskiyou 

02N-Sis-96 
0.0/77.3 

 
Near Orleans, from Salmon River Bridge to Klamath River 
Bridge at various locations.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate six 
bridges by performing preventive maintenance to provide 
smoother ride and extend the life of the structures.  

02-3428 
SHOPP/10-11 

$4,000,000 
0200000581 

4 
2E2904

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.119 

 
$94,000 

 
$4,631,000 

 

7 
$2,160,000 

 
Siskiyou 

02N-Sis-96 
R0.0/R12.0 

 
Near Somebar, from Humboldt County line to 1.2 miles east of 
Scott River Bridge.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate the existing 
drainage system at 82 locations to upgrade drainage system 
components that have reached the end of their useful lives to 
reduce maintenance costs and maintenance exposure to 
traffic. 

02-3242 
SHOPP/11-12 

$2,157,000 
0200000185 

4 
2C9504

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.151 

 
$2,160,000 

 
 

8 
$3,249,000 

 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-80 
1.7/2.5 

 
In Oakland, from 0.3 mile west to 0.5 mile east of the San 
Francisco/Oakland Bay Bridge Toll Plaza.  
Outcome/Output:  Construct 0.8 mile of bicycle/pedestrian 
facility to provide a critical connection from the new San 
Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge (SFOBB) East Span to the local 
and regional bikeway system and to comply with the Bay 
Conservation and Development Commission (BCDC) permit.

04-0063W 
SHOPP/10-11 

$5,200,000 
0400000786 

4 
292274 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$3,249,000 

 
 

9 
$18,000,000 

 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-880 
28.2/29.9 

 
In Oakland, from 0.5 mile north of High Street to 0.5 mile north 
of Fifth Avenue.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 12.0 lane 
miles of roadway to improve the ride quality, prevent further 
deterioration of the road surface, minimize the costly roadway 
repairs and extend the pavement service life. 

04-0042 
SHOPP/10-11 
$22,000,000 
0400020137 

4 
1A6824

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$18,000,000 
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10 
$479,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04N-SCl-9 

1.1/6.3 

 
In Saratoga, at various locations from Skyline Boulevard to Toll 
Gate Road.  Outcome/Output:  Stabilize and repair slope at 
four locations damaged by heavy rainfall.    

04-0385K 
SHOPP/10-11 

$996,000 
0400001014 

4 
3S6204

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.131 

 
$479,000 

 
 

11 
$985,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04N-SCl-152 

6.1/6.7 

 
Near Gilroy, at Uvas Creek.  Outcome/Output:   Reestablish 
highway planting to mitigate the damage done during the 
bridge replacement construction activity at one location.    

04-0485N 
SHOPP/10-11 

$985,000 
0400021235 

4 
448834

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.111 

 
$985,000 

 
 

12 
$185,000 

 
San Mateo 
04N-SM-1 

13.2 

 
Near Pescadero, 0.4 mile south of Pescadero Creek Road.  
Outcome/Output:  Stabilize and repair slope and install Rock 
Slope Protection at one location damaged by heavy rainfall.    

04-0045D 
SHOPP/10-11 

$289,000 
0400001206 

4 
4S0904

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.131 

 
$185,000 

 
 

13 
$472,000 

 
Sonoma 

04N-Son-101 
11.6/11.8 

 
Near Cotati, at Sierra Avenue.  Outcome/Output:  Remove 
slide material, stabilize failed slope, reconstruct embankment 
and place erosion control and Rock Slope Protection at one 
location damaged by heavy rainfall.    

04-0116P 
SHOPP/10-11 

$600,000 
0400001254 

4 
4S6404

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.131 

 
$472,000 

 
 

14 
$1,854,000 

 
Sonoma 

04N-Son-101 
52.1/52.5 

 
Near Cloverdale, at East 1st Street.  Outcome/Output:  Remove 
slide material, construct tieback wall, install drainage system, 
and reconstruct the highway at one location damaged by 
severe storm. 
 
    

04-0303J 
SHOPP/10-11 

$3,100,000 
0400001255 

4 
4S6504

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$1,854,000 

 
 

15 
$640,000 

 
Santa Barbara 
05N-SB-101 

26.5/27.1 

 
In Goleta, at Cathedral Oaks Overcrossing Bridge #51-0331, 
and at Cathedral Oaks Overhead Bridge #51-C0344.  
Outcome/Output:  Construct replacement planting at two 
structures. 
 
(Funding from  local sources $157,000) 
 
(Combined with PPNO 1840Z under EA 0M14V4) 

05-1840Y 
SHOPP/11-12 

$640,000 
0500000804 

4 
0M14V4 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.310 

 
$640,000 

 
 

16 
$100,000 

 
Santa Barbara 
05N-SB-101 

26.5/27.1 

 
In Goleta, at Cathedral Oaks Overcrossing Bridge #51-0331 
and Cathedral Oaks Overhead Bridge #51-C0344.  
Outcome/Output:  Construct replacement planting at two 
structures. 
 
(Combined with PPNO 05-1840Y under EA 0M14V4)

05-1840Z 
SHOPP/11-12 

$100,000 
0500000804 

4 
0M14V4

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.113 

 
$100,000 

 
 

17 
$450,000 

 
Los Angeles 

07S-LA-1 
18.0/39.3 

 
From Torrance to Malibu from Camino De Las Colinas Road to 
Sunset Boulevard.  Outcome/Output:  Construct Americans 
with Disabilities Act (ADA) curb ramps at 13 locations to 
upgrade curb ramps to comply with ADA standards.     

07-4200 
SHOPP/10-11 

$1,650,000 
0700000536 

4 
277804

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.361 

 
$450,000 

 
 

18 
$2,000,000 

 
Los Angeles 
07S-LA-110 
R1.2/31.0 

 
In and near the city of Los Angeles, from Channel Street to 
Fremont Avenue.   Outcome/Output: Repair bridge decks, 
replace seal joints and repair rails on 34 bridges to extend the 
service life of the structures. 
 

07-4268 
SHOPP/10-11 

$2,162,000 
0700020026 

4 
4Y2404

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.119 

 
$2,000,000 
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19 
$2,033,000 

 
Los Angeles 
07S-LA-605 
R3.4/25.8 

 
In and near Pico Rivera, from 195th Street to Route 210.   
Outcome/Output:  Repair bridge decks and replace joint seals 
on 22 bridges to extend the service life of the structures 

07-4270 
SHOPP/10-11 

$1,708,000 
0700020194 

4 
4Y1804

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.119 

 
$2,033,000 

 
 

20 
$190,222,000 

 
Los Angeles 
07S-LA-710 

17.2/26.4 

 
From South Gate to Monterey Park from Los Angeles River 
Bridge to Ramona Boulevard.  Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 
37 lane miles of roadway to improve safety and ride quality. 
Project will replace ramp pavement, widen inside and outside 
shoulders and nine bridges to standard widths, and replace 
existing median barrier with concrete barrier.  Construct 
maintenance pullouts to reduce worker traffic exposure. 

07-4137 
SHOPP/10-11 
$217,000,000 
0700020869 

4 
202114 

 
2011-12  

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$190,222,000 

 
 

21 
$313,000 

 
Ventura 

07S-Ven-33 
7.8/8.0 

 
Near Oak View, at San Antonio Creek.  Outcome/Output: 
Rebuild the slope, roadway and drainage system to correct 
pre-existing condition as required mitigation at one location. 
(FCO) 

07-4267 
SHOPP/10-11 

$313,000 
0700001845 

4 
2X6104

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$36,000 

 
$277,000 

 

22 
$1,826,000 

 
Riverside 

08S-Riv-10 
R24.0/24.3 

 
Near Cabazon at East Channel Stubby Wash Bridge (#56-
0168L).  Outcome/Output:  Widen and rehabilitate two 
bridges to extend the service life of the structures.  

08-0010A 
SHOPP/10-11 

$2,654,000 
0800000082 

4 
0E4104

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.110 

 
$37,000 

 
$1,789,000 

 

23 
$108,745,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08S-SBd-15 
3.8/12.8 

 
In Rancho Cucamonga, Fontana and Rialto from 7th Street to 
Sierra Avenue.   Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 41 lane miles 
of pavement, replace barriers on five bridges, remove and 
replace approach and departure slabs on 11 bridges and seal 
decks on three bridges to improve safety and ride quality.  

08-0167K 
SHOPP/10-11 
$110,000,000 
0800020049 

4 
472224

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$2,175,000 

 
$106,570,000 

 

24 
$9,765,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08S-SBd-15 
70.6/74.9 

 
In and near Barstow, from Route 58 to Main Street.   
Outcome/Output:  Resurface pavement on 21.2 lane miles 
to improve safety and ride quality. 

08-0175R 
SHOPP/11-12 
$17,995,000 
0800000333 

4 
0K1504

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$195,000 

 
$9,570,000 

 

25 
$100,000 

 
San Bernardino 

08S-SBd-18 
66.6/67.2 

 
Near Lucerne Valley, at Cushenbury Creek Bridge.   
Outcome/Output:  Landscape mitigation covering one acre 
area at one bridge replacement project site.  Project will 
maintain existing plants for four years to facilitate plant 
establishment. 

08-0188Y 
SHOPP/11-12 

$100,000 
0800020098 

4 
394714

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.111 

 
$100,000 

 
 

26 
$1,271,000 

 
Merced 

10N-Mer-5 
23.1/24.0 

 
Near Santa Nella at the Santa Nella Weigh Station Facilities.   
Outcome/Output:  Restore two structures, improve lighting and 
replace guardrail to improve safety for vehicle traffic.    

10-0246 
SHOPP/10-11 

$1,723,000 
1000000233 

4 
0S1904

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.321 

 
$1,271,000 

 
 

27 
$24,991,000 

 
Merced 

10N-Mer-99 
13.8/14.4 

 
In the city of Merced, at Merced Overhead and 15th Street 
Undercrossing.   Outcome/Output:  Widen 15th Street 
Undercrossing and replace East Merced Overhead to restore 
structure’s integrity.    

10-5415 
SHOPP/10-11 
$40,066,000 
100000441 

4 
481004

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.110 

 
$24,991,000 

 
 



CTC Financial Vote List August 10-11, 2011 
2.5 Highways Financial Matters                                                            Technically Corrected (Project 56) October 26-27, 2011  
 

  Page 4 of 8 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-11-01 

28 
$5,978,000 

 
Orange 

12S-Ora-5 
5.6 

 
Near Dana Point and San Clemente from south of Camino De 
Estrella Road to south of Via California Road.   
Outcome/Output:  Construct an auxiliary lane between two 
interchanges and widen overcrossing structure to alleviate 
traffic delay. 

12-2587 
SHOPP/11-12 

$5,978,000 
1200000110 

4 
0F0604

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.310 

 
$5,978,000 

 
 

 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-11-01 

29 
$9,500,000 

 
Humboldt 

01N-Hum-36 
1.7/13.5 

 
Near Carlotta, from 1.7 miles east of Route 36/101 Junction to 
Van Duzen River Bridge; also near Bridgeville, from Van 
Duzen River Bridge to 1.7 miles east of Little Larabee Creek 
Bridge.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 37.2 lane miles of 
roadway to improve the ride quality, prevent further 
deterioration of the traveling surface, minimize costly roadway 
repairs and extend the pavement service life.

01-0018 
SHOPP/10-11 
$13,300,000 
0100020272 

4 
399104 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$190,000 

 
$9,310,000 

30 
$1,650,000 

 
Mendocino 
01N-Men-1 
38.5/38.8 

 
Near Elk, from 1.7 to 1.4 miles south of Navarro River Bridge.  
Outcome/Output:  Repair and realign roadway and 
reconstruct drainage facilities damaged by heavy rainfall. 

01-4458 
SHOPP/10-11 

$3,400,000 
0100000330 

4 
474804 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$189,000 

 
$1,461,000 

31 
$22,000,000 

 
Siskiyou 

02N-Sis-5 
19.0/25.3 

 
Near Weed, from 0.1 mile south of Route 5/97 Separation to 
0.1 North Edgewood Overhead.  Outcome/Output:  
Rehabilitate 25.2 lane miles of roadway to improve the ride 
quality, prevent further deterioration of the road surface, 
minimize the costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement 
service life.   

02-3443 
SHOPP/10-11 
$20,000,000 
0200020161 

3E7504 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$440,000 

 
$21,560,000 

32 
$52,000,000 

 
Siskiyou 

02N-Sis-5 
R50.9/R58.2 

 
Near Yreka, from 0.3 mile south of Shasta River Bridge to 0.1 
mile south of Klamath River Road Undercrossing.  
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 28.0 lane miles of roadway to 
improve the ride quality, prevent further deterioration of the 
road surface, minimize the costly roadway repairs and extend 
the pavement service life. 

02-3444 
SHOPP/10-11 
$60,000,000 
0200020162 

4 
3E7604 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$1,040,000 

 
$50,960,000 

33 
$41,999,000 

 
Tehama 

02N-Teh-5 
27.1/42.1 

 
In Tehama and Shasta Counties in and near Red Bluff, from 
south of Adobe Road to the Gas Point Road Overcrossing.  
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 40.9 lane miles of roadway to 
improve the ride quality, prevent further deterioration of the 
road surface, minimize the costly roadway repairs and extend 
the pavement service life. 

02-3442 
SHOPP/10-11 
$35,000,000 
0200020181 

4 
3E8104 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$840,000 

 
$41,159,000 

34 
$1,200,000 

 
El Dorado 
03N-ED-50 

Various 

 
In Nevada, Butte, Sutter, El Dorado, and Placer Counties at 
various locations.  Outcome/Output:   Upgrade metal beam 
guardrail end treatments to comply with the National 
Cooperative Highway Research Program Report 350 
standards.  

03-3988 
SHOPP/10-11 

$4,000,000 
0300020244 

4 
0F2104 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.015 

 
$24,000 

 
$1,176,000 

35 
$8,800,000 

 
Colusa 

03N-Col-20 
10.2/23.8 

 
Near Williams, from 10 miles west of Williams to 1.5 miles 
east of Route 5.  Outcome/Output:   Rehabilitate 26.2 lane 
miles of roadway to improve the ride quality, prevent further 
deterioration of the traveling surface, minimize costly roadway 
repairs and extend the pavement service life.  

03-2944 
SHOPP/10-11 
$11,000,000 
0300020126 

4 
1F7504 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$176,000 

 
$8,624,000 
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36 
$11,500,000 

 
El Dorado 
03N-ED-50 

4.1/16.5 

 
Near El Dorado Hills, from 0.3 mile east of Bass Lake Road to 
Route 49 Junction in Placerville.   
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 49.2 lane miles of roadway to 
improve the ride quality, prevent further deterioration of the 
traveling surface, minimize costly roadway repairs and extend 
the pavement service life. 

03-3299 
SHOPP/10-11 
$17,000,000 
0300020443 

4 
2F0204 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$230,000 

 
$11,270,000 

37 
$8,200,000 

 
Placer 

03N-Pla-80 
5.1/14.5 

 
Near Rocklin, from 1 mile east of Route 65 Junction to 0.2 
mile east of Route 193 Junction.  Outcome/Output:  
Rehabilitate 56.4 lane miles of roadway to improve the ride 
quality, prevent further deterioration of the traveling surface, 
minimize costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement 
service life. 

03-6229 
SHOPP/10-11 
$17,000,000 
0300020444 

4 
2F0304 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$164,000 

 
$8,036,000 

38 
$7,000,000 

 
Sacramento 
03N-Sac-80 

12.5/18.0 

 
Near Sacramento, from Madison Avenue Overcrossing to 
Placer County Line; also on Route 244 from Route 80 to 
Auburn Boulevard.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 61.2 lane 
miles of roadway to improve the ride quality, prevent further 
deterioration of the traveling surface, minimize costly roadway 
repairs and extend the pavement service life. 

03-6702 
SHOPP/10-11 

$7,500,000 
0300020451 

4 
2F0404 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$140,000 

 
$6,860,000 

39 
$18,800,000 

 
Sierra 

03S-Sie-49 
16.9/41.4 

 
In and near Downieville, from 0.3 mile south of Downie River 
Bridge to 0.2 mile north of Yuba Pass camp ground.  
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 25.2 lane miles of roadway to 
improve the ride quality, prevent further deterioration of the 
road surface, minimize the costly roadway repairs and extend 
the pavement service life. 

03-7783 
SHOPP/10-11 
$16,250,000 
0300020118 

4 
0A6904 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$376,000 

 
$18,424,000 

40 
$13,734,000 

 
Yolo 

03N-Yol-05 
0.3/R14.0 

 
Near Sacramento, from Sacramento River Bridge to 0.2 mile 
north of Adams Creek Bridge.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 
49.0 lane miles of roadway to improve the ride quality, 
prevent further deterioration of the traveling surface, minimize 
costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement service life. 

03-8565 
SHOPP/10-11 
$16,000,000 
0300020442 

4 
2F0104 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$275,000 

 
$13,459,000 

41 
$7,500,000 

 
Yolo 

03N-Yol-113 
0.0/R11.2 

 
From Davis to Woodland.  Outcome/Output:   Rehabilitate 
45.0 lane miles of roadway to improve the ride quality, 
prevent further deterioration of the traveling surface, minimize 
costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement service life.  

03-9151 
SHOPP/10-11 

$7,500,000 
0300020452 

4 
2F0504 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$150,000 

 
$7,350,000 

42 
$41,500,000 

 
Yuba 

03N-Yub-70 
14.1/15.4 

 
In Marysville, from First Street Undercrossing to east of 
Binney Junction; also on Route 20 from Feather River Bridge 
to 0.1 mile east of Levee Road.  Outcome/Output:  
Rehabilitate 17.0 lane miles of roadway to improve the ride 
quality, prevent further deterioration of the road surface, 
minimize the costly roadway repairs and extend the pavement 
service life. 

03-9578 
SHOPP/10-11 
$35,000,000 
0300020139 

4 
0A5804 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$830,000 

 
$40,670,000 

43 
$24,413,000 

 
Marin 

04N-Mrn-101 
0.0/8.5 

 
In and near Sausalito, Corte Madera and Larkspur from the 
Golden Gate Bridge to Corte Madera Creek.  
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 45.0 lane miles of roadway to 
improve the ride quality, prevent further deterioration of the 
traveling surface, minimize costly roadway repairs and extend 
the pavement service life. 

04-0342B 
SHOPP/10-11 
$24,413,000 
0400020590 

4 
0C7404 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$24,413,000 

 
 

44 
$12,010,000 

 
Santa Clara 
04N-SCl-85 
R18.0/R24.1 

 
In Sunnyvale and Mountain View, from 0.3 mile north of 
Stevens Creek Boulevard Overcrossing to Route 85/101 
Separation.  Outcome/Output:   Rehabilitate 33.0 lane miles 
of roadway to improve the ride quality, prevent further 
deterioration of the traveling surface, minimize costly roadway 
repairs and extend the pavement service life. 

04-0433B 
SHOPP/10-11 
$16,000,000 
0400000192 

4 
0C8804 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$12,010,000 
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45 
$1,350,000 

 
Sonoma 

04N-Son-101 
25.1/27.8 

 
Near Santa Rosa, at River Road intersection; also at Shiloh 
Road intersection (PM 28.0).  Outcome/Output:  Reconstruct 
two intersections and install signals to bring pedestrian 
facilities to ADA standards and improve safety at the 
intersections. 

04-0303M 
SHOPP/10-11 

$1,500,000 
0400020160 

4 
1G5704 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.310 

 
$1,350,000 

 
 

46 
$3,478,000 

 
Monterey 

05N-Mon-68 
R3.9/R10.9 

 
Near the city of Monterey, from Route 1 to 0.3 mile west of 
Laureless Grade.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 13.7 lane 
miles of roadway to improve the ride quality and prevent 
further deterioration of the road surface. 

05-1972 
SHOPP/10-11 

$7,997,000 
0500000278 

4 
0P9704 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$3,478,000 

 
 

47 
$16,944,000 

 
Santa Cruz 
05N-SCr-1 
R0.0/10.2 

 
Near the city of Santa Cruz, from Pajaro River Bridge to North 
Aptos Underpass.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 39 lane 
miles of roadway to improve the ride quality and prevent 
further deterioration of the road surface. 

05-0075 
SHOPP/10-11 
$24,760,000 
0500020234 

4 
0M7504 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$16,944,000 

 
 

48 
$88,179,000 

 
Kern 

06S-Ker-99 
R28.4/R43.9 

 
Near Bakersfield, between Beardsley Canal Bridge and Route 
46.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 62 lane miles of existing 
Portland Cement concrete pavement to improve safety and 
ride quality. 

06-6506 
SHOPP/10-11 
$80,000,000 
0600020132 

4 
0L6404 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$88,179,000 

 
 

49 
$10,500,000 

 
Tulare 

06S-Tul-99 
19.8/25.0 

 
Near the city of Tulare, from Avenue 152 to Elk Bayou Bridge.   
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 10.4 lane miles of pavement to 
improve safety and ride quality. 

06-6377 
SHOPP/10-11 
$10,500,000 
0600020126 

4 
0E0704 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$10,500,000 

 
 

50 
$508,000 

 
Tulare 

06S-Tul-198 
L5711 

 
In Lemon Cove, at the Lemon Cove Maintenance Station.  
Outcome/Output:  Excavate contaminated soil at one location 
to improve ground water quality and comply with local 
regulations. 

06-6278 
SHOPP/11-12 

$700,000 
0600000084 

4 
0F8004 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

20.20.201.330 

 
$508,000 

 
  

51 
$130,000,000 

 
Los Angeles 

07S-LA-5 
R73.7/R88.6 

 
In and near Gorman, from Vista Del Lago to the Kern County 
Line.   Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 127 lane miles of road 
way to improve safety and ride quality.  Project will replace 
pavement on outside shoulders, grind and overlay median 
shoulders and ramps, place concrete termini on seven ramps, 
install ADA curbs, replace bridge approach and departure 
slabs, and replace dike. 

07-3730 
SHOPP/10-11 
$130,000,000 
0700000455 

4 
252804 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$130,000,000 

 
 

52 
$46,000,000 

 
Los Angeles 
07S-LA-14 

R32.1/R52.6 

 
In and near Santa Clarita, from north of the Santa Clara 
River Bridge to north of Sierra Highway.   
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 120 lane miles of pavement 
to improve safety and ride quality.  Project will replace 
damaged roadway slabs, place dowel bars between new 
and old slabs, replace approach and departure slabs at 
structures, grind and overlay auxiliary lane, place concrete 
termini at eight ramps, replace guardrail, grind and groove 
pavement, and seal joints and cracks. 

07-3708 
SHOPP/10-11 
$46,000,000 
0700020848 

4 
251604 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$5,276,000 

 
$40,724,000 

 
 

53 
$13,000,000 

 
Los Angeles 
07S-LA-14 

R52.6/R59.2 

 
In and near Palmdale, from north of Sierra Highway to 
Rayburn Road.   Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 37 lane 
miles of pavement to improve safety and ride quality. 

07-3756 
SHOPP/10-11 
$19,320,000 
0700000464 

4 
254904 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$13,000,000 
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54 
$100,718,000 

 
Los Angeles 
07S-LA-60 
11.6/23.6 

 
From the cities of Industry to Diamond Bar from Route 605 
to Route 57.   Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 48 lane miles 
of pavement to improve safety and ride quality.  Project 
will replace damaged roadway slabs, grind roadway for 
smooth profile, replace approach and departure slabs and 
joint seals at 11 structures, and replace striping, markings 
and markers. 

07-4388 
SHOPP/10-11 
$110,000,000 
0700020897 

4 
286904 

 
2011-12 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$100,718,000 

 
 

55 
$500,000 

 
Ventura 

07S-Ven-126 
4.8/5.2 

 
In Camarillo, at Wells Road off ramp.    
Outcome/Output:  Rebuild the slope and place rock slope 
protection at one location to minimize erosion. 

07-4360 
SHOPP/10-11 

$850,000 
0700020825 

4 
4S9804 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$57,000 

 
$443,000 

 
 

56 
$753,000 

 
Ventura 

07S-Ven-150 
20.5/31.5 

 
Near Santa Paula, at Reeves Road and at Rafferty Ranch  
Road.   Outcome/Output:  Restore 8.5 acres of riparian and 
upland habitat as required on and off site mitigation for 
environmental impacts on previous emergency projects at two 
locations. (FCO) 

07-4030 
SHOPP/10-11 

$753,000 
1000000282 
0700000282 

4 
1X5704

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.131 

 
$86,000 

 
$667,000 

 
 

57 
$3,200,000 

 
San Joaquin 
10N-SJ-88 

5.2/12.2 

 
Near Lodi, from Comstock Road to Route 12.   
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 14 miles of pavement to 
improve safety and ride quality. 

10-0152 
SHOPP/10-11 

$3,693,000 
1000020212 

4 
0P6004 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$64,000 

 
$3,136,000 

 
 

58 
$2,504,000 

 
San Joaquin 
10N-SJ-99 
29.0/30.7 

 
In Lodi, from 0.5 mile north of Harney Lane to East Pine 
Street.   Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 4.5 lane miles of 
pavement to improve safety and ride quality. 

10-0294 
SHOPP/10-11 

$2,504,000 
1000020425 

4 
0V8704 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$50,000 

 
$2,454,000 

 
 

59 
$1,031,000 

 
San Joaquin 
10N-SJ-132 

3.9/4.5 

 
Near Modesto, from 0.5 mile west of Route 5 to 0.2 mile east 
of Koster Road.   Outcome/Output:  Construct left turn lane at 
intersection to reduce the number and severity of collisions. 

10-0241 
SHOPP/10-11 

$1,225,000 
1000000262 

4 
0S7904 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.015 

 
$21,000 

 
$1,010,000 

 
 

60 
$72,611,000 

 
Stanislaus 
10N-Sta-99 
R0.0/R24.8 

 
In and near Modesto, from the San Joaquin County Line to 
the Merced County Line.   Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 148 
lane miles of roadway to improve the ride quality and prevent 
further deterioration of the road surface. 

10-0283 
SHOPP/10-11 
$91,400,000 
1000020344 

4 
0M8004 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.120 

 
$1,452,000 

 
$71,159,000 

 
 

61 
$7,130,000 

 
Orange 

12S-Ora-74 
0.0/1.1 

 
In San Juan Capistrano, from Route 5 to Calle Entradero 
Drive; also at PM 3.0/13.3 from west of Antonio Parkway to 
west of Hot Springs Canyon Road.  Outcome/Output:  
Rehabilitate 24.6 lane miles of pavement to improve safety 
and ride quality. 

12-4097A 
SHOPP/10-11 

$9,783,000 
1200020044 

4 
0J4304 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$143,000 

 
$6,987,000 

62 
$21,457,000 

 
Orange 

12S-Ora-91 
0.0/10.1 

 
In the cities of La Palma, Buena Park, Anaheim and 
Fullerton, from the Los Angeles County Line to Lakeview 
Avenue.  Outcome/Output:  Resurface mainline and ramps 
on 128 lane miles of pavement to improve safety and ride 
quality.  Project will replace damaged slabs, grind 
pavement, overlay existing asphalt pavement and ramps, 
and install concrete termini at ramps. 
 

12-4506B 
SHOPP/10-11 
$28,653,000 
1200020045 

4 
0H0294 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$429,000 

 
$21,028,000 
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63 
$3,025,000 

 
Orange 

12S-Ora-142 
2.5/6.3 

 
In and near Brea, from Brea Hills Ave to the San 
Bernardino County Line.   Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 
7.6 lane miles of pavement to improve safety and ride 
quality. 

12-5363A 
SHOPP/10-11 

$4,000,000 
1200020064 

4 
0H0304 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.121 

 
$60,000 

 
$2,965,000 

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:       CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
           CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 
                        

 Reference No.: 2.9d. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: TECHNICAL CORRECTION TO PREVIOUSLY APPROVED RESOLUTION - 
            RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-02 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission approve a technical correction to Resolution TCIF-P-1112-02 originally approved 
August 10, 2011. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
A technical correction to TCIF Project Baseline Amendment Resolution TCIF-P-1112-02, originally 
approved on August 10, 2011, is needed to correct the sentence on Page 2, under Schedule Change, 
to change the statement from “End Right of Way” to “End Design.” 
 
The required changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached documents. 
 
Attachment 
 
 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: August 10-11, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(5b) 
 Technically corrected October 26-27, 2011 
                     Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti  
 Division Chief 

Transportation Programming 
Subject: TCIF PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT  

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-02 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) amend the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) baseline 
agreement for Project 72-Civic Center Drive at Harbor Drive and Interstate 5 (I-5) At-Grade 
Improvements project (PPNO TC72) in San Diego County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Department and the San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG) propose to amend the 
TCIF baseline agreement for Project 72-Civic Center Drive at Harbor Drive and Interstate 5 At-
Grade Improvement project (PPNO TC72) in San Diego County to revise the project scope, cost and 
schedule. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Civic Center Drive at Harbor Drive and Interstate 5 At-Grade Improvement project is 
programmed in the TCIF for $1,150,000.  The cities of San Diego and National City have grown 
around the marine terminals and navy operations and their associated truck travel.  Despite these 
demands and the 10-15 percent growth rate in cargo handled by the port, the supporting roadway 
facilities have not expanded and levels of service are degrading.  The purpose of this project is to 
provide direct, more efficient truck access to I-5.   
 
Scope Change 
 
The scope of this project has decreased as a result of removing the proposed additional left turn 
pocket from southbound Harbor to eastbound (EB) Civic Center Drive and reducing the length of the 
left turn lane to northbound (NB) I-5 by approximately 150 feet from that which was originally 
proposed.  In the original proposal, the left turn lane extended across the rail tracks from EB Civic 
Center Drive to I-5 NB onramp.  The reduced length eliminates the need to widen Civic Center 
Drive along the railroad.  
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Cost Change 
 
The increase in Environmental (PA&ED) and Design (PS&E) costs resulted from the evaluation of 
additional design variations.  These design modifications resulted from the new traffic analysis that 
indicated the project’s need and purpose could be met at a significantly lower capital cost. The 
additional time to study these variations resulted in the increased support costs, but implementation 
of these changes resulted in decreased Right of Way capital and construction capital costs resulting 
in a net decrease to the overall cost of the project. 
 
Schedule Change 
 
The schedule for End Right of Way End Design phase has been revised from December 2011 to 
February 2012. 
 
                        
RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-02 
 
Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade 
Corridor Improvement Fund baseline agreement for Project 72-Civic Center Drive at Harbor Drive 
and Interstate 5 At-Grade Improvement project (PPNO TC72) in San Diego County, in accordance 
with the information described above and illustrated in the following table. 
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REVISE: 
 

216 6 1,898 531
46

Proposed 2,982 100 768 2,114   300 31
431

180 302,130 100
120 1 

 650
 (644) (232)Change (278) 0 (92) (186)  

Total
Existing 3,260 100 860 2,300   170

20   
0

Proposed 20 20  0   0  
(910)Change (910) 0 (910)

20

46
Demo                                    
Existing 930 20 910

918 511 6

910

300 31
46

Proposed 1,812 80 768 964   
120 1Change 632 0 (92) 724 (644)

240 80650
678 431

180 30
Local Funds                             
Existing 1,180 80 860 240

   170   980  1,150  
0

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

00

14/15 PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 
com

 

ponent)

FUND TOTAL
13/1412/1311/1210/11

Location

Prior

   

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W

AB 3090
AB 3090

2011-12

PA&ED
State Bond                              
Existing 1,150 170980

Description:

San Diego Association of Governments
Civic Center Drive at Harbor Drive and I-5 At-Grade Improvements
At Civic Center Drive, Harbor Drive, and I-5.                  
Connection with Harbor Drive and Tidelands Avenue, add northbound lane on Wilson Avenue, widen Northbound I-5 
ramp, lengthen left-turn pocket, add left-turn pockets, and signals.                 

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

Change
Proposed

0
1,150

TC72 29760_
PA&ED
R/W

Caltrans
Caltrans

11
Route/Corridor

1,150

R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back
COSan Diego

PM Ahead

Caltrans
CaltransAB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

  



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(1c) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti  
 Division Chief 

Transportation Programming 
 
Subject: CMIA PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT 
 RESOLUTION CMIA-PA-1112-015 AMENDING RESOLUTION CMIA-PA-0708-014 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 
(CMIA) baseline agreement for the High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes - El Dorado Hills 
Boulevard to Bass Lake project, in El Dorado County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Department and the El Dorado County Transportation Commission propose to amend the CMIA 
baseline for the HOV Lanes El Dorado Hills Boulevard to Bass Lake project - Phase 1 (PPNO 
3283A) to add the scope of the US 50 HOV Lanes - Bass Lake to Cambridge Road Interchange 
project -Phase 2A, Segment 1 (PPNO 3283B), and update the funding plan and delivery schedule.  
In addition, this combined project will now use the title, “US 50 HOV Lanes - El Dorado County,” 
which reflects the original project and added scope.  The Commission, at the June 2011 meeting, 
approved funding for the additional scope under Resolution CMIA-P-1011-07. 
 
BACKGROUND: 

 
In June 2007, the Commission programmed $20,000,000 in CMIA funds to the HOV Lanes - El 
Dorado Hills Boulevard to Bass Lake project - Phase 1 (PPNO 3283A); construction of HOV lanes 
from post mile (PM) 0.0 to 2.9 westbound and PM 0.0 to 4.4 eastbound.  This segment included 
$22,700,000 in local funds.   
 
At the June 2011 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution CMIA-P-1011-07, which added an 
additional $9,500,000 in CMIA funding for added scope under the US 50 HOV Lanes Bass Lake to 
Cambridge Road project - Phase 2A, Segment 1 (PPNO 3283B).  This segment includes $2,500,000 
in local funds and will extend the existing HOV lanes westbound from PM 2.9 to 5.2 and eastbound 
from PM 4.4 to 5.2.   
 
The funding plan and the delivery schedule for the combined project and the two separate phases as 
outlined above are illustrated in the following tables.    
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US 50 HOV Lanes project - El Dorado County (Combined) 
 
The revised combined baseline schedule is as follows: 
 

Milestone Phase 1 Phase 2A Seg.1 
Begin Environmental (PA&ED) 12/30/99 No change 
Circulate Draft Environmental Document completed No change 
Draft Project Report completed No change 
End Environmental Phase (PA&ED) 06/01/02 No change 
Begin Design (PS&E) 03/01/07 No change 
End Design Phase  05/01/08 06/01/11 
Begin Right of Way  06/01/07 No change 
End Right of Way 05/01/08 12/01/11 
Begin Construction Phase 12/01/08 03/01/12 
End Construction Phase 06/01/10 10/01/13 
Begin Closeout Phase 08/01/10 10/01/13 
End Closeout Phase 08/01/11 10/01/14 
   
 
The revised combined baseline funding plan is as follows: 
 

3,560 160 49,808  
0

Proposed 58,228 46,168  12,060   4,600 100
 

3,000 10037,808  
1,600 0 

 100
 60 12,000Change 13,660 1,600  12,060  

Total
Existing 44,568 44,568  0   3,560

 4,600
0 0

100 1,352
1,600

Proposed 20,734 18,174  2,560  160 14,522  
60 2,500Change 4,160 1,600 2,560

3,000

2,208
Local Funds                             
Existing 16,574 16,574 100 1,3520

5,786    

100 12,022

  
0

Proposed 7,994 7,994     

2,208
Change 0 0

5,786
0

CMAQ                                    
Existing 7,994 7,994

       29,50020,000  9,500  
0 9,500 9,500

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
13/1412/1311/1210/11Prior

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

2011-12 4.4          
2.9

5.2   EB      
5.2   WB  

50                 
Phase 2A seg.1

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W14/15 PA&ED PS&E
R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

State Bond                              
Existing 20,000 20,000

Location
Description:

El Dorado Local Transportation Commission
US 50 HOV Lanes - El Dorado County
In El Dorado County, on Route 50 from El Dorado Hills Boulevard  to Cambridge Road Interchange.                                 
Construct HOV lanes.                                                       

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

Change
Proposed

9,500
29,500

3283B 3A712

PA&ED
R/W

Caltrans
El Dorado County

COEl Dorado 3

Route/ Phase

0 20,000

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back
El Dorado 3

PM Ahead

El Dorado County
El Dorado CountyAB 3090

AB 3090
AB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

50                 
Phase 1

3283A 3A711 CO 2008-09      0            
0

4.4   EB      
2.9   WB  

 
  



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.1c.(1c) 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION October 26-27, 2011 

 Page 3 of 4 
 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

HOV Lanes Eldorado Hills Boulevard to Bass Lake project- Phase 1 (PPNO 3238A) 
 
The funding plan for Phase 1 is as follows: 
 

El Dorado Local Transportation Commission

3,560 100 37,808  
0

Proposed 44,568 44,568     3,000 100
 

3,000 10037,808  
0 0 

 100
 0 0Change 0 0    

Total
Existing 44,568 44,568     3,560

 3,000
0 0

100 1,352
0

Proposed 16,574 16,574    100 12,022  
0 0Change 0 0

3,000

2,208
Local Funds                             
Existing 16,574 16,574 100 1,352

5,786    

100 12,022

  
0

Proposed 7,994 7,994     

2,208
Change 0 0

5,786
0

CMAQ                                    
Existing 7,994 7,994

       20,00020,000    
0 0

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
13/1412/1311/1210/11Prior

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

4.4   EB      
2.9   WB  

50                 
Phase 1

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W14/15 PA&ED PS&E
R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

State Bond                              
Existing 20,000 20,000

Description:

El Dorado Local Transportation Commission
HOV Lanes - El Dorado Hills Blvd to Bass Lake
In El Dorado Hills, on Route 50 from El Dorado Hills Boulevard to west of Bass Lake Road Interchange.                           
Construct HOV lanes .                                                       

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

Change
Proposed

0
20,000

3283A 3A711 

PA&ED
R/W

Caltrans

Location

Const. Year PM Back

El Dorado Local Transportation Commission
El Dorado Local Transportation Commission

COEl Dorado 3
Route/Corridor

2008-09      0            
0

PM Ahead

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

20,000

County District PPNO EA Element
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US 50 HOV Lanes Bass Lake to Cambridge Road project - Phase 2A Seg. 1 (PPNO 3238B) 
 
The funding plan for Phase 2A segment 1 is as follows: 
 

   60 12,000  1,600

 
  

Proposed 13,660 1,600  12,060   
Change 0 0  0    

60 12,000  1,600
0 0  0

Total
Existing 13,660 1,600  12,060     

1,600  Proposed 4,160 1,600  2,560     60
00

2,500  
0Change 0 0 0

Local Funds                             
Existing 4,160 1,600 2,560 60

  

2,500 1,600

     9,500  9,500  
0

Prior

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

0

14/15 PA&ED PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
13/1412/1311/1210/11

4.4          
2.9

5.2   EB      
5.2   WB  

50                 
Phase 2A seg.1

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W
State Bond                              
Existing 9,500

Location
Description:

El Dorado Local Transportation Commission
US 50 HOV Lanes  Phase 2A Seg 1 - Bass Lake to Cambridge Road 
El Dorado County on Rte. 50 from Bass Lake Road to Cambridge Road Interchange.                                                            
Construct HOV lanes.                                                                                                                                                        

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

Change
Proposed

0
9,500

3283B 3A712

PA&ED
R/W

Caltrans
El Dorado County

3
Route/Corridor

9,500

R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

9,500

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back
COEl Dorado

PM Ahead

El Dorado County
El Dorado CountyAB 3090

AB 3090
AB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

2011-12

 
RESOLUTION CMIA-PA-1112-015, AMENDING RESOLUTION CMIA-PA-0708-014 
 
Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Corridor 
Mobility Improvement Account baseline agreement for the  US 50 HOV lanes El Dorado County 
project - Phase 1 (PPNO 3283A) and Phase 2A (PPNO 3283B) with the information described 
above.  
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(5a) 
 Action Item 
 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Sharon Scherzinger 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Planning 

 
Subject:   TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT  
 RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-10 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) 
Project Baseline Agreement for Project 14, Sacramento River Deep Water Channel (PPNO 3195).  
The Northern California Consensus Group concurs with this amendment and the requested changes.  
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Port of West Sacramento proposes to amend the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for Project 
14, Sacramento River Deep Water Channel to update the project delivery schedule, cost and funding 
plan.   
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Sacramento River Deep Water Channel project will enable ships of greater tonnage to transport 
freight from the San Francisco Bay area to the Sacramento regions, thereby reducing the number of 
freight trucks on the I-80 corridor.  The existing depth of 30 feet is inadequate for the current fleet of 
today’s cargo ships.  By dredging an additional five feet for a total of 35 feet, the Port of West 
Sacramento estimates that their current volume of cargo will increase by 40 percent to 1.4 million 
metric tons, provide jobs and reduce truck transportation and air emissions.  Approximately 
6.4 million cubic yards of the dredged material will be used for Delta flood levees, to help prevent 
the loss of land and to protect property and drinking water.  
 
The project was adopted in the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008.  The Baseline 
Agreement was executed between the Port of Sacramento (now known as the Port of West 
Sacramento), the Department, and the Commission; and approved by the Commission on 
August 28, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-01B.   

  



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.1c.(5a) 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION October 26-27, 2011 

 Page 2 of 3 
 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

This amendment will update the project schedule and cost.  Currently, the project is in the 
Environmental component and is one year and two months behind schedule.  The United States 
Army Corps of Engineer (Corps) is leading the environmental component delivery.  The Corps 
originally anticipated the release of the Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement/Report 
(SEIS/R) in December 2009, and certification by the local agency in July 2010.  Due to funding cuts 
at the federal level, the SEIS/R took longer than originally anticipated and was not released until 
February 2011.  The SEIS/R was deemed to be incomplete and the updated draft SEIS/R will be 
released in March 2012, followed by an anticipated Record of Decision in September 2012.  
Subsequently, the Construction component will be delayed by approximately two years.  During the 
preparation of the SEIS/R, it was determined that construction can only take place during the normal 
dredge windows in the channel.  Therefore the construction period will be extended from three years 
to four years.  The updated project schedule is summarized below. 
 

Project Milestone  
 

Current 
Approved 

Proposed Change 

Begin Environmental Phase  06/01/08  No Change 
End Environmental Phase  07/31/10 08/31/12 2 years, 1 month 
Begin Design Phase  06/01/08  No Change 
End Design Phase 04/30/09 09/30/12 3 years, 5 months  
Begin Right of Way Phase N/A 01/01/08 N/A 
End Right of Way Phase N/A 09/30/12 Completed 
Begin Construction Phase  08/01/10 10/15/12 2 years, 2 months 
End Construction Phase  06/30/13 12/31/16 3 years, 6 months 
Begin Close Out Phase  07/01/13 01/01/17 3  years, 6 months 
End Close Out Phase  12/31/13 06/01/17 3 years, 6 months 

 
 
The cost of the project has increased significantly, from $84,634,000 to $157,464,000.  The 
Environmental component cost has gone up by $8,912,000 due to the length of time it has taken the 
Corps to prepare the SEIS/R and the additional costs to re-circulate the document and obtain final 
approval.  Construction cost has increased from $50,000,000 to $97,633,000 due to having to fit 
construction into the allowable dredge seasons.  These limited construction windows increase 
mobilization costs as opposed to continuing construction, so the Port anticipates awarding contracts 
individually to fit the windows.  The total programmed TCIF amount of $10,000,000 has remained 
unchanged, except that the programming year is to be pushed to Fiscal Year 2012-13 due to the 
timing of the construction contract award.  The Corps has provided an additional $41,251,000, and 
the Port an additional $31,579,000, to cover these increases.  The updated funding plan for the 
project is as follows: 
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(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)  Sacramento River Deep Water Channel Project 

FUND SOURCE TOTAL 
Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase 

Prior 11/12 12/13 13/14 14/15 15/16 PA&ED PS&E R/W CONST 

State Funds (TCIF) 
Current Approved 10,000 10,000 0   10,000
Change 0 (10,000) 10,000   0
Proposed 10,000 0 10,000   10,000
Federal funds (Army Corps) 
Current Approved 42,134 42,134 0 0 0 0 0 4,634  37,500
Change 41,251 (36,645) 2,571 16,745 19,526 19,527 19,527 5,526  35,725
Proposed 83,385 5,489 2,571 16,745 19,526 19,527 19,527 10,160  73,225
Local Funds- Port of West Sacramento 
Current Approved 32,500 32,500 0 0 0 0 0 0  30,000 2,500
Change 31,579 (10,671) 857 2,700 12,897 12,898 12,898 3,386  16,285 11,908
Proposed 64,079 21,829 857 2,700 12,897 12,898 12,898 3,386  46,285 14,408
TOTAL 
Current Approved 84,634 84,634 0 0 0 0 0 4,634  30,000 50,000
Change 72,830 (57,316) 3,428 29,445 32,423 32,425 32,425 8,912  16,285 47,633
Proposed 157,464 27,318 3,428 29,445 32,423 32,425 32,425 13,546  46,285 97,633

 
 
RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-10 
 
Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade 
Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 14, Sacramento River Deep Water 
Channel (PPNO 3195), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated.  
 
Attachment   
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(5b) 
 Action Item 
 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Sharon Scherzinger 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Planning 

 
Subject:   TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT  
 RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-11 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) 
Project Baseline Agreement for Project 45, Iowa Avenue Grade Separation (PPNO 1121).  The 
Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this amendment and the requested changes.  
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) and the city of Riverside (City) propose 
to amend the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for TCIF Project 45, Iowa Avenue Grade Separation 
(Iowa Avenue), in the city of Riverside, to update the project delivery schedule and funding plan.  A 
concurrent funding allocation and a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) to use City and Federal 
Congestion Mitigation Air Quality funds are also on this month’s Commission meeting agenda for 
approval.   
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Iowa Avenue project will grade separate the mainline of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
Railway Company (BNSF) San Bernardino Subdivision at Iowa Avenue in the City of Riverside.  
The project will construct a four lane roadway bridge over the existing BNSF tracks.  These tracks 
also carry the Union Pacific mainline.  The completed project will eliminate impacts from the 
existing at-grade crossing, improve public safety and vehicle circulation, increase reliability and 
throughput on the railway system, and bring environmental benefits to the local area.  
 
The Commission adopted the project into the TCIF Program on April 10, 2008.  The Baseline 
Agreement was executed between the City, RCTC, the Department, and the Commission; and 
approved by the Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B.   
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This amendment will update the project schedule and funding plan.  A change in the local funding 
source delayed the Right of Way Component by nine months.  The City had to work with proper 
programming agencies to reprogram the needed funding.  In addition, longer than expected 
negotiations and relocations required by the project Right of Way caused further delay of 17 months.  
Subsequently, the Design and Construction components experienced delays as indicated below.  The 
project currently is certified for Right of Way and Design is complete.  Project construction is 
expected to begin in February 2012. 
 

Project Milestone  
 

Current 
Approved 

Proposed Change 

Begin Environmental Phase  Aug-07  No Change 
End Environmental Phase  July-08  No Change - COMPLETE
Begin Design Phase  Aug- 08  No Change 
End Design Phase Mar-10 Sep-11 19 Months  
Begin Right of Way Phase Nov-08  No Change 
End Right of Way Phase Mar-10 Aug-11 17 Months - COMPLETE 
Begin Construction Phase  July-10 Feb-12 20 Months 
End Construction Phase  Nov-11 Jun-13 20 Months 
Begin Close Out Phase  Nov-11 July-13 20 Month 
End Close Out Phase  May-12 Jan-14 21 Month 

 
 
The total project cost of $32,000,000 and the total programmed TCIF amount of $13,000,000 have 
remained unchanged.  The programming year is to be pushed to Fiscal Year 2011-12 due to the 
timing of construction contract award.  The programmed TCIF funds are proposed to be split;  
$2,000,000 for construction engineering and $11,000,000 for construction capital.  The updated 
funding plan for the project is as follows: 
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(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)  Iowa Avenue Grade Separation  

FUND SOURCE TOTAL 
Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase 

Prior 10/11 11/12 12/13 PA&ED PS&E R/W CONST 
State Funds (TCIF) 
Current Approved 13,000 13,000 0  13,000
Change 0 (13,000) 13,000  0
Proposed 13,000 0 13,000  13,000
Demo (DEMOSTL) 
Current Approved 2,000 2,000  2,000
Change (2,000) (2,000)  (2,000)
Proposed 0 0  0
STP HR 4818 
Current Approved 330 330 330  
Change 0 0 0  
Proposed 330 330 330  
Local Funds –RCTC, TDA Grant 
Current Approved 1,500 1,500 170 1,330 
Change 0 0 0 0 
Proposed 1,500 1,500 170 1,330 
Local Funds – City of Riverside 
Current Approved 170 170 0  170 0 0
Change 2,100 100 2,000 0 100 2,000
Proposed 2,270 270 2,000 170 100 2,000
State PUC  
Current Approved 5,000 5,000 0  50 4,950
Change 0 (4,950) 4,950  0 0
Proposed 5,000 50 4,950  50 4,950
Local Funds – RCTC Section 190 Match 
Current Approved 500 500   500
Change 0 0   0
Proposed 500 500   500
Local Federal Funds – STPL 
Current Approved 3,950 3,950  400 3,550
Change (3,550) (3,550)  0 (3,550)
Proposed 400 400  400 0
Local Funds – BNSF Contribution 
Current Approved 1,500 1,500 0  500 1,000
Change (100) (1,100) 1,000  (100) 0
Proposed 1,400 400 1,000  400 1,000
Local Federal Funds – PNRS funds 
Current Approved 4,050 4,050   4,050
Change 0 0   0
Proposed 4,050 4,050   4,050
Local Federal Funds – CMAQ 
Current Approved 0  0  0
Change 3,550  3,550  3,550
Proposed 3,550  3,550  3,550
TOTAL 
Current Approved 32,000 32,000 0 500 1,500 5,500 24,500
Change 0 (24,500) 24,500 0 0 0 0
Proposed 32,000 7,500 24,500 500 1,500 5,500 24,500
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RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-11 
 
Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade 
Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 45, Iowa Avenue Grade Separation 
(PPNO 1121), in accordance with the changes as described and illustrated.  
 
 
Attachment  
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTAION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(6) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Robert Copp 
 Division Chief 
 Traffic Operations 

 
Subject: TRAFFIC LIGHT SYNCHRONIZATION PROGRAM BASELINE AMENDMENT 

 RESOLUTION TLSP-PA-1112-02 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve baseline agreement amendment for the 
following Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) project.  
 

• Orange County Transportation Authority – Countywide TLSP 
 

ISSUE: 
 
Amendment to baseline agreement is needed for one TLSP projects to reflect delays in construction.   
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Commission has approved 22 traffic light synchronization projects totaling $147,000,000 for the 
City of Los Angeles and 62 additional traffic light synchronization projects totaling $98,000,000 for 
agencies other than Los Angeles. 
 
The project baseline agreements have been received and reviewed by the Department.  The agreement 
for the project with the Orange County Transportation Authority was signed by the Department on 
October 28, 2008.  Specific changes to the baseline are reflected in the attached spreadsheet. 
 
Orange County Transportation Authority – Countywide TLSP (Project ID 6783) 
Due to delay in Prop 1B funding availability, the project schedule has been modified.  The project is 
a three-phase project and allocation for Phase II and Phase III was delayed.  The project is currently 
in construction and completion is scheduled for September 2012.  The baseline agreement is being 
amended to show the new project milestone dates. 
 
Attachment 

  



TRAFFIC LIGHT SYNCHRONIZATION PROGRAM 
PROJECT AMENDMENT LIST

(other than City of LA)

Reference No.: 2.1c.(6)
October 26-27, 2011

Attachment 

County Applicant Name Corridor Name Current Project Cost 

 Revised 
Project 

Cost 

 Current 
Match 

Amount 

 Revised 
Match 

Amount 

 Approved 
TLSP 

CONST 
Funding 

Current 
CONST Start 

Date

Revised 
CONST Start 

Date
Current CONST 

End Date
Revised CONST 

End Date

Orange OCTA Countywide TLSP  $              8,000,000  N/C  $4,000,000  N/C  $  4,000,000 July-10 July-11 September-12
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(7a) 
 Action Item 
 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: William D. Bronte 
 Chief 
 Division of Rail 
   

 
Subject: HIGHWAY RAILROAD CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT (HRCSA) PROJECT BASELINE 

AMENDMENT  
RESOLUTION GS1B-P-1112-02 
 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve baseline agreement amendments for  
San Clemente Beach Trail Crossings Safety Enhancement Project, Kato Road Grade Separation and 
North Spring Street Grade Separation Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) 
projects. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
San Clemente Beach Trail Crossings Safety Enhancement Project: 
At its meeting in June 2010, the Commission programmed the San Clemente Beach Trail 
Crossings Safety Enhancement Project in the HRCSA 2010 Program.  The nominating agency, 
Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA), has requested an amendment to the baseline 
agreement to change the construction start date from November 2011 to February 2012.  OCTA is 
requesting to delay the project because an additional sound study was required for the audible 
warning system element of the project.  The additional study will delay the project right-of-way 
and construction phases by approximately four months. 
 
Kato Road Grade Separation: 
The City of Fremont received an allocation for the Kato Road Grade Separation project at the 
August 2011 Commission meeting.  An amendment to the baseline agreement is needed to update 
the schedule because the Construction and Maintenance agreement with the railroad took longer than 
expected.  The contract award was delayed to September 2011. 
 
North Spring Street Grade Separation: 
At its meeting in November 2010, the Commission programmed the North Spring Street Grade 
Separation project in the HRCSA 2010 Program.  The nominating agency, City of Los Angeles 
(City), has requested an amendment to the baseline agreement to change the schedule to 
accommodate the approval of the Construction and Maintenance (C&M) Agreement with the 
Southern California Regional Rail Authority (SCRRA). 
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The SCRRA requires that all design construction sequence and shoring details be designed in 
advance for review and approval.  This task is being shifted from the construction phase to the 
design phase.  The City anticipates a minimum of nine months to enter the C&M agreement.  
The City anticipates the Bid and Award phase of the project will take longer than usual due to the 
magnitude of the project.  The design phase was scheduled for completion on December 31, 2011, 
and now will be completed by April 28, 2012. 
 
The requested time extension would move the Ready to List milestone to coincide with the Right 
of Way Certification milestone date of April 28, 2012.  The contract was scheduled to be awarded 
by June 30, 2012.  The requested time extension would move the Contract Award milestone to 
December 31, 2012. 
 
 
RESOLUTION: 
 
Be it resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Proposition 1B 
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program baseline agreements for the San Clemente 
Beach Trail Crossings Safety Enhancement Project, Kato Road Grade Separation Project and North 
Spring Street Grade Separation Project in accordance with the changes described above and 
illustrated below. 
 
 
 

BASELINE  
(numbers in thousands) 

Cnty Nominator  Project Title  Const  
Start 

Total 
Proj 
Cost 

HRCSA 
Aprovd 

ORA OCTA San Clemente Beach Trail Crossings Safety Enhancements Nov 11 4,500 2,250 

ORA OCTA San Clemente Beach Trail Crossings Safety Enhancements Feb 12 4,500 2,250 

ALA City of Fremont Kato Road GS May 11 52,265 10,000 

ALA City of Fremont Kato Road GS Sept 11 52,265 10,000 

LA City of Los Angeles North Spring Street July 12 48,766 5,001 

LA City of Los Angeles North Spring Street Dec 12 48,766 5,001 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(7b) 
 Action Item 
 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: William D. Bronte 
 Chief 
 Division of Rail 
  

 
Subject: HIGHWAY RAILROAD CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT (HRCSA) PROJECT BASELINE 

AMENDMENT 
RESOLUTION GS1B-P-1112-XX 
 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve a baseline agreement amendment for the 
Riverside Drive Grade Separation Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA) project. 
 

 
ISSUE: 

 
The City of Los Angeles (City) received a HRCSA allocation for the Riverside Drive Grade 
Separation Replacement project.  Construction started June 2011. The total project cost has been 
revised to $60,963,830 from the previously budgeted amount of $57,724,725.  The increase in 
budget is due to added scope of work for utility relocation, provision of temporary facilities 
relating to project construction and adjoining street improvements.  The shortfall will be funded by 
local Proposition G funds, thereby increasing the City’s contribution from $600,000 to $3,700,000.  
HRCSA funding does not change. 

 
RESOLUTION: 
 
Be it resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Proposition 1B 
Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program baseline agreements for the Riverside Drive 
Grade Separation Project in accordance with the changes described above and illustrated below. 

   
 

BASELINE  
(numbers in thousands) 

ID Dst Cnty Nominator Project Title Const  Start Total Proj Cost HRCSA Aprovd 

11 7 LA City of Los Angeles Riverside Drive GS Replacement June 11 57,726 5,000 

11 7 LA City of Los Angeles Riverside Drive GS Replacement June 11 60,964 5,000 

 



Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011

Reference No.: 4.4
Action

From: BIMLA G. RH1NEHART
Executive Director

Subject: PROPOSITION lB STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM -PROGRAMMING OF
2011-12 COMPETITIVE PROGRAM
RESOLUTION SLP1B-P-1112-04

ISSUE:

Proposition 1 B, passed in November 2006, authorized $1 billion for the State-Local Partnership
Program (SLPP). The program is divided into two sub-programs — a formula program to match local
sales tax, property tax and/or bridge toIls (95%) and a competitive program to match local uniform
developer fees (5%).

The California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopted SLPP Guidelines for 2010-11
through 2012-13 in April 2010. Commission staff received 33 project applications totaling $21.49
million for the competitive portion of the 2011-12 Program ($11 .155 million is available for
programming). Staff, along with staff from Caltrans, reviewed the applications and ranked them
using the criteria set forth in law and the guidelines. Based on this ranking, staff recommendations
were prepared as shown on the attached list of projects.

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Commission adopt the attached 2011-12 SLPP program of competitive
projects, in accordance with Resolution SLP1B-P-1112-04.

BACKGROUND:

The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, approved
by the voters as Proposition 1 B on November 7, 2006, authorized $1 billion to be deposited in the
State-Local Partnership Program Account to be available, upon appropriation by the Legislature, for
allocation by the Commission over a five-year period to eligible transportation projects nominated
by an applicant transportation agency.

In 2008, the Legislature enacted implementing legislation (AB 268) to add Article 11 (commencing
with Section 8879.66) to Chapter 12.491 of Division 1 of Title 2 of the Government Code, defining
the program, eligibility of applicants, projects and matching funds.

Attachment
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October 26-27, 2011
Item 4.4

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Adoption of Proposition lB
State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Competitive Program

RESOLUTION SLP1B-P-1 112-04

1.1 WHEREAS the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of
2006, approved by the voters as Proposition 1 B on November 7, 2006, includes $1 billion for the
State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) to fund transportation capital improvement projects;
and

1.2 WHEREAS the Bond Act provides that SLPP funds are available, upon appropriation by the
Legislature, to Transportation Agencies, as allocated by the California Transportation
Commission (Commission); and

1.3 WHEREAS the SLPP is subject to the provisions of Article 11 of the Government Code,
Sections 8879.66 through 8879.76, as enacted in implementing legislation in 2008 (AB268)
designating the Commission the administrative agency responsible for programming SLPP and
the agency authorized to adopt guidelines for the program; and

1.4 WHEREAS the funds available in the SLPP account shall be made available for allocation by the
Commission over a period of five years, with $200 million appropriated by the Legislature for
each of the Fiscal Years 2008-09 to 2011-12; and

1.5 WHEREAS ninety-five percent of the funds shall be available to be distributed by formula and
five percent shall be available to be distributed through a competitive grant application process
(as specified in Sections 8879.72 and 8879.73 of the Government Code); and

1.6 WHEREAS the Commission adopted SLPP Guidelines for 2010-11 through 2012-13 on April 7,
2010, that identified the Commission’s policy and expectations for the SLPP, including program
development timelines and requirements for project nomination; and

1.7 WHEREAS the Commission received 33 project applications for the 2011-12 competitive
portion of the program requesting $21.49 million by the deadline of August 15, 2011; and

1.8 WHEREAS any funds that are not programmed remain available for later programming in future
fiscal years; and

1.9 WHEREAS Commission staff has reviewed and evaluated the project nominations consistent
with the criteria set forth in the law and the adopted SLPP guidelines; and



1.10 WHEREAS Commission staff, when reviewing the project nominations for the competitive

portion of the program, gave higher priority to projects that can commence construction by

December 2012.

2.1 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission adopts the attached list of 13

projects for the 20 11-12 competitive portion of the State-Local Partnership Program; and

2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a project’s approved SLPP 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

2.3 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the implementing agency will submit semiannual reports on
the activities and progress made toward implementation of the project, and, within six months of
the project becoming operable, a final delivery report on the scope of the completed project, its

final costs as compared to the approved project budget, its duration as compared to the original

project schedule and performance outcomes derived from the project; and

2.4 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Department of Transportation will ensure that project
expenditures and outcomes are audited. For each SLPP 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 final delivery report.

Attachment



Proposition lB State-Local Partnership Program Item 4.4
2011-12 Competitive Program - Staff Recommendations October 26-27, 2011

($000)
SLPI B-P-I 112-04

2011-12 $ Construction Cumulative $ SLPP $
County Project Applicant Project Title Recommended Date Score ($11,155 avail) Remaining

Projects Recommended for Funding
ED El Dorado County Rt 50/Silva Valley Parkway I/C $1,000 12/1/2012 106 $1,000 $10,155
SBDO City of Highland BoulderAv Bridge and Widening $975 1/1/2012 94 $1,975 $9,180
PLA City of Lincoln Nicolaus Road Widening $758 5/1/2012 93 $2,733 $8,422
ED El Dorado County Pleasant Valley/Patterson Dr Signalization $600 12/1/2012 90 $3,333 $7,822
KINGS City of Hanford 10th Av Widening & Reconstruction $750 9/1/2012 89 $4,083 $7,072
SBDO City of Chino Hills Peyton Dr Widening (Ph 3) $800 4/15/2012 88 $4,883 $6,272
SBDO City of Highland Rt210/GreenspotRd Improvements $1,000 1/1/2012 86 $5,883 $5,272
PLA City of Roseville Fiddyment Road Widening $1,000 3/5/2012 86 $6,883 $4,272
SI-IA City of Anderson I-5/Deschutes Road I/C $1,000 5/1/2012 86 $7,883 $3,272
RIV City of Moreno Valley Rt 60/Nason St Overcrossing $1000 4/12/2012 85 $8,883 $2,272
SLO County ofSLO Los Osos Valley Rd $300 1/24/2012 84 $9,183 $1,972
CC CCTA 1-680 Aux Lane $1,000 9/15/2012 80 $10,183 $972
SBDO City of Fontana 1-15/Duncan Canyon Rd I/C $972 4/1/2012 79 $11,155 $0

(requested $1,000- recommending $972)

Projects not recommended for funding $ Requested
RIV City of Moreno Valley Nason Street Improvements $1,000 1/24/2012 77 $12,155
RIV City of Murrieta 1-15/Los Alamos Rd Overcrossing $1,000 4/1/2012 67 $13,155
SJ City of Escalon McHenry Avenue Widening $892 3/30/2012 64 $14,047
RIV City of Corona Chase Drive Improvements $450 10/1/2012 63 $14,497
SBDO Town of Apple Valley Kiowa Rd Widening (Ph 2) $250 4/26/2012 62 $14,747
SBDO City of Montclair Enhancements-Greenwood Av & Earnhardt St. $360 12/1/2012 55 $15,107
FRE City of Fresno Traffic Signal at Audubon & Cole $181 2/1/2012 52 $15,288
FRE City of Fresno Traffic Signal atAudobon & Nees $175 2/1/2012 49 $15,463
SLO County ofSLO Willow Rd Extension Mitigation $500 3/15/2012 45 $15,963
SBDO City of Montclair Monte Vista Av Improvements $450 6/1/2012 45 $16,413
FRE City of Fresno Traffic Signal at Shields & Blythe $181 2/1/2012 41 $16,594
FRE City of Fresno Friant Rd Widening at Shepherd $145 2/1/2012 41 $16,739
FRE City of Fresno Traffic Signal at Shields & Temperance $215 2/1/2012 40 $16,954
FRE City of Fresno Traffic Signal at Fowler & Clinton $203 2/1/2012 39 $17,157
FRE City of Fresno Clovis Avenue Improvements $705 2/1 /2012 38 $17,862

Applications inconsistent with guidelines
TUL City of Tulare Rt99/CartmillAvenue I/C $1,000 11/8/2012

Construction not fully funded
PLA Placer County Horseshoe Bar Rd Curve Improvements $200 5/1/2012

Construction not fully matched
RIV City of Rancho Mirage Intersection Improv at Bob Hope Dr/Frank Sinatra Dr. $500 5/1/2012

Fee not solely dedicated for transportation purposes

Application for Construction beyond December 2012 (re-apply in 2012-1 3)
SBDO City of Upland Arrow Route Improvements $1,000 3/25/2013

Construction in 2013 - come back in next cycle

Application withdrawn
RIV City of Temecula Park and Ride $900 8/1/2012
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Subject: STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION NEEDS ASSESSMENT 
 
  
 

SUMMARY: 
 
The 2011 Statewide Transportation System Needs Assessment report will be presented to the 
Commission at its October 2011 meeting.  A copy of this report is available at 
http://www.catc.ca.gov/reports/2011Reports/2011_Needs_Assessment.pdf. 
 
In 2010, the Commission launched the development of a statewide multi-modal transportation needs 
assessment report through the collaboration with chief executive officers of Metropolitan Planning 
Organizations (MPOs), urban and rural regional transportation planning agencies (RTPAs), the 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans), along with transit agencies, rail, ports and airports.  The 
goal of this assessment is to detail the multi-model needs of our transportation system for the next 10 
years and identify possible strategies to respond to such needs. 
 
The report was developed using resources (staff and financial) from several MPOs, RTPAs, 
Caltrans, and other transportation agencies and stakeholder organizations. 
 
 
BACKGROUND:  
 
The last needs assessment for California’s transportation system was completed by the Commission 
in May 1999. Senate Resolution 8 (Burton, 1999) requested the Commission, in consultation with 
the Department of Transportation and the state’s regional transportation planning agencies, to 
produce and submit to the Senate Transportation Committee and the Senate President pro Tempore, 
by May 10, 1999, a 10-year needs assessment of the state’s transportation system. 
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Subject: METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION ASSEMBLY BILL 1467 (AB 1467) 

HOT LANES APPLICATION – DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITY                                                                                                                                         
RESOLUTION G-11-10 

 
 
 

ISSUE: 
Should the Commission find the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC) Application for 
the Bay Area Express Lanes eligible in accordance with the requirements of AB 1467 (Chapter 32, 
Statutes of 2006) and the Commission’s Public Partnership HOT Lanes Guidelines?  
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
Commission staff recommends that the Commission find MTC’s Application for the Bay Area 
Express Lanes eligible in accordance with the requirements of AB 1467 (Chapter 32, Statutes of 
2006) and the Commission’s Public Partnership HOT Lanes Guidelines.  Staff also recommends that 
the Commission direct staff to hold public hearings, one in Northern California and one in Southern 
California, as required by AB 1467. 

 
 BACKGROUND: 

AB 1467, approved by the Governor on May 19, 2006, authorizes that, until January 1, 2012, 
regional transportation agencies, in cooperation with the Department of Transportation 
(Department), may apply to the Commission to develop and operate high-occupancy toll lanes, 
including the administration and operation of a value pricing program and exclusive or preferential 
lane facilities for public transit, as specified.  The number of projects that may be approved is limited 
to four, two in Northern California and two in Southern California. 
 
The Commission’s role in implementing this legislation is limited to establishing eligibility criteria, 
determining whether each HOT lane application is eligible, and holding public hearings in Northern 
and Southern California for each eligible application.  Actual approval of an eligible application was 
originally the purview of the Legislature, through enactment of a statute.  However, AB 798 
(Chapter 474, Statutes of 2009), eliminated the need for the Legislature to approve the HOT lanes 
applications. 
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On October 27, 2007, the Commission adopted the Public Partnership High Occupancy Toll (HOT) 
Lane Guidelines and Application to implement the requirements of AB 1467. 
 
On September 28, 2011, MTC submitted their Application for the Bay Area Express Lanes to the 
Commission.  The Bay Area Express Lanes encompass five freeway routes:  Interstate 80 in 
Alameda, contra Costa, and Solano counties, Interstate 880 in Alameda County, Interstate 680 in 
Solano and Contra Costa counties, State Route 84 in Alameda County, and State Route 92 in 
Alameda County.  The implementation of the Bay Area Express Lanes includes the conversion of 
149 lane miles from normal high-occupancy vehicle (HOV) to HOT operations and the construction 
116 new HOT lane miles.  MTC intends to operate the Bay Area Express Lanes as a “value pricing 
program” in order to enhance the connectivity, efficiency, and reliability of the transportation system 
in the Bay Area.  Solo drivers and ultimately HOVs with two passengers will be required to pay a 
toll to use the HOT lanes. 
 
Commission staff evaluated the Application for compliance with the Public Partnership HOT Lane 
Guidelines (Guidelines) adopted by the Commission and AB 1467.  Eligibility objectives included 
obtaining evidence to determine whether the project is consistent with the Streets & Highways Code 
Sections 149-149.7; whether there is cooperation with the Department of Transportation 
(Department) and consistency with state highway system requirements; whether the project is 
technically and financially feasible; whether the project is consistent with the Regional 
Transportation Plan; and whether there are performance measures established for project monitoring 
and tracking. 
 
To address the issues of cooperation with the Department, compliance with the Streets & Highways 
Code Sections 149-149.7, consistency with the state highway system requirements, consistency with 
the Regional Transportation Plan, and technical feasibility, the Department reviewed the 
Application.  Based on this review, the Department submitted a letter to the Commission stating that 
the Application is consistent with state highway system requirements, is consistent with regional 
priorities, is technically feasible, and was submitted in cooperation with the Department.   
 
To assist Commission staff in the review of the Application, the Commission retained a financial 
consultant.  The consultant provided Commission staff with an independent review and opinion on 
the reasonableness of the financial data included in the MTC Application and whether the 
Application met the financial eligibility requirements stated in the Commission’s HOT Lane 
Guidelines and AB 1467.  Specifically, the consultant reviewed the Application to determine 
whether MTC submitted adequate evidence that the project is financially feasible; that the 
Application includes a reasonable financial plan demonstrating financial guarantees; that the 
Application includes a documented commitment to provide sufficient equity; that the Application 
documents reasonable funding for project development and operations; and that the projected rate of 
return and life cycle cost estimates are reasonable. The consultant determined that the Bay Area 
Express Lanes is financially feasible.   
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Attached for your information are the following documents: 
 
  

• The Executive Summary submitted by MTC as part of the Bay Area Express Lanes Public 
Partnership Application for High Occupancy Toll Lanes. 

• The Department’s Letter in support of the Application. 
• The consultant’s financial feasibility report, “Financial Analysis of the Bay Area Express Lanes 

Public Partnership Application for High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lanes”. 
• The MTC Application in its entirely is posted on the Commission’s website, www.catc.ca.gov. 

 
 
  
               

http://www.catc.ca.gov/�


CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Metropolitan Transportation Commission  
Public Partnership  

High Occupancy Toll Lanes Application 
Determination of Eligibility 

 
 

RESOLUTION G-11-10 
 
 

1.1 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 1467, Nunez, added Section 149.7 to the Streets and 
Highways Code to allow a Regional Transportation Agency, as defined in Section 
143, in cooperation with the Department of Transportation, to apply to the 
Commission to develop and operate high-occupancy toll lanes, including the 
administration and operation of a value pricing program and exclusive or 
preferential lane facilities for public transit, consistent with the established 
standards, requirements, and limitations that apply to those facilities in Sections 
149, 149.1, 149.3, 149.4, 149.5, and 149.6, and 

 
1.2 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 1467 requires that the Commission shall review each 

application for the development and operation of the facilities described in 
subdivision (a) of Section 149.7 according to eligibility criteria established by the 
Commission, and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 1467 requires that for each eligible application, the 

Commission shall conduct at least one public hearing in Northern California and 
one in Southern California, and 
 

1.4 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 1467 requires that following the public hearings, the 
Commission shall submit an eligible application and any public comments made 
during the hearings to the Legislature for approval or rejection.  Approval shall be 
achieved by enactment of a statute, and 
 

1.5 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 798 (Chapter 474, Statutes of 2009) eliminated the 
requirement for the Legislature to approve applications deemed eligible by the 
Commission, and 

  
1.6 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 1467 requires that the number of facilities approved 

under this section shall not exceed four, two in Northern California and two in 
Southern California, and 

 
1.7 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 1467 requires that a Regional Transportation Agency 

that develops or operates a facility, or facilities, described in the subdivision (a) of 
Section 149.7 shall provide any information or data requested by the Commission 
or the Legislative Analyst, and 



 
1.8 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 1467 requires that the Commission, in cooperation 

with the Legislative Analyst, shall annually prepare a report on the progress of the 
development and operation of a facility authorized under Section 149.7.  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, and 

 
1.9 WHEREAS Assembly Bill 1467 requires that no applications may be approved 

under this section on or after January 1, 2012, and  
 
1.10 WHEREAS the Commission determined that in order to ensure that the Public 

Partnership Transportation High Occupancy Toll (HOT) Lane Projects selected 
promote California’s transportation goals and advance the public interest, the 
Commission adopted the Guidelines for the Determination of Eligible Public 
Partnership Transportation Projects – High Occupancy Toll Lanes (Guidelines) 
at its October 24, 2007 meeting to set forth the eligibility criteria and procedures 
for the Commission to evaluate Public Partnership transportation project 
eligibility, and 

 
1.11 WHEREAS the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) on September 

28, 2011 submitted the Bay Area Express Lanes Application to the Commission 
for determination of eligibility of the project described in the application in 
accordance with the requirements of Assembly Bill 1467 and the Guidelines, and  

 
1.12 WHEREAS Commission staff reviewed the Bay Area Express Lanes Application 

for compliance with the requirements of Assembly Bill 1467 and the Guidelines, 
and 

 
1.13 WHEREAS this review included a technical analysis by the Department and a 

financial feasibility analysis prepared by an independent financial consultant 
retained by the Commission, and 

 
1.14 WHEREAS based on this review, the Commission staff recommended that the 

Commission find the project described in the Bay Area Express Lanes Application 
eligible in accordance with the requirements of Assembly Bill 1467 and the 
Guidelines, 

  
2.1 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission finds the project 

described in the Bay Area Express Lanes Application eligible in accordance with 
the requirements of Assembly Bill 1467 and the Guidelines, and  

 
2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Commission directs staff to hold public 

hearings, one in Northern California and one in Southern California, as required 
by Assembly Bill 1467. 
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Executive	Summary	
 
With this application the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (“MTC”) seeks authority from the 

California Transportation Commission (“CTC”) as a “regional transportation agency” to develop and 

implement a high‐occupancy toll (“HOT”) lane facility (called hereinafter "Express Lane Facility" or 

“Facility”).  Express lanes allow vehicles that do not qualify as a high‐occupancy vehicle (“HOV”) to use 

HOV lanes for a fee and maintain free use of the lanes by qualifying carpools and buses.  The Facility is 

comprised of five freeway routes: Interstate 80 (“I‐80”) in Alameda, Contra Costa and Solano counties, 

Interstate 880 (“I‐880”)in Alameda County, Interstate 680 (“I‐680”) in Solano and Contra Costa counties, 

State Route 84 (“SR‐84”) in Alameda County and State Route 92 (“SR‐92”) in Alameda County.  These 

corridors are shown in green in Figure 1. 

This application is consistent with the region’s adopted long‐range transportation plan, Transportation 

2035, which envisions a seamless, regionally managed network of express lanes in the Bay Area.  The 

following benefits are demonstrated throughout this application: 

 Connectivity: Express lane toll revenue, at a time of constrained federal and state budgets, can 
help close gaps in the existing HOV lane system to increase travel time savings for carpools and 
buses. 

 Efficiency: Express lanes will optimize throughput on freeway corridors to better meet current 
and future traffic demands, using excess capacity in the existing HOV system to improve 
mobility. 

 Reliability: Express lanes provide a reliable, congestion‐free transportation option, building 
upon the current solid foundation of existing HOV lanes. 

 

The Express Lane Facility described in this application, along with two  value pricing high‐occupancy 

vehicle express lane programs authorized by Streets and Highways Code (“S&H”) Section 149.5 (called 

hereinafter “Legacy Programs”) will constitute a regional express lane network (called hereinafter 

“Express Lane Network” or “Network”).  The Legacy Programs are on I‐680 and I‐580.  The Network is 

shown outlined in yellow in Figure 1.  MTC intends to operate the Network, including both the Express 

Lane Facility and the Legacy Programs, as a “value pricing program”, as authorized by S&H Code § 149.7, 

subject to agreements to be developed and entered into by MTC, Alameda County Transportation 

Commission (“ACTC”) and Sunol Smart Carpool Lane Joint Powers Authority (“Sunol JPA”).  The financial 

analysis includes the two corridors in the Legacy Programs, reflecting ACTC’s and Sunol JPA’s expressed 

interest in entering into an agreement with MTC to include the Legacy Programs in the Network.   

A third agency, Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (“VTA”) is also authorized to conduct, 

administer and operate two value pricing high‐occupancy vehicle express lane programs on State Route 

237 and U.S. 101/State Route 85.  VTA has indicated that it intends for its programs to remain financially 

independent.  However, MTC and all of the agencies authorized to develop and operate express lanes in 

the region are committed to seamless operation of the region’s express lanes as a single system.  
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Hereinafter, “Express Lane System” or “System” refers to the combination of the Express Lane Network 

and the authorized express lanes in Santa Clara and San Mateo counties. 

MTC will develop and operate the Express Lane Network in collaboration with a number of entities. MTC 

may enter into agreement with the Bay Area Infrastructure Financing Authority (“BAIFA”) to exercise 

certain responsibilities outlined under this application. BAIFA is a joint exercise of powers agency formed 

by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (“MTC”) and the Bay Area Toll Authority (“BATA”) to 

plan, develop, operate and finance transportation and related projects, including high‐occupancy toll 

lanes. In addition, MTC must, according to statute, enter into agreements with Bay Area Toll Authority 

(“BATA”) to operate and manage the toll collection system, with Caltrans for other aspects of design, 

construction, maintenance and operations, and with the California Highway Patrol for enforcement. 

Finally, as noted above, MTC may enter into agreements with one or more county congestion 

management agencies (CMAs) with regard to the Legacy Programs or for certain project development or 

delivery responsibilities.  

This application includes a Project Study Report (“PSR”) and a Letter of Finding from the California 

Department of Transportation (“Department”) certifying that the application is consistent with the state 

highway system requirements.  The PSR establishes engineering feasibility and a cost range and 

demonstrates operational benefits associated with express lanes, including benefits to transit from 

closing gaps in the region’s existing HOV lane system.  Individual projects will undergo required project 

development and environmental documentation processes. 

The facility for which this application is requesting authority would ultimately add 285 directional miles 

of express lanes to the Bay Area freeway system, with complete implementation taking 20 or more 

years. As such, the financial plan developed as part of this application demonstrates the Network’s 

feasibility under a range of circumstances.  The Network’s feasibility is further enhanced by the flexibility 

to calibrate its implementation based on factors such as actual performance, costs, revenue, and 

available resources and financing instruments in the future.  To illustrate this flexibility — and to address 

potential questions regarding the impacts of adverse assumptions on future build‐out – this application 

presents both a baseline financial plan (the “Base Case”), representing the set of assumptions supported 

by current projections and estimates, as well as a downside sensitivity showing the impacts of greatly 

reduced revenue (the “Conservative Case”) resulting from adjusted tolling policies.  These two cases 

represent the “bookends” of the analysis.   

The performance of the Network, both financially and operationally, and the pace at which it would be 

implemented, are significantly affected by tolling policies.  The different tolling policies assumed in the 

range of financial cases recognize that many of the existing HOV lanes will already reach their capacity 

with eligible carpools at some point in the future.  Consequently, the minimum occupancy requirement 

for HOVs will need to be raised at some point in time in order to maintain the operational advantage of 

the lanes.  In addition, as more of the Network changes to a higher HOV definition to maintain 

operational benefits, establishing network‐wide consistency will become more important.  The Base 

Case assumes that all express lanes would switch from a HOV2+ to a HOV3+ minimum HOV occupancy in 

2020 (or upon opening if they begin operation after 2020). The Conservative Case assumes that all 
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express lanes would increase to a HOV3+ policy no later than 2035, and those lanes in which HOV 

demand reaches capacity (i.e., Level of Service C is no longer assured) earlier would increase HOV 

occupancy accordingly.   

The Base Case also assumes an expansion of the period of operation beyond the current "peak period 

only" operation of HOV lanes in the Bay Area.  In the Base Case the express lanes would be operated in 

the daytime hours (6 AM‐7 PM) on weekdays and partial daytime hours (12‐7 PM) on weekends.  The 

Conservative Case assumes more limited hours of tolling operation (6‐10 AM and 3‐7 PM on weekdays, 

consistent with current HOV lane hours of operation, and 12‐7 PM on weekends). Policies related to 

HOV occupancy requirements and hours of operation are within the purview of the responsible agencies 

and the Department and therefore can be modified as needed.  These policies will be established in 

consultation with the Department, congestion management agencies, the California Highway Patrol and 

other stakeholders. 

The financial plan shows the Network generates revenues that facilitate HOV lanes being added to the 

freeway system much faster than would otherwise be feasible. In this analysis, the Network can be 

completed by 2030 under the Base Case or by 2035 under the Conservative Case.  The financial plan 

contemplates multiple issuances of toll revenue bonds and TIFIA loans over 20 years (or 25 under the 

Conservative Case) in conjunction with local funding already committed, pay‐as‐go‐you funds mainly 

generated from toll revenues, and capital grants assumed to be contributed over this period.  Table 1 

shows how capital costs are financed under the two analysis cases. Table 2 summarizes operating 

Network cash‐flows for each case through year 2040. Both cases show a requirement for supplemental 

capital grant funding to complete construction but also show modest amounts of net excess revenue 

accruing after the Network’s construction is fully complete. 
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Table 1:  Uses and Sources of Funds for Network Capital Expenses through Completion 

Amount % Amount %

Sources

Total Debt 2,100       60% 2,377       56%

Local Funding for Projects 96             3% 96             2%

Grant Funding 384           11% 796           19%

Pay‐As‐You‐Go Funds* 902           26% 1,011       24%

Total 3,482       100% 4,280       100%

Uses

Capital Costs 2,980       86% 3,594       84%

Financial Fees and Funding of Reserves 131           4% 221           5%

Interest during Construction 370           11% 464           11%

Total 3,482       100% 4,280       100%

Amounts in millions of year‐of‐expenditure dollars through Network 

completion (2035)

CONSERVATIVE 

CASE

BASE 

CASE

through Network 

completion (2030)

 
*Includes reinvestment from operating network cashflow (generated by express lane toll revenue) and interest 
income on escrowed balances 
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Table 2:  Operating Network Summary Cash-flow through Year 2040 

Amounts in millions of year-of-expenditure dollars

Partial Operations

Full Operations

Express Lane Toll Revenue

Operations and Maintenance Expenses

Rehabilitation Costs

Debt Service (Principal and Interest)

Other*

Net Operating Network Cashflow

Reinvested as Construction Funding

Potential Net Revenue**

15 years (2015-30) 20 years (2015-35)

10 years (2030-40) 5 years (2035-40)

(750)                              (769)                              

1,343                            611                               

(270)                              (232)                              

6,490                            4,396                            

(1,270)                          (1,024)                          

BASE 

CASE

CONSERVATIVE 

CASE

(2,989)                          (1,845)                          

132                               84                                  

2,093                            1,380                            

 
* Operating period financing fees, reserves releases, & interest income on debt service reserves 

** These at-risk surpluses emerge after completion of the Network (2030 under the Base Case, 2035 under 

the Conservative Case) 

 

In addition to the Conservative Case downside sensitivity, various other sensitivity tests have been 

performed to analyze whether the Network is still financially feasible under a variety of adverse 

circumstances.  Cooperative agreements for funding contributions for pavement rehabilitation costs will 

be developed as the projects are implemented. Neither Caltrans or CTC has the authority to approve any 

contribution to pavement rehabilitation, which is subject to legislative action. While the financial plan 

assumes pavement rehabilitation costs would be shared with 20 percent borne by the Network and 80 

percent borne by the State, a financial sensitivity analysis demonstrates the Network remains feasible if 

the Network bears 100 percent of the pavement rehabilitation costs. Other sensitivity tests included: 

the unavailability of TIFIA loans; and not including Alameda County Legacy Program in the Network.  It 

was determined that the Network remains financially feasible under each of these circumstances, 

though, in some cases, the phasing of implementation would look more similar to the Conservative Case 

than the Base Case.   

Table 3 provides a definition of the uppercase terms defined above and used throughout this 

application.  The directional mileage associated with each of these definitions is also shown.  Directional 

miles are used throughout this application when describing the length of express lanes.  A directional 

mile refers to one lane-mile in one direction.  As shown in Table 3, the Facility is made up of 

approximately 55 percent conversion of existing HOV lanes and 45 percent construction of new express 

lanes.  The conversions, which will be operational by approximately 2020 in the Base Case and 2025 in 

the Conservative Case, represent approximately 8% of the total capital cost, while the new lanes 

represent 92% of the capital costs. 
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Table 3:  Glossary of Terms and Mileage 

  

Existing 
Express 
Lanes  Conversions 

New 
Lanes 

Operational 
Gap 

Closure*  Total 

Facility: I‐80, I‐880, I‐680, SR‐84 and SR‐92  0  149  116  20  285 

Legacy Programs: Authorized lanes in 
Alameda County on I‐580 and I‐680 

14  24  54  0  91 

Network: Facility plus Legacy Programs  14  173  170  20  376 

* Tolling is not proposed on this segment of I‐880 from the San Francisco/Oakland Bay Bridge to Hegenberger as 
part of this application; operational strategies could include enhanced ramp metering, increased incident 
management capabilities, and improvements to major parallel arterials. 
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Figure 1:  Bay Area Express Lanes Map 
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Base Case: Projects by Implementation Phase1 

Construction 

Project 

Number in PSR Route
2 

Limits 

Convert HOV or 

Widen for New 

Lanes 

Capital Cost 

in 2010 $ 

(Mill.) 

Capital Cost 

in Escalated 

$ (Mill.) 

Phase I Projects: Open in 2015 

3 I-80 Airbase Pkwy to Red Top Rd Convert 17.1 18.9 

7B I-80 WB Bay Bridge HOV bypass lane Convert 0 0 

14 I-680 Livorna Rd to Alcosta Blvd Convert 21.6 23.9 

20* I-580 EB Hacienda Dr to Greenville Rd Convert (44%) 

New lane
3
 (56%) 

28.7 31.8 

21A* I-580 WB San Ramon Rd to Greenville Rd Convert 13.6 15.1 

22A I-880 NB Lewelling Blvd to SR-237 Direct Connector Convert 27.9 30.9 

23A I-880 SB Hegenberger Rd to SR-237 Direct Connector Convert 24.6 27.3 

32 SR-84 Dumbarton Bridge Toll Plaza to I-880 Convert 3.5 3.9 

33 SR-92 San Mateo Bridge Toll Plaza to Hesperian Blvd Convert 3.4 3.7 

TOTAL  Phase I 140.3 155.4 

Phase II Projects: Open in 2020 

2 I-80 I-505 to Airbase Pkwy New lanes 100.7 127.7 

4 I-80 Red Top Rd to SR-37 New lanes 116.2 147.2 

5 I-80 SR-37 to Carquinez Bridge Toll Plaza New lanes 145.2 184.1 

6 I-80 Carquinez Bridge Toll Plaza to SR-4 Convert 7.0 9.1 

7A I-80 SR-4 to Bay Bridge HOV bypass lane Convert 40.6 52.6 

8 I-80/I-680 I-80/I-680 Direct Connectors (I-80WB to I-

680SB and I-680NB to I-80EB) 

New lanes 92.9 117.8 

9 I-680 I-80 to I-780 New lanes 222.9 282.6 

10 I-680 NB Benicia-Martinez Bridge and HOV bypass Convert 0 0 

11 I-680 NB Marina Vista to N. Main St Convert (16%) 

New lane (84%) 

67.8 85.9 

13 I-680 SB Marina Vista to Livorna Rd Convert (5%) 

New lane (95%) 

161.6 204.9 

16* I-680 NB SR-84 to SR-237 New lane 121.5 157.6 

22B I-880 NB Hegenberger Rd to Lewelling Blvd New lane 137.9 173.6 

TOTAL  Phase II 1,214.3 1,543.1 

Phase III Projects: Open in 2025 

15* I-680 Alcosta Blvd to SR-84 New lanes 200.1 296.9 

18* I-680/ 

I-580 

I-580/I-680 Direct Connectors (I-580 WB to I-

680 SB and I-680 NB to I-580 EB) 

New lanes 176.3 261.6 

19* I-580 Greenville Rd to ALA/SJQ County Line New lanes 222.2 329.8 

TOTAL  Phase III 598.6 888.4 

Phase IV Projects: Open in 2030 

1 I-80 SOL/YOLO County Line to I-505 New lanes 226.3 393.2 

TOTAL  Phase IV 226.3 393.2 

Post 2040 

N/A
4 

I-680 NB N. Main St. to Livorna Rd New lane 200 >485 
* Already authorized under existing law 
1
  Does not include the operational gap closure on I-880 between the San Francisco Bay Bridge and Hegenberger  

2 
Both directions unless otherwise specified 

3 
This segment is proposed to convert existing HOV lane and to add a second express lane from Tassajara Rd to Vasco Rd 

4  
Long-term express lane construction project; not included fully in financial plan.  Not included in totals shown below. 

 
 

 Capital Cost in 

2010 $ (Mill.) 

Capital Cost in 

Escalated $ (Mill.) 

TOTAL Phases I through IV 2,179 2,980 

Conversions 192 (9%) 225 (8%) 

New lanes 1,988 (91%) 2,755 (92%) 
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Conservative Case: Projects by Implementation Phase1 

Construction 

Project 

Number in PSR Route
2 

Limits 

Convert HOV or 

Widen for New 

Lanes 

Capital Cost 

in 2010 $ 

(Mill.) 

Capital Cost 

in Escalated 

$ (Mill.) 

Phase I Projects: Open in 2015 

7B I-80 WB Bay Bridge HOV bypass lane Convert 0 0 

14 I-680 Livorna Rd to Alcosta Blvd Convert 21.6 23.9 

20* I-580 EB Hacienda Dr to Greenville Rd Convert (44%) 

New lane
3
 (56%)

 
28.7 31.8 

21A* I-580 WB San Ramon Rd to Greenville Rd Convert 13.6 15.1 

22A I-880 NB Lewelling Blvd to SR-237 Direct Connector Convert 27.9 30.9 

23A I-880 SB Hegenberger Rd to SR-237 Direct Connector Convert 24.6 27.3 

32 SR-84 Dumbarton Bridge Toll Plaza to I-880 Convert 3.5 3.9 

33 SR-92 San Mateo Bridge Toll Plaza to Hesperian Blvd Convert 3.4 3.7 

TOTAL  Phase I 123.2 136.5 

Phase II Projects: Open in 2020 

3 I-80 Airbase Pkwy to Red Top Rd Convert 17.1 22.1 

5 I-80 SR-37 to Carquinez Bridge Toll Plaza New lanes 145.2 184.1 

6 I-80 Carquinez Bridge Toll Plaza to SR-4 Convert 7.0 9.1 

7A I-80 SR-4 to Bay Bridge HOV bypass lane Convert 40.6 52.6 

16* I-680 NB SR-84 to SR-237 New lane 121.5 157.6 

TOTAL  Phase II 331.4 425.5 

Phase III Projects: Open in 2025 

2 I-80 I-505 to Airbase Pkwy New lanes 100.7 149.5 

4 I-80 Red Top Rd to SR-37 New lanes 116.2 172.3 

10 I-680 NB Benicia-Martinez Bridge and HOV bypass Convert 0 0 

11 I-680 NB Marina Vista to N. Main St Convert (16%) 

New lane (84%) 

67.8 100.6 

13 I-680 SB Marina Vista to Livorna Rd Convert (5%) 

New lane (95%) 

161.6 239.8 

22B I-880 NB Hegenberger Rd to Lewelling Blvd New lane 137.9 203.3 

TOTAL  Phase III 584.3 865.5 

Phase IV Projects: Open in 2030 

8 I-80/I-680 I-80/I-680 Direct Connectors (I-80WB to I-

680SB and I-680NB to I-80EB) 

New lanes 92.9 161.4 

9 I-680 I-80 to I-780 New lanes 222.9 387.2 

15* I-680 Alcosta Blvd to SR-84 New lanes 200.1 347.6 

TOTAL  Phase IV 515.8 896.2 

Phase V Projects: Open in 2035 

1 I-80 SOL/YOLO County Line to I-505 New lanes 226.3 460.3 

18* I-680/ 

I-580 

I-580/I-680 Direct Connectors (I-580 WB to I-

680 SB and I-680 NB to I-580 EB) 

New lanes 176.3 358.5 

19* I-580 Greenville Rd to ALA/SJQ County Line New lanes 222.2 451.9 

TOTAL  Phase V 624.8 1270.7 

Post 2040 

N/A
4 

I-680 NB N. Main St. to Livorna Rd New lane 200 >485 
* Already authorized under existing law 
1
  Does not include the operational gap closure on I-880 between the San Francisco Bay Bridge and Hegenberger  

2 
Both directions unless otherwise specified 

3 
This segment is proposed to convert existing HOV lane and to add a second express lane from Tassajara Rd to Vasco Rd 

4  
Long-term express lane construction project; not included fully in financial plan.  Not included in totals shown below. 

 Capital Cost in 

2010 $ (Mill.) 

Capital Cost in 

Escalated $ (Mill.) 

TOTAL Phases I through V 2,179 3,594 

Conversions 192 (9%) 232 (6%) 

New lanes 1,988 (91%) 3,362 (94%) 
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Summary of Phased Build Out in Base and Conservative Cases 

 

 
 



STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS. TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AOENCY EDMUND 0. BROWN Jr. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
P.O. BOX 23660
OAKLAND, CA 94623-0660
PHONE (510) 286-5900
FAX (510) 286-5903 Flex your power!
TTY 711 Be energy efficienil

September 2, 2011

Bimla Rhinehart
Executive Director
California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street
Room 221 (MS-52)
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) supports the Bay Area Infrastructure
Financing Authority’s (BAIFA) application to the California Transportation Commission (CTC)
for the Bay Area Express Lanes Public Partnership Application For High Occupancy Toll Lanes.
BAIFA is a joint exercise of powers agency formed by the Metropolitan Transportation
Commission (MTC) and the Bay Area Toll Authority seeking authority as a regional
transportation agency, by the consent of MTC, to develop and implement a high occupancy toll
facility.

The application was developed by the MTC in cooperation with the Department for BAIFA to
request the determination of eligibility, pursuant to the Section 149 of the Streets and Highway
Code, for an Express Lanes Facility. The proposed Express Lanes Facility would consist of
about 265 directional miles of express lanes, including 149 miles of existing HOV lanes to be
converted to express lanes, and 116 miles of new express lanes. The Express Lanes Facility is
comprised of five freeway routes: 1-80 in Alameda, Contra Costa and Solano Counties, 1-680 in
Contra Costa and Solano Counties, 1-880 in Alameda County, SR-84 in Alameda County and
SR-92 in Alameda County. The proposal also includes a 19.9 directional mile gap on 1-880 for
which tolling is not anticipated in the near future. Operational strategies will be employed to
enhance mobility on this segment instead. The Express Lanes Facility, when combined with
other corridors that already have statutory authority for express lanes, would constitute an
Express Lane “Network”.

The primary goal of the proposed Express Lanes Facility is to help optimize the freeway system
management and traffic operations by making use of the available unused capacity in the HOV
lanes. Additionally, the Express Lanes Facility would aid in expediting completion of the
region’s entire HOV lane network, encompassing other currently authorized corridors in the
region, to alleviate congestion for all freeway users.

“Ca/trans improves inability across Caflfornia”
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Caltrans District 4 has approved a Project Study Report (PSR) for a “backbone” set of freeway

corridors for which express lanes were considered. The Express Lanes Facility submitted in this

application is a subset of the “backbone” network. The PSR is programmatic and precedes

development of individual project initiation documents and the Project Approval and

Environmental Document phase for individual corridors of the proposed network.

In parallel with development of the programmatic PSR, the Department completed a qualitative

assessment of the traffic operational benefits of the proposed “backbone” network, including the

Express Lane Facility. As you will notice in the attached, the Department has determined that:

o In spite of their effectiveness in providing significant travel time savings, portions of the

existing 420 miles of HOV lanes in the San Francisco Bay Area are not being fully utilized.

Additionally, the 800 mile HOV network historically envisioned for the Bay Area includes

113 miles of programmed and 267 miles of unfunded HOV lanes which will remain

discontinuous due to right-of-way and funding challenges, and thus, not optimized to allow

the lanes to reach their full capacity.

o Some existing HOV lanes are near capacity. Once these lanes reach their capacity, their

effectiveness in terms of providing travel time savings to users will diminish. In order to

ensure continued travel time saving for transit users and carpoolers, either additional

capacity, if deemed feasible, will need to be added or the vehicle occupancy requirement

will need to be increased. It is expected that a change in the minimum carpool eligibility

requirements would result in increased traffic volumes in the adjacent general purpose

lanes and would accompany additional congestion, at least initially while the intended

increase in usage of transit and ridesharing take effect. Tolling and Express lane operations

can help reduce this impact by allowing solo drivers access to the carpool lane, not only

reducing demand and congestion in the adjacent lanes but also helping attain optimum

efficiency and full capacity of the system. Such changes are expected to be applied

incrementally over time and on a corridor by corridor basis upon detailed analyses of

needs, and as needed to maintain the integrity of carpool operations starting from 2020.

o The proposed Express Lanes Facility operations will serve as a complementary and an

effective tool for real-time multimodal system management operations, adding benefits due

to connectivity afforded by extending and closing existing gaps in the HOV network as

well as increased efficiency due to full utilization of the unused capacity in the HOV lanes.

Given the qualitative assessment and the programmatic approach, the exact benefits cannot

be quantified at this time; however, the resultant mobility benefits are expected to be

significant.

o The proposed Express Lanes Facility will be consistent with the established standards,

requirements, and limitations that apply to those facilities in Sections 149, 149.1, 149.3,

149.4, 149.5, 149.6 and 149.7 of the Streets and Highways Code. The network will be

integrated with and complement the previously authorized Express Lanes in Alameda and

Santa Clara Counties, on Interstates 580 and 680, U.S. 101, and State Routes 237 and 85.

“Ca/trans improves inobilily across C’aflfornia”
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o Full effectiveness of the proposed Express Lanes Facility will be realized via inclusion of
certain design considerations and operational criteria. These include careful selection of
access, operational hours, carpool eligibility, dynamic pricing, and network consistency, in
addition to uniform tolling and customer service, integration with toll collection and metering
operations at Bay Area toll bridges and re-investment of revenues. It is expected that these
criteria will be met through appropriate cooperative agreements and memoranda of
understanding among appropriate stakeholders, including the Department, MTC, the
California Highway Patrol, and other stakeholders.

In closing, the proposed Bay Area Express Lanes Facility is consistent with State Highway
System requirements and with the established standards, requirements, and limitations that
apply to those facilities in Sections 149, 149.1, 149.3, 149.4, 149.5, 149.6, and 149.7 of the
Streets and Highways Code. It is also consistent with the Department’s Traffic Operations
Program goals, including preserving safety, enhancing mobility, real-time multimodal
transportation system management, and providing choice and control for travelers. In addition,
the Express lanes network also allows the Department to engage in innovative solutions,
potentially involving public-private sector partnerships, in addressing transportation needs and
challenges.

Sincerely,

Distri t rector

Attachment: Traffic Operational Assessment, San Francisco Bay Area Express Lanes Network
dated August 31, 2011

Cc: Steve Heminger — Executive Director, MTC

Calirans improves inability across C’aflfornia”



Traffic Operational Assessment

SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA
BACKBONE EXPRESS LANES NETWORK

“s—a

ltWS*M

California Department of Transportation
District 4 — Office of Highway Operations

1

‘a, ‘a

t., ‘-

‘J “sc
a

Backbone Concept ‘

zr55

August 31, 2011



Traffic Operational Assessment

SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA
BACKBONE EXPRESS LANES NETWORK

I . INTRODUCTION

This evaluation focuses on the potential traffic operational benefits, i.e., congestion
reduction and mobility to convert existing and programmed High Occupancy Vehicle
(HOV) lanes in the San Francisco Bay Area to a backbone (High Occupancy Toll or)
Express Lanes Network. The need for this evaluation has arisen as part of a current
proposal by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) and the Bay Area
Infrastructure Financing Authority is to get authorization for conversion of HOV to
Express lanes on five below corridors hereinafter referred to as the “Facility”:

• Interstate 80 in Alameda, Contra Costa, and Solano Counties
• Interstate 680 in Contra Costa and Solano Counties
• Interstate 880 in Alameda County
• SR 84 in Alameda County
• SR 92 in Alameda County

A programmatic Project Study Report for the backbone Network that includes this
Facility has been completed by the MTC and approved by Caltrans. Future
implementation of all individual elements of the Express Lane Network will be subject to
detailed analyses and approval on appropriate corridor level bases, assuring further safety
and operational evaluations before actual implementation. Also, while mindful of other
influencing factors, such as market and consumer acceptance, pricing, or revenue
generation, this evaluation purposely does not intend to assess the financial feasibility of
the Express Lanes.

II. BACKGROUND

Existing HOV Lanes Network:

The San Francisco Bay Area has a population of over seven million people and consists
of nine counties: San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, Alameda, Contra Costa, Mann,
Napa, Sonoma, and Solano. The region’s highway network has consistently been ranked
as one of the most congested in the nation, and peak period congestion is expected to
grow in the future. An extensive network of HOV lanes is currently in place to reduce
solo commuting by encouraging ridesharing and transit use.

Currently, there are about 420 lane-miles of HOV lanes in the San Francisco Bay Area.
The first HOV lanes in the Bay Area were constructed in 1970’s. However, the major
expansion of the system started in early 1980’s when Santa Clara County residents
approved a tax measure to build HOV lanes on all major freeways in the South Bay.
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Since then, HOV lanes in the other counties of the Bay Area have been constructed in
accordance with the HOV Lane Master Plan that envisions an 800 lane-miles network in
the Bay Area.

HOV lanes in the Bay Area have design and operational characteristics that differ from
HOV facilities in Southern California. HOV lanes in this region are operated contiguous
with general purpose lanes and have continuous unlimited access into and out of the lane,
with no buffer (neither physical nor striped) separating them from the adjacent lanes.
The lane restrictions are in effect only during weekday commute periods (e.g. 5-9 a.m.
and 3-7 p.m.). During off-peak periods and on weekends, the lanes are open to all traffic.
Because HOV lanes in this region have historically been operated in this manner, these
factors will be considered in the operational and design approach to a Bay Area Express
Lane network.

Bay Area HOV lanes continue to be well-utilized and offer time savings. The average
peak hour speed in the HOV lane is about 61 mph, compared to average speed of general
purpose lanes of about 43 mph. The effective capacity of the HOV lane is about 1650 -

1700 vehicles per hour (vph). According to the HOV lane report for calendar year 2009
(http ://www. dot. ca. gov/dist4/highwayops/docs/hov report 2009.pdf), the majority of the
HOV lanes in the Bay Area have surplus unused capacity, even during the highest hour of
the commute. Because HOV usage is less in the shoulder hours of the peak period, more
unused capacity is available at hours immediately preceding or succeeding the peak.

In spite of their effectiveness in providing significant travel time savings, on average, the
existing HOV lanes are not being fully utilized in capacity, and the network remains
discontinuous due to right-of-way and funding challenges.

Proposed Backbone Express Lanes Network:

Prior legislation allows implementation of Express lanes in four corridors in the Bay
Area, consisting of two in Alameda County (Interstates 580 and 680) and two in Santa
Clara County (State Route 85/ U.S. 101 and State Route 237). HOV lanes are already in
operation in those corridors except for northbound 1-680. An Express lane has been in
operation on southbound 1-680 from Route 237 to Route 84 in Alameda and Santa Clara
Counties since September 2010.

The proposed backbone Express Lanes Network would consist of about 533 miles of
Express lanes, including 345 miles of existing and under development HOV lanes to be
converted to Express lanes, and 188 miles of new Express lanes. The primary goal of the
proposed network is to help optimize the freeway system management and traffic
operations. By making use of the available unused capacity in the HOV lanes, and

3
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expediting completion of the entire network, congestion for all freeway users could be
reduced.

Tolls will vary dynamically based on traffic volumes and congestion in the Express lane
and in the adjacent general purpose lanes. Higher tolls will be assessed during peak
commute hours when available unused capacity is limited and will be lowered at other
times. Peak spreading can be achieved by encouraging modal and temporal shifts to
other hours of the peak, further reducing the magnitude of congestion.

Revenue generated by these lanes can help close the HOV gaps and increase corridors
reliability for HOV lanes and help reduce congestion overall. Express lanes and toll
lanes have been in operation in the southern California but the only Express lane
currently operating in the Bay Area is a 14-miles segment of southbound 1-680 between
Route 84 in Alameda County to Route 237 in the Santa Clara County. The benefit
provided by this Express lane is currently being evaluated as there has not been enough
time to allow for the respective traffic operational patterns to stabilize.

Allowing toll paying solo-drivers in the HOV lanes, when there is available unused
capacity, facilitates optimization of the freeway system; thus, reducing congestion in
mixed flow lanes. Carpoolers and transit will continue to enjoy travel time savings (and
potentially cost savings over solo drivers). The proposed network will be dynamically
priced to ensure continued optimum travel time savings for the ridesharing and transit in
the lane converted from HOV to Express. Collected revenues will be applied towards
operating and maintaining the system as well as the completion of the network which in
turn will further promote ridesharing and transit through yet more travels time savings
and reliability.

U.S. & California Congestion Trends:

According to the 2009 Urban Mobility Report (UMR) by Texas Transportation Institute,
nationwide congestion of the metropolitan area has grown significantly from 1982 with
0.7 billion hours of delay to 3.3 billion hours of delay in 2007.

‘1
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Urban Areas Over I Million Population

Total Delay =

1982 0.7 Billion Hours
Een

Severe 8%

Heavy
8%

Modseate
11%

But the problem could be even worse in The regions over
I million population.

• Operational treatments save 276 million hours of delay.

• And if there were no public transportation sernice and
travelers used their cars, there would b’s an additional
616 million hours of delay.

2007
Total Delay =

3.3 Billion Flours

Consistent with national trends, congestion has been on the increase from 1987 to 2007 in
California and the Bay Area. In 2008 and 2009 the Bay Area and statewide congestion
dropped slightly due to reduction in employment rate and the general slowing of
economy.
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A preliminary comparison of data recently obtained from the California Performance
Measurement System (PeMS) revealed that the slight reduction in congestion seen in
2008 and in 2009 has since reversed with increasing daily congestion recorded in 2010.
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Congestion in the San Francisco Bay Area:

In 2009, the Bay Area commuters experienced an annual congestion of about four million
hours of delay. As depicted below, based on data collected via PeMS, this, on average, is
about 20% of the total statewide congestion on California freeways and highways.

2009 Statewide Congestion
(Total Annual vehicle-hours of delay based on 60 mph threshold)
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The Bay Area annual congestion data for each county and the top 20 most congested
locations are shown below. The Alameda County retained the number one congestion
ranking followed by Santa Clara, Contra Costa, San Francisco, San Mateo, Solano,
Sonoma, Mann, and Napa Counties. At the same time the Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
is also increased from 2009 to 2010, an indication of higher transportation demand.

Bay Area Congestion by County

DISTRICT 4 ANNUAL VEHICLE HOURS OF DELAY BY COUNTY

24)09 AVHD Ptrcent of District Total 2009 AVE-ID Percent of District Total
County (35 mph) 35 mph) 160 mph) 160 mph)

Alameda 5,550,000 318 13,230,000 33.0

Contra Costa 2,257.000 113 5,284,000 13.2

Mario 440,000 16 1,239,000 3.1

Napa 2,000 410 33,000 01

San Francisco 2,139,000 116 4,509.000 112

San Matea 1,851,000 10.9 3.745.000 9.3

SantaClara 3,180,000 18.8 7,966,000 19.9
Solano 1,100,000 6.5 2,736,000 6.8

Sonoma 393.000 2.3 1,360,000 3.4

Total 16,911,000 100.0 40,102,000 100.0

The County figures for AVHD at 35 mph do not sum exactly to the Total because of rounding to the ricaresi thousand.
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Future Population Growth:

The population of California is expected to increase in the next 20 years. Based on
Reason Foundation report in “Building Road to Reduce Congestion in America’s Cities”,
California is expected to add another 10 million people by 2030. According to 2009
ABAG projection the Bay Area population will pass 9 million in the years 2035, an
increase of 25% from about 7.3 million people in 2010.

Bay Area Population Projections
Source: 2009 ABAG
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Future Jobs Growth:

According to ABAG, about 3.5 million jobs were available in 2009 and that is expected
to increase to 5.1 million jobs by 2035, an increase of 46%. Most of the job growth is
expected to occur in the metropolitan area and while the growth rate is less than what was
expected during the height of the Bay Area economy, it is still expected to increase in the
future years. Below are job projections for each individual county and combined for all
nine Bay Area counties.

Bay Area Jobs Projections
Source: 2009 ABAG
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Future VMT Increase:

The 2008 California Motor Vehicle Stock, Travel & Fuel Forecast
(http://www.dot.ca.qov/hg/tsip/smb/mvstaff.html) reported by Caltrans Division of
Transportation System Information, has indicated that the Bay Area VMT will continue
to increase by 54% from 2010 to 2030, and to 73% by 2035.

Bay Area Traffic VMT Projections
In Billions Source: CT 2008 California Motor Vehicle Stock,

Travel and Fuel Forcast
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Future Traffic Congestion:

A more in-depth project level analysis for congestion for future years based on hourly
traffic volumes for mainline corridors and for all ramps using Micro-Simulation models
and more precise geometric plan will be completed as part of the individual project
approval process. Study in that magnitude for all corridors in the backbone network will
require significant amount of time and resources that cannot be completed at this time.
However we can say for certain that as population, VMT, and jobs continuous to grow
future congestion level will increase as well. According to Reason Foundation report in
“Building Road to Reduce Congestion in America’s Cities” currently San Francisco-
Oakland Bay Area has the nation’s third worst traffic congestion and it will experience
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even more severe congestion in the future. According to that report San Francisco-
Oakland currently has a Travel Time Index (TTI) of 1.54. This means that driving times
during peak traffic hours are 54 percent longer than during off-peak times. In 2030, the
travel time index is expected to be 1.86 meaning drivers will experience travel delays far
worse than even present-day Los Angeles (1.75).

Using the available congestion data recorded from PeMS and other data, it is estimated
that the current Bay Area congestion will increase by a minimum of about 50% in the
next 20 to 25 years.

San Francisco Bay Area

Traffic Congestion Trends
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Over 200,000 daily veh-hrs of delay is

Reported Annual Congestion expected in 2030 and beyond
250 000
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o o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Year

As seen by the above information, summarizing the existing and future congestion trends,
population and employment growth, leading to increased vehicle miles of travel, there is
a compelling case for ensuring full optimization of the transportation system. The
proposed backbone Express Network can undoubtedly be expected to fulfill a
proportionate role in enhancing the efficiency and full utilization of the capacity on the
Bay Area freeway system.
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III. TRAFFIC OPERATIONS EFFECTS OF EXPRESS LANES

Several approaches can be employed to better manage the existing transportation system
to its optimum potential. Maximizing capacity, increasing person throughput, reducing
traffic demand, or shifting demand to less congested periods are options to better manage
our existing transportation system. Many of these strategies are included in the various
Bay Area Corridor System Management Plans (CSMPs) and are being pursued in
cooperation with MTC, through the Freeway Performance Initiative. The Express Lanes
Network operations serve as a complementary and an effective tool for real-time
multimodal system management operations, adding additional capacity, connectivity,
travel time, reliability, transit, and system performance benefits. Of these, the added
capacity afforded through full utilization of the unused available capacity in the HOV
network and the enhance connectivity via extending and closing existing gaps in the
HOV network are expected to have the most prominent effects.

1. Connectivity Benefits:

Continuity and connectivity to and from major employment centers are essential in the
effectiveness of HOV lanes in encouraging ridesharing and transit as well as delivery of
meaningful travel time savings. Unless gaps are closed and logical extensions are made in
the HOV lane network, certain available capacity in the HOV lanes will remain unused,
and full system efficiency will not be achieved. The time savings and trip reliability
benefits provided by closing specific gaps in the HOV lane network can vary from
location to location. A recently completed HOV gap closure on US-lOl in Mann County
provides an example of the level of congestion relief that can be accomplished:

Southbound, morning commute.
• Maximum delay in general purpose lanes reduced by 72%from 29 to 8 minutes
• Maximum delay in HOV lane reduced by 77%from 22 to 5 minutes
• Congestion period reduced by 56%from 4.5 to 2 hours.

Northbound, afternoon commute:
• Maximum delay in genera/purpose lanes reduced by 50%from 12 to 6 minutes
• Maxim urn delay in HO V lanes reduced by 73 %from 5.5 to 1.5 minutes
• Congestedperiodreducedby 38%from 4 to 2.5 hours.

With many gaps still in the HOV lane network, transit and HOV lane users will not fully
experience reliable trips free of congestion in many freeway segments. Unfortunately,
right-of-way challenges and the associated high costs preclude closing of the existing
gaps in the HOV lanes network at this time and instead operational strategies will be
implemented to enhance the mobility on these segments. Such gaps, for example, include
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a 19.9-miles segment on both directions of 1-880, between the 1-80/580/880 distribution
structure and Hegenberger Road, in Alameda County.

Notwithstanding, as currently perceived, the proposed Express lanes network would
promote connectivity by including new facilities, HOV lane extensions and gap closures
on the Bay Area HOV Lane network. New and extensions projects included in the
network are:

a) Eastbound and westbound 1-80 between Airbase Parkway and 1-505 in Solano
County

b) Northbound 1-680 between SR-237 and SR-84 in Alameda and Santa Clara
Counties

c) Northbound 1-680 between North Main Street and SR-242 in Contra Costa
County

d) Westbound 1-5 80 between San Ramon Valley Road/Foothill Boulevard and
Greenville Road

e) Eastbound and westbound 1-5 80 between Greenville Road and the San Joaquin
County line in Alameda County

f) Northbound 1-880 between Lewelling Boulevard and Hegenberger Road in
Alameda County

g) Southbound 1-880 between Hegenberger Road and Marina Boulevard in Alameda
County

The network would also include system expansion to close the gap in the current HOV
lane. These gap closure projects include:

a) Eastbound and westbound 1-80 between Red Top Road and the Carquinez Bridge
in Solano County

b) Northbound and Southbound 1-680 between the Benicia-Martinez Bridge and I
80, including direct connectors between 1-80 and 1-680 in Solano County

c) 1-680 between North Main Street and Livorna Road in Contra Costa County

d) 1-680 between Alcosta Boulevard and SR-84, including direct connectors between
1-580 and 1-680 in Alameda County
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The anticipated gap closures and the system extensions that promote connectivity within
and to/from the Bay Area are expected to have significant operational benefits in travel
delays for carpools and transit, as well as an overall reduction in duration of the
congestion.

2. Capacity Benefits:

Utilization of the unused available capacity in the HOV lanes helps optimize the freeway
network’s overall capacity. With careful conversion of the HOV lanes to Express lanes,
when there is available capacity, vehicle-throughput can be increased and mainline
congestion can be reduced for all users. The conversion will provide choice for solo
vehicles to access the Express lanes. The reduction in the mainline congestion will vary
based upon the available capacity in the peak hour and other hours of the peak periods.

Constructing additional Express lanes particularly on corridors with high traffic demand
will increase capacity and person throughput but it cannot be implemented on many
corridors due to environmental and right-of-way constraints as well as prohibitive capital
costs. Encouraging modal and temporal shifts to other hours of the peak period when
capacity is available can increase the overall person throughput with careful pricing.

In order to help quantify the potential benefits of the proposed Express Lanes Network,
available capacity in each of the proposed corridors was evaluated based on the
respective current minimum HOV occupancy requirement, existing traffic volumes and
future traffic projections. A preliminary evaluation was made for all Bay Area corridors
using existing data from Caltrans HOV lane monitoring report and future peak hour HOV
forecast provided by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (Attachment 2) and
approved by Caltrans. Please note that HOV forecast is based on current occupancy
requirement. The tables, on the pages following, summarize the estimated increase in
total capacity (or throughput) during peak hour for current and future years. As seen by
the tables, with the current occupancy requirements remaining unchanged, there are
certain corridors where there would be no expected available unused capacity. However,
some corridors will have available (unused) capacity that may be utilized for tolling in
the interest of system optimization, particularly during the near-term. For the longer
term, additional available unused capacity may be available in some corridors such as
Santa Clara Route 85 or on Interstate 580 in Alameda County, where adding a second
Express lane is possible.

While the expected capacity enhancements vary widely from corridor to corridor, the overall
benefit of the conversion from HOV to Express Lanes operation is considered significant.
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Estimated Increase in Total Capacity

For

Routes Requesting Express Lane Authority (peak hour)

One Express Lane Two_Express_Lanes
County/Dir/Rte/Peak 2010 2020 2035 2020 2035

ALA/CC EB 1-80 (AM peak), 3+ 18% 18% 18% N/A N/A

ALA/CC EB 1-80 (PM peak), 3+ 4% 4% 3% N/A N/A

ALA/CC WB 1-80 (AM Peak), 3+ 0% 0% 0% N/A N/A

ALA/CC WB 1-80 (PM Peak), 3+ 14% 11% 10% N/A N/A

SOL EB 1-80 (AM Peak), *2+ 16% 16% 15% N/A N/A

SOL EB 1-80 (PM Peak), *2+ 11% 9% 6% N/A N/A

SOL WB 1-80 (AM Peak), *2+ 14% 6% 5% N/A N/A

SQL WB 1-80 (PM Peak), *2+ 15% 9% 8% N/A N/A

ALA/SCL SB 1-880 (AM Peak), 2+ 0% 0% A0% N/A N/A

ALA/SCL SB 1-880 (PM Peak), 2+ 8% 7% 5% N/A N/A

ALA/SCL NB 1-8 80 (AM Peak), 2+ 3% 3% AJ% N/A N/A

ALA/SCL NB 1-880 (PM Peak), 2+ 3% 3% A0% N/A N/A

CC/SQL NB 1-680 (AM Peak), 2+ 10% 5% A0% N/A N/A

CC/SQL NB 1-680 (PM Peak), 2+ 7% 3% 3% N/A N/A

CC/SOL SB 1-680 (AM Peak), 2+ 2% 0% A0% N/A N/A

CC/SQL SB 1-680 (PM Peak), 2+ 15% 3% A0% N/A N/A

Notes

Reflects current HOV occupancy requirement, unless otherwise noted.

A Improved mobility can be expected with a 3+ occupancy requirement for 3 hours each
during the am/p.m. peaks and careful pricing to attract adequate solo users.
Minimum occupancy requirement can revert back to 2+ at all other times.

2+ occupancy requirement in Solano County must be increased to 3+ to match the
occupancy in Contra Costa and Alameda Counties prior to the completion of the
last HOV lane segments of this corridor to provide a seamless connected HOV
lane.
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Estimated Increase in Total Capacity

For

Routes with Existing Express Lane Legislative Authority (peak hour)

Exps Lawo Expss ijJ
2Jffi 2WJO2

ALA NB 1-680 (AM Peak), 2+ N/A 8% 2%

___________________________

EL EL EL

_______________

18% 18% 11% 38% 31%

ALA NB 1-680 (PM Peak), 2+ N/A 7% A0%

ALA SB 1-6 80 (AM Peak), 2+ EL EL EL

ALA SB 1-680 (PM Peak), 2+

ALA EB 1-5 80 (AM Peak), 2+

ALA EB 1-580 (PM Peak), 2+ 10% colO% 0% cc3O% co2O%

ALA WB 1-5 80 (AM Peak), 2+ N/A cc 10% 0% cc30% cc20%

ALA WB 1-580 (PM Peak), 2+ N/A 18% 6% 38% 26%

SCL/SM NB US 101 (AM Peak), 2+ 0% 0% 0% 25% 20%

SCL/SM NB US 101 (PM Peak), 2+ 13% 10% 7% 37% 33%

SCL/SM SB US 101 (AM Peak), 2+ 10% 7% 2% 33% 28%

SCL/SM SB US 101 (PM Peak), 2+ 0% 0% 0% 22% 18%

SCL NB SR 85 (AM Peak), 2+ 0% 0% 0% 40% 38%

SCLNBSR85(PMPeak),2+ 33% 33% 25% 73% 65%

SCL SB SR 85 (AM Peak), 2+ 35% 33% 33% 73% 73%

SCL SB SR 85 (PM Peak), 2+ 0% 0% 0% 35% 33%

Notes

Reflects current HOV occupancy requirement, unless otherwise noted.

00 Available capacity will be less, if higher forecast HOV volumes by Alameda County (2006)
are used.

A Improved mobility can be expected with a 3+ occupancy requirement for 3 hours each
during the a.m./.m. peaks and careful pricing to attract adequate solo users. Minimum
occupancy requirement can revert back to 2+ at all other times.

* 2+ occupancy requirement in Solano County must be increased to 3+ to match the occupancy
in Contra Costa and Alameda Counties prior to the completion of the last HOV lane segments
of this corridor to providc a seamless connected HOV lane.

A discussion of the expected capacity enhancement afforded by the proposed conversion
of HOV to Express Lanes for each corridor is provided below:
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INTERSTATE 80, from the Bay Bridge Toll Plaza in Alameda County to the
Solano/Yolo County Line.

Alameda and Contra Costa Counties: The current HOV lane minimum occupancy
requirement in both directions is 3+, hours of operations are: 5 — 10 a.m., 3 — 7 p.m.,
Monday through Friday.

• Eastbound: The peak direction of travel for eastbound direction occurs in the
evening hours. Current peak hour usage in the HOV lane is just above 1300
vehicles per hour (vph). Because of physical constraints at the San Francisco
Oakland Bay Bridge (SFOBB) and the distribution structure at 1-80/1-580/1-880
interchange, future HOV volumes are not expected to increase significantly from
current levels. Therefore some capacity will be available for express vehicles
during the peak commute hours. With a conversion to an Express lane, existing
mainline capacity can be increased by approximately 4% and future capacity in
2020 by approximately 4% and in 2035 by 3%. Minor improvement in congestion
for general purpose lanes without degradation of HOV lane in the peak hour can
be expected with conversion to an Express lane. In the shoulder of the peak
additional capacity in the HOV lane is available although no major time savings is
expected. An increase of capacity of about 8% in the shoulder of the peak can also
be expected based on existing HOV lane volumes. Additional weekend capacity is
also available however careful pricing will be needed to make sure adequate
number of vehicles utilizing the Express lane to prevent creating congestion due
to loss of unrestricted capacity.

The eastbound morning peak will have capacity available but no congestion is
expected to occur as this is/will be the off-peak direction, therefore no significant
time saving from recurrent congestion will be realized. The conversion to Express
lane will increase the capacity by 18%. With Express lane, the travel time savings
for the off-peak hours and weekend from non-recurrent congestion due to
incidents can be significant.

• Westbound: The westbound peak commute direction on 1-80 is in the morning.
Due to high time saving benefits experienced by HOV users, the current HOV
lane in the peak hour is at capacity and some slow down and congestion in the
HOV lane occurs daily. As a result, there is no capacity available for a conversion
to an Express lane in the westbound morning peak hours within this segment of
the corridor. In addition, with 3+ occupancy currently required in the HOV lane it
would be impractical and unlikely that an increase in occupancy to 4+ would
occur any time soon to provide additional capacity for an Express lane.

‘1
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The HOV lane usage in the westbound evening peak is about 500 vph and is
expected to increase to 800 vph in 2035. Capacity will be available for an Express
lane conversion which could improve congestion in the general purpose lanes that
currently exist between University Avenue and the 1-580/1-880 junction. With
conversion to an Express lane the existing capacity can be increased by
approximately 14% and the available capacity in 2020 by approximately 11% and
by 10% in 2035.

Solano County: The current HOV lane minimum occupancy requirement in both
directions is 2+, hours of operations are: 5 — 10 a.m., 3 —7 p.m., Monday through Friday.

• Eastbound: It is expected that capacity for 1-80 corridor will also be available for
Solano County as well. Unlike Alameda and Contra Costa Counties where the
peak hour HOV lanes are either at or near capacity, the Solano County HOV lane
has available capacity. Currently some evening congestion occurs on eastbound I-
80 at around 1-680 interchange. No degradation of HOV lane is expected as the
current HOV lane usage is about 700 vph in the evening peak and that volumes
are expected to grow to about 1100 vph in 2035. With a conversion to an Express
lane the existing capacity can be increased by approximately 11% and available
capacity in 2020 by approximately 9% and capacity increase in 2035 by 6%. In
the shoulder of the peak and on weekends additional capacity in the HOV lane is
also available although no major time savings is expected during typical traffic
condition. During major incidents time savings can be noticeable and with proper
pricing usage of the lane can be increased with conversion to an Express lane.

The eastbound morning peak will have capacity available but no recurrent
congestion is expected to occur as this is and will be the off-peak direction and
therefore no significant time saving will be realized. Conversion to Express lane
will increase the morning peak capacity by 15% to 16%. With Express lane the
travel time savings for the off-peak hours and weekend from non-recurrent
congestion due to incidents can be significant.

• Westbound: The westbound peak commute direction is in the morning and the
current HOV usage is about 500 vph. The peak hour HOV usage by 2035 is
expected to double the current volumes. There is existing congestion near 1-780,
which Express lane users can bypass. With a conversion to an Express lane
existing capacity can be increased by approximately 14% and available capacity
in 2020 by approximately 6% and capacity increase in 2035 by 5%.

The westbound evening peak will have capacity available but no recurrent
congestion is expected to occur as this is and will be the off-peak direction and
therefore no significant time saving will be realized. The conversion to Express

‘1
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lane will increase the existing capacity by 15% and future capacity from 8% to
9%.

The minimum occupancy requirement of 2+ in Solano County would have to be
increased to 3+ to match the occupancy rate in Contra Costa and Alameda
Counties prior to the completion of the last HOV lane segments of this corridor
that will provide a seamless connected HOV lane. Additional capacity in the
Express lane in the Solano County will be available with conversion to 3+ and
with careful pricing the utilization of Express lane can be increased to prevent
unnecessary slow down in the general purpose lanes.

INTERSTATE 880, from Route 85 in Santa Clara County to Hegenberger Road in
Alameda County. This is the main corridor for trucks to access port of Oakland and truck
percentage in this corridor is from 9% to 11% of total traffic.

Alameda and Santa Clara Counties: The current HOV lane minimum occupancy
requirement in both directions is 2+, hours of operations are: 5 — 9 a.m., 3 — 7 p.m.
Monday through Friday.

• Southbound: There is no defined peak direction in this corridor. Current HOV
lane usage in the morning peak is about 1300 vph south of Hesperian and is
expected to increase to about 1500 vph by 2035 in the morning peak hour.
Congestion in the morning peak hour occurs between SR 238 and SR 92 for
approximately 3 hours in the general purpose lanes. Theoretically the HOV lane
has some available capacity in the current year but the lane slows down near SR
92 and therefore is most likely near capacity already. Because of that the
conversion to Express lane would provide a minimal improvement to the future
congestion in the general purpose lanes on southbound 1-880 approaching SR 92
interchange. It is expected however that some capacity would still be available to
improve trip reliability at other portions of this corridor.

The existing HOV usage in the evening peak hour is slightly less than the peak
hour usage in the morning. Currently, about 1100 vph utilized HOV lane in the
peak hour. Congestion occurs between SR 238 and Industrial Boulevard in the
general purpose lanes on a daily basis. HOV usage is expected to increase to
about 1300 vph by 2035 near Whipple Road and near Coleman Avenue therefore
there is available capacity in the HOV lane in the evening peak hour. With a
conversion of HOV lane to an Express lane, existing general purpose lanes
capacity can be increased by approximately 8%, by about 7% in 2020 and by
about 5% in 2035.
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• Northbound: Current HOV lane usage is about 1400 vph north of Whipple Road

and is expected to increase to about 1600 vph by 2035 in the morning peak hour.
Existing congestion occurs between Whipple Road to SR 92 for about 2 hours on

a daily basis in the general purpose lanes. There is a small amount of capacity
available in the HOV lane and with a conversion to an Express lane existing and
2020 capacity can be increased by approximately 3%. However, by 2035 there

would be no capacity available in the HOV lane.

Current HOV lane usage is about 1400 vph north of Whipple Road and is
expected to increase to about 1600 vph by 2035 in the evening peak hour.
Existing congestion occurs between Decoto Road to SR 92 for about 3 hours, also

between SR 262 Mission and Automall Parkway for about 1 hour. There is a
small amount of capacity available in the HOV lane and with a conversion to an

EL existing capacity can be increased by approximately 3% and by about 3% in
2020. However, by 2035 there would be no capacity available in the HOV lane.

With EL the travel time savings for the off-peak hours and weekend from non-
recurrent congestion due to incidents can be significant.

INTERSTATE 680, from the Alameda/Contra Costa County Line to 1-80 in Solano

County.

Contra Costa and Solano Counties - the current HOV lane minimum occupancy

requirement is 2+, hours of operation 5 — 9 a.m., 3 —7 p.m., Monday through Friday on

mainline, and 3+ during 5 — 10 a.m. and 3 — 7 p.m., Monday through Friday, at the

Benicia/Martinez Bridge toll plaza.

• Northbound: The northbound peak in the morning hours occurs between Alcosta
Boulevard and Livorna Road with an HOV lane usage of about 1000 vph. The
HOV lane usage is expected to increase to 1700 vph by 2035. In the interim years

there would be available capacity for a conversion to an Express lane. With a
conversion to an Express lane the current capacity can be increased by
approximately 10% and by about 5% in 2020. This will relieve some congestion

in the general purpose lanes until the HOV lane usage reaches capacity prior to

2035.

In the evening, the highest HOV usage will be between State Route 242 and
Marina Vista interchange at about 1200 vph. The HOV lane usage is expected to
increase to 1400 vph by 2035. There would be available capacity for a conversion

to an EL that would also provide congestion improvement in the general purpose

lanes. With a conversion to an Express lane existing capacity can be increased by
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approximately 7% and future capacity by approximately 3% in 2020 and also in
2035.

• Southbound: In morning, the southbound peak direction of travel in this corridor
is between the Marina Vista and North Main Street with an HOV lane usage of
about 1400 vph. The HOV lane usage is expected to reach its capacity with
projected volumes of about 1800 vph by 2035 or sooner. There is a small amount
of capacity available in the HOV lane initially and with a conversion to an
Express lane existing capacity can be increased by approximately 2%. However,
by 2020 there would be no capacity available in the HOV lane.

In the evening the HOV lane usage is about 700 vph, between Livorna Road and
Alcosta Boulevard. The future HOV lane usage is expected to increase to 1700
vph by 2035. There is available capacity currently in the HOV lane and with a
conversion to an Express lane existing capacity can be increased by
approximately 15% and by 3% in 2020. However, by 2035 there would be no
capacity available in the HOV lane.

Alameda County - The current HOV lane minimum occupancy requirement is 2+, and
the hours of operation is 5 —9 a.m., 3 —7 p.m., Monday through Friday.

• Northbound: Currently significant delays occur in the evening peak as demand
traffic exceeds the available capacity. There is no existing HOV lane in the
northbound direction however the addition of HOV lane is expected to improve
congestion from the day of opening. The usage of HOV lane during the evening
peak period is expected to be similar to the morning peak in the southbound
direction (600-800 vph) initially but that will increase to about 1200 vph in 2020
and about 1600 vph in 2035. In 2020, there would be about 7% available capacity
in the HOV lane for an Express lane conversion. However, by 2035 there will be
no available capacity.

The northbound morning peak will have capacity available but no recurrent
congestion is expected to occur as this is and will be the off-peak direction and
therefore no significant time saving will be realized. The conversion to Express
lane however will increase the capacity by 8% in 2020 and by 2% in 2035.

• Southbound: There is an EL from Route 84 in Alameda County to SR 237 in
Santa Clara County in operation. The current usage of the Express lane is about
1100 vph in the morning peak with about one half HOV’s and the other half solo
vehicles. Travel times savings varies from day to day but on an average the
Express lane provides about 3 minutes of time savings daily. The section north of
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Route 84 is congested so an addition of Express lane in that area can add to the
travel time savings for Express lane users.

There is no recurrent congestion in the evening peak hours in the southbound
direction in Alameda County as that is the off peak direction. No recurrent
congestion occurs on weekend.

INTERSTATE 580 corridor from 1-680 to 1-205 in Alameda County, a distance of2l
miles. This corridor is currently authorized for Express Lane operations. Main commute
route between the affordable residential communities in San Joaquin Valley and
employment centers at tn valley and Silicon Valley. The only HOV lane on this corridor
is currently in eastbound direction with minimum occupancy requirement of 2+; hours of
operation are 5 — 9 a.m., 3 — 7 p.m., Monday through Friday.

• Eastbound: In evening, the eastbound direction is the peak direction with an HOV
lane usage of about 800 vph. The opening of HOV lanes completed recently has
significantly reduced the recurrent congestion in the peak commute hours.
Congestion however is expected to increase in the future. The HOV lane is
expected to increase to about 1700 vph in 2035. There is available capacity for an
EL conversion in the interim which would improve congestion in the GP lanes
prior to 2035. With a conversion to an Express lane existing capacity can be
increased by approximately 10% and capacity in 2020 by 10%. However, by 2035
there would be no capacity available in the HOV lane. A study by the Alameda
County Transportation Commission in 2006 concluded that the capacity of the
single HOV lane will be reached prior to 2020 and as a result a second HOV lane
between Tassajara Road and Vasco Road is being designed to be constructed in
time for conversion to Express lane. With the added second Express lane the
available capacity will be increased by about 20%.

There is no recurrent congestion in the morning peak hours and the current HOV
usage is about 200 vph. The utilization of HOV’s in expected to remain at 200
vph and to increase to about 700 vph by 2035. The increase in capacity by
conversion to Express lane will be 18%, 18% in 2020, and 11% in 2035.

• Westbound: In the morning, the peak commute direction is in the westbound
direction as San Joaquin residents headed to employment centers in the east and
south bay that results in significant daily congestion. Currently there is no HOV
lane in the westbound direction, however there is a planned HOV lane with an
expected HOV lane usage of 800 vph in 2020 and 1800 vph in 2035. There is
available capacity for an Express lane conversion in the interim, about 10% in
2020, which would improve the overall congestion prior to 2035 but similar to the
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eastbound direction the single lane capacity can be reached by 2020. With the
added second Express lane the capacity will be increased by about 20%.

There is no recurrent congestion in the evening hours except at the approach to
the 1-680 interchange. The HOV usage in 2020 is expected to be at about 200 vph
and in 2035 at about 1100 vph and the increase in capacity will be 18% in 2020
and 6% in 2035.

US-lU 1 corridor from Cochrane Road in Santa Clara County to Whipple Avenue in San
Mateo County a distance of nearly 42 miles in each direction. The Santa Clara County
portion of this corridor is currently authorized for Express lane operations and a new
legislation extended authorization into San Mateo County. Authorization also exists for
the segment between Cochrane Road and the San Benito County Line.

Santa Clara and San Mateo County: The minimum occupancy requirement for HOV lane
is 2+ and the mainline hours of operations are 5 - 9 a.m., 3 - 7 p.m., —Monday through
Friday.

Northbound: The peak direction of travel is in the morning peak and the HOV
lane is currently at capacity with about 1600 vph around downtown San Jose.
Congestion in the HOV lane occurs at around Mckee Road and between North
First Street and Trimble Road. Traffic demand for HOV lane is expected to
increase to about 2000 vph in 2035. Because of high demand for the HOV lane
already, for a conversion to an EL an additional lane would need to be constructed
to provide a two lane EL facility with the needed capacity. With a two lane
Express lane, the mainline capacity will be increased by 27% immediately, by
25% in 2020 and by 20% in 2035.

In the evening, the northbound HOV lane usage is about 800 vph north of SR 85
interchange in Mountain View. The HOV lane usage is expected to increase to
about 1200 vph in 2035. There is currently capacity available in the HOV lane.
With an Express lane conversion existing capacity can be increased by about 13%
and available capacity in 2020 by approximately 10% and by approximately 7%
in 2035. However, about 37% more capacity will be added in 2020 when the
second Express lane is provided and 33% in 2035.

• Southbound: In the evening, the southbound direction is the peak commute
direction. Similar to the northbound direction, the southbound HOV lane is
currently at capacity with about 1650 vph in the evening peak with HOV
congestion approaching the downtown area. Daily congestion and slow-downs in
the general purpose lanes occur between Lawrence Expressway and Tully Road.
Before conversion to an Express lane, an additional lane would need to be
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constructed to provide the needed capacity with a two lane Express lane facility.
The expected HOV demand by 2035 is forecast to be at about 2100 vph. With the
second Express lane, the overall capacity of the corridor is expected to increase by
about 22% in 2020 and 18% in 2035.

In the morning, the southbound HOV lane usage is currently at about 1000 vph.
This usage is expected to increase to about 1500 vph in 2035. There is currently
capacity available in the HOV lane. With an Express lane conversion existing
capacity can be increased by about 10% and available capacity in 2020 by 7% and
by approximately 2% in 2035. However, in 2020 about 33% and in 2035 about
28% more capacity will be added when the second Express lane is provided.

State Route 85 corridor in Santa Clara County from southern US- 101 interchange in
south San Jose to northern US-lOl interchange in Mountain View a distance of about 24
miles. This corridor currently has legislative authorization for Express lane operations.
HOV lane minimum occupancy requirement, 2+, hours of operations 5 - 9 a.m., 3 - 7
p.m., —Monday through Friday on mainline.

• Northbound: In the morning, the northbound direction is the peak direction. The
HOV lane is currently at capacity and mainline congestion between Santa Teresa
Boulevard and Saratoga Avenue. The volumes in the HOV lanes are recorded to
be at about 1200 vph but because of some slow down in the lane from SR 87 to
north of Winchester Boulevard demand traffic are higher than what is recorded.
The HOV lane usage is expected to increase by about 100 vph in 2035. To
alleviate the current and future slow-downs in the HOV lanes an additional lane
between Route 87 and 1-280 where HOV demand is high will increase the
available capacity by about 40% in 2020 and by 38% in 2035, when it is
converted to Express lane.

The evening peak will have capacity available but no recurrent congestion is
expected to occur as this is/will be the off-peak direction and therefore no
significant time saving will be realized except during incidents. The conversion to
Express lane will increase the capacity by 33% and 25%. The capacity will
increase significantly with the second Express lane.

• Southbound: The peak commute direction occurs in the evening hours with about
1200 vph HOV lane usage. Similar to the northbound direction, the HOV lane
slows down between 1-280 and Camden Avenue, which indicates that demand
traffic is higher than the volumes recorded. As such capacity is not available. The
HOV lane usage is expected to increase by an additional 300 vph in 2035. For a
conversion to an Express lane an additional lane would need to be constructed
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between 1-2 80 and Route 87 to provide a two lane Express lane facility. That will
increase the current available capacity by about 35% in 2020 and 33% in 2035.

The morning peak will have capacity available but no recurrent congestion is
expected to occur as this is/will be the off-peak direction and therefore no
significant time saving will be realized except during incidents. The current
capacity with the conversion to Express lane will be about 35%, 33% in future
years and significantly higher with the second Express lane.
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Estimated traffic conditions with 3+ minimum occupancy requirement:

Table below summarizes the expected added freeway capacity with conversion to three-
or-more persons per vehicle in 2020, based on 3+ forecast data, for corridors currently
operating with 2+ minimum carpool occupancy requirement (see attachment 3).

Estimated Increase in Total Capacity For

Routes Requesting Express Lane Authority

with 3+ occupancy requirement (peak hour)

. ‘Oig Express Le :t.

CoUn.ty/Dir/Rte/PeJ to.. o os j
ALA/CC EB 1-80 (AM peak), 3+ - No Change No Change

ALA/CC EB 1-80 (PM peak), 3+ - No Change No Change

ALA/CC WB 1-80 (AM Peak), 3+ - No Change No Change

ALA/CC WB 1-80 (PM Peak), 3+ - No Change No Change

SQL EB 1-80 (AM Peak), 3+ - NR NR

SQL EB 1-80 (PM Peak), 3+ - NR NR

SQL WB 1-80 (AM Peak), 3+ - NR NR

SQL WB 1-80 (PM Peak), 3+ - NR NR

ALA SB 1-880 (AM Peak), 3+ - 2-3% 1-5%

ALA SB 1-880 (PM Peak), 3+ - 1-2% 2-3%

ALA NB 1-880 (AM Peak), 3+ - 2-3% 1-3%

ALA NB 1-880 (PM Peak), 3+ - 2-7% 2-5%

CC ** NB 1-680 (AM Peak), 3+ - 3-6% 1-5%

CC ** NB 1-680 (PM Peak), 3+ - 2-8% 3-7%

CC ** SB 1-680 (AM Peak), 3+ - 2-6% 3-6%

CC ** SB 1-680 (PM Peak), 3+ - 3-8% 2-8%
SQL** NB 1-6 80 (AM Peak), 3+ - NR NR

SOL** NB 1-6 80 (PM Peak), 3+ - NR NR

SQL** SB 1-680 (AM Peak), 3+ - NR NR

SOL** SB 1-680 (PM Peak), 3+ - NR NR

Notes
NR: Not recommended until all HOV/EL gaps in the entire corridor are completed and connected to

CC portion, or unless future traffic volumes for HOV/EL will be higher than is forecasted.
** The estimated capacity increase shown are for segments of 1-680 in CC County south of the SR 24

interchange. A 3+ conversion north of SR 24 interchange in Contra Costa County and in the entire
Solano County on either direction and in both future years is not recommended unless all gaps in
the HOV/EL are completed, or unless future traffic forecast for HOV/EI. will actually be higher
than what is forecasted today.
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This evaluation is for all three corridors that are in the authorization request:

1-80 in Solano County: An increase in the minimum occupancy requirement to 3+ in the
year 2020 is not expected to attract many users in the HOV/Express Lanes in Solano
County and as a result it will increase traffic volumes in the general purpose lanes.
However the added traffic volumes are not expected to cause congestion in the general
purpose lanes but a 3+ requirement will cause HOV/Express lanes to be underutilized
with low volumes, which can generate negative public reaction. As such increasing the
occupancy requirement to 3+ in Solano County segment could be delayed until the last
segment of gap closure project is completed, unless future traffic volumes for
HOV/Express Lanes will actually be higher than is forecasted. Operating with the same
occupancy requirement in the corridor without any gaps will ensure the continuity in the
HOV/EL throughout this corridor.

1-680 in Alameda & Contra Costa Counties: An increase in the minimum occupancy
requirement for 1-680 HOV/EL to 3+ is expected to improve mobility for the segments
south of the SR 24 interchange in both directions by the year 2020. But conversion to 3+
for segments north of SR 24 interchange could be delayed and evaluated later for years
beyond 2020, unless future traffic volumes for HOV/EL will actually be higher than is
forecasted. Conversion to 3+ for the segment north of the SR 24 interchange in 2020 in
both directions will increase traffic volumes in the general purpose lanes however that is
not expected to cause congestion in the GP lanes.

There is a gap closure project currently in preliminary evaluation phase for the
southbound direction to connect the HOV lane north of the SR 24 interchange to the
south of the interchange. If that project is completed by the year 2020 then the increase in
minimum occupancy requirement to 3+ in the southbound direction will need to be
implemented to avoid motorists’ confusion. There is no cost effective project currently
planned in the northbound direction of 1-68 0 to connect the HOV lanes from south of the
SR 24 interchange to the north of the interchange.

1-680 in Solano County: An increase in minimum occupancy requirement to 3+ for
segments in Solano County is not expected to attract enough users to the HOV/EL. That
would increase traffic volumes in the GP lanes however it is not expected to cause
congestion on either direction. Beside the operational need, consistency in the minimum
occupancy requirement on 1-80 and 1-680 in Solano County may be considered as one
possible factor prior to change in the occupancy requirement.

1-880 in Alameda County: Increasing the minimum occupancy requirement to 3+ for this
corridor in the Alameda County is expected to improve mobility in both directions.
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SR 84 in Alameda County: Current peak hour usage of HOV lane is about 1,200 vph. It is
expected that in the near future the capacity of the 2+ HOV lane will be reached. Increase
in minimum occupancy requirement to 3+ will ensure time saving benefit for carpool and
transit users is maintained. Conversion to Express Lane will therefore be necessary to
alleviate the impact of additional traffic demand in the general purpose lanes by allowing
access to the carpool lane by non-carpool lanes for fee. Prior to increasing the minimum
occupancy requirement, the current legislation (AB 2132 enacted on January 1992) that
mandated a two-or-more occupancy requirement must be amended.

SR 92 in Alameda County: Current peak hour usage of HOV lane is about 1,100 vph. It is
expected that in the near future the capacity of the 2+ HOV lane will be reached. Increase
in minimum occupancy requirement to 3+ will ensure time saving benefit for carpool and
transit users is maintained. Conversion to Express Lane will therefore be necessary to
alleviate the impact of additional traffic demand in the general purpose lanes by allowing
access to the carpool lane by non-carpool lanes for fee. Prior to increasing the minimum
occupancy requirement, the current legislation (AB 2132 enacted on January 1992) that
mandated a two-or-more occupancy requirement must be amended.

IV. Considerations & Criteria for Operational Effectiveness:

In order to gain the operational benefits of the available capacity in the Bay Area HOV
lanes through a conversion to tolling, certain considerations and criteria are required as
follows:

• With careful conversion of HOV lanes to Express lanes, network capacity and vehicle
throughput can be increased and mainline congestion can be reduced for all users.
The amount of congestion reduction will depend on the surplus HOV lane capacity in
the peak hour and other hours of the peak periods.

• Even on corridors where HOV lanes operate at or near capacity during the peak hour,
surplus capacity is available during the shoulder hours of the peak commute periods
for use by tolled vehicles.

• All pertaining Statutes of California Streets and Highway Code section 149, which
mandate appropriate traffic flow guidelines for the purpose of ensuring optimal use of
the Express lanes by high-occupancy vehicles without adversely affecting other
traffic on the state highway system, will be met.
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• Priority for buses and carpools must be maintained. Current statutes require the HOV
and Express lanes to operate at LOS C/D or better with operating speeds of 45 MPH
or more. Tolls will be set dynamically based on traffic volumes and traffic conditions
in both the Express lane and adjacent general purpose lanes. If the mandated level of
service cannot be maintained consistently during certain periods, then the lane would
be operated only as an HOV lane at those times. Thus, the proposed Express lanes
must be operated such that capacity is never exceeded and operating speeds remain at
or above 45 miles per hour to maintain time savings benefits.

• Maximizing use of the Express lane will require that access to the lane have as few
restrictions as possible. The recently developed Caltrans Managed Lane Guidelines
will be used to ensure that the most appropriate access design will be implemented.

• The access configuration for express lanes will need to be designed carefully to avoid
operational impacts. The limited access configuration on the existing express lane on
southbound Ala-680 has resulted in a reduction in the number of HOVs using the
lane. District 4 is currently evaluating the possibility of implementing Express lanes
with no access control on other corridors. The recently published Caltrans’ Traffic
Operation Program Policy Directive requires detailed analysis of all managed lanes in
accordance with Streets and Highway Code section 149, which call for competent
engineering estimates to be made on the effects of a managed lanes on safety,
congestion, and highway capacity prior to constructing such lanes. Analysis will be
done for 20 years after implementation to ensure future safety and mobility of
freeways is preserved. See Attachment 1.

It is intended that during the project level analyses for any future Express lanes,
specific access configuration(s) will be analyzed in detail to ensure all concerns and
impacts are addressed.

• Some HOV lane facilities have already reached capacity in parts of some corridors. If
capacity in the peak hour throughout the corridor is not available, due to significant
ridesharing, and widening is not feasible, consideration may be given to raising the
minimum HOV occupancy requirement either during the entire peak period or the
peak hour, subject to analyses of impacts in the general purpose lanes, and upon
significant stakeholder and public outreach.

Raising the minimum HOV occupancy is expected to associate significant public
resistance and may increase congestion. Increasing the minimum HOV occupancy
requirement from 2+ to 3+ passengers per vehicle can ensure time savings incentive
for transit and qualified HOV lane users. However, absent increased transit use and
formation of 3+ carpools, moving the existing (made ineligible) 2+ occupancy
vehicles into the general purpose lanes can result in increased congestion. If not

Nb
29



Traffic Operational Assessment

SAN FRANCISCO BAY AREA
BACKBONE EXPRESS LANES NETWORK

mitigated, the added congestion will negatively impact mobility and will most likely

result in public dissatisfaction. The negative result will be particularly apparent in

those corridors where with 2+ occupancy carpool eligibility, congestion in the HOV

lanes is not significant in magnitude; occurs only for a short period; and/or occurs

only at few isolated spots within a long corridor.

Accordingly, to ensure public acceptance and to avoid increased congestion, any

increase in the minimum occupancy requirement for an existing HOV facility, when

warranted by analyses and convincing data, would have to start with a short period of

time during the hours that HOV lane is congested, and must then revert back to the

lower occupancy requirement when congestion in the HOV/Express lane is not

present. The hours that the change in occupancy requirement is necessary must be

well publicized in advance and supported by clear signing (e.g. changeable message

signs along the corridor). Prior to that change, a detail analysis and evaluation using

up to date traffic volumes would have to be completed to make sure impacts to the

general purpose lanes are minimized. Prior to any change, all stakeholders, including

the California Highway Patrol will be consulted, and the motoring public will be

notified and full aware.

Additionally, to ensure optimum operations and to avoid motorists’ confusion, careful

consideration must be given towards consistency and continuity of the carpool

occupancy requirements and operations along the network and within long

transportation corridors. Changes in carpool occupancy requirement within a corridor

may only be introduced at locations where the change is readily apparent to motorists

through an accompanying gap in the HOV/Express lane.

• Interstate 80 HOV lane in Alameda County is already operating at capacity during the

morning commute. As a result, operating this segment of the 1-80 corridor as an

Express lane during the period of greatest congestion will be challenging. Raising the

HOV eligibility requirement from 3+ to 4+ would free up capacity to operate as an

express lane, but is not practical. A 4+ minimum HOV occupancy has not been

attempted anywhere in the state or in the nation. Adding new lanes in this corridor is

not feasible as there is no available right-of-way for widening. This HOV lane does,

however, have surplus capacity available in the shoulder hours of the peak periods.

There is also CMIA-funded project that will add ITS elements in the corridor to

improve safety and the associate operational improvements. These elements will

provide the infrastructure needed to enable a more flexible mode of operation of an

Express lane that may be needed in this corridor. However if the express lane

continues to operate at capacity in the peak commute hours even with higher tolls

then the lane would be operated only as an HOV lane at those times.
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• If a significant portion of an HOV/Express lane nears or reaches capacity, in order to
alleviate congestion in the Express lane and/or to avert increased congestion in the
general purpose lanes, additional lanes will be considered where feasible, other
alternatives may be considered:

a) Full-time conversion: This will reduce confusion and will help for a better trip
planning, but it could add to congestion particularly at shoulder hours of the peak
and in the off-peak hours. The congestion may be alleviated with pricing to
entice an appropriate number of vehicles into the Express lane; thus, reducing
congestion in the general purpose lanes. It should be noted that an increase in
minimum HOV occupancy requirement subsequent to opening has not been tried
in this region, and would be challenging politically as such an action will be
considered a “take away” by motorists.

b) Part-time conversion: A higher HOV definition could be employed only during
the height of the peak when additional capacity is needed, and revert back to the
lower occupancy requirement at all other times. This approach could cause
motorist confusion, without sufficient advance notice to motorists, but may be
more politically acceptable as drivers in northern California are already
accustomed to part time HOV operation.

c) Graduated tolling scheme: This wifl include cost savings for carpools such as free
passage for 3+ carpools and/or 500¼ discount for 2+ carpools.

These alternatives will likely impose other requirements for carpoolers such as
carrying transponders in their vehicles or advance registration that need to be
evaluated before implementation, as needed, consistent with applicable or enabling
legislation.

• Hours of operation for Express lanes must be carefully analyzed and selected to avoid
creating unnecessary congestion or a poor public perception. In San Francisco Bay
Area, where carpool lanes are operated part-time only, 24/7 operations help clearly
distinguish the Express lanes from HOV lanes. However, tolling during the off-peak
periods can be viewed as a takeaway and excessive by the motoring public, or
potentially leading to an unused lane (or capacity) during certain periods. Therefore,
Express lane hours of operation must be selected upon a careful evaluation while
keeping in mind congestion periods, carpool/transit and solo volume patterns,
potential impacts on general purpose lanes, and consistency within the corridor.

• While certain operational or characteristic variations within individual corridors are
expected, certain aspects of the San Francisco Bay Area Express Network must
remain uniform and consistent throughout the transportation system, including the
seven state operated toll bridges and the Golden Gate Bridge, particularly as viewed
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by motorists. These include a uniform tolling system including the existing FasTrak

transponders used at toll bridges and a common customer service center.

• Express lane tolling operations will also need to be integrated with tolling and/or

metering operations at the Bay Area toll bridges so that carpoolers and toll-paying

solo users pay their applicable bridge tolls along with the respective and dynamically

priced Express lane toll. Special care must be exercised to ensure that the dynamic

pricing is set such that downstream capacity on the toll bridges’ mainline sections is

not exceeded by solo drivers from the Express lane.

• A change in the minimum carpool occupancy requirement from 2+ to 3+ is only

considered as an strategy to enhance transit operations and to provide an incentives

for ridesharing. Accordingly, such a change would be deferred to only when justified

by congestion in the carpool lanes and only if adding an additional carpool (or

Express) is determined infeasible. A change in the minimum occupancy could also

entail a respective change in carpool operational hours, including weekends, and may

include staggered eligibility (2+ or 3+) depending on time of day during the day. It is

expected that a change in the minimum carpool eligibility requirements would result

in increased traffic volumes in the adjacent general purpose lanes and would

accompany additional congestion, at least initially while the intended increase in

usage of transit and ridesharing take effect. As an augmenting strategy, tolling and

Express lane operations can help reduce this impact by allowing solo drivers access to

the carpool lane, not only reducing demand and congestion in the adjacent lanes but

also helping attain optimum efficiency and full capacity of the system.

Such changes are expected to be applied incrementally over time and on a corridor by

corridor basis upon detailed analyses of needs, and as needed to maintain the integrity

of carpool operations. More specifically and by way of an example, a change to 3+

carpool occupancy within the proposed Express Lane Network and years 2020/203 5

planning scenarios, is expected to increase capacity on Interstate 880 in Alameda

County and the portion of Interstate 680 in Contra Costa County south of the State

Route 24. Conversely, the portion of Interstate 680 in Contra Costa County north of

the State Route 24 and in Solano County, a 3+ occupancy requirement is not expected

to attract enough carpool and/or Express Lane users to increase the freeway capacity

(although at the same time also not expected to cause congestion in the general

purpose lanes). Similarly, the Express Lane on Interstate 80 in Solano County will be

underutilized with 3+ minimum occupancy requirement but that also is not expected

to cause congestion in the general purpose lanes. As such, conversion to 3+ carpool

occupancy for segments of Interstates 80 and 680 in Solano County, and the portion

of Interstate 680 north of State Route 24 in the Contra Costa County, can be delayed

to completion of the existing gaps in carpool lanes within those corridors.
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V. CONCLUSION

With the criteria stated above and with careful evaluation and detail analyses at project
level for each corridor, the implementation of an Express Lane Network is expected to be
beneficial in reducing, overall congestion on the Bay Area freeways and in improving trip
reliability.

With an appropriate marketing and revenue generation scheme, Express lanes would
provide an opportunity for additional funding for reinvestments within each corridor and
the region to expand and complete the HOV network, improve transit facilities and
services, or other congestion-reducing roadway improvements decades sooner than would
be possible by using the traditional state and federal funding sources.

Overall, the proposed Express Lane Network is consistent with the Caltrans’ Traffic
Operations Program’s goals, including preserving safety, enhancing mobility, real-time
multimodal transportation system management, and providing choice and control for
travelers. In addition, the Express lane network also allows Caltrans to engage in
innovative solutions, potentially involving public-private sector partnerships, in
addressing transportation challenges.

El
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Overview  
 
This draft report summarizes the main findings of System Metrics Group, Inc. (SMG) in 
association with Public Resources Advisory Group (PRAG) and Aldaron Inc. (the “Consultant 
Team”) in evaluating the eligibility, from the standpoint of financial feasibility, of the 
application filed by the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) to develop and 
implement a network of high occupancy toll (HOT) lanes (the “HOT Lane Facility” or 
“Facility”).  MTC’s application was filed in accordance with Assembly Bill (AB) 1467 and 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) HOT Lane guidelines promulgated pursuant to 
AB1467.  The CTC guidelines specify numerous eligibility criteria, amongst which is “Financial 
Feasibility.” 
 
MTC’s application contains economic, traffic, and financial forecasts that must be viewed as 
subject to refinement during later stages of project development.  Accordingly, our finding of 
financial feasibility is based on a level of due diligence that is appropriate at this stage.  Based on 
the data submitted, the MTC’s HOT Lane Facility appears to be financially feasible. This report 
identifies an analysis of a number of financial and operational risks that MTC understands and 
will have to address as it moves to implement its proposed HOT Lanes.  However, it must be 
noted that an accommodative HOV policy is the key driver to the feasibility of financing the 
entire Network as envisioned in the MTC application.  Implementing an HOV3+ policy on all 
HOT lanes by 2020 or 2035 is required for financial feasibility.  
 
The Bay Area Express Lanes Facility encompasses five freeway routes: Interstate 80 in 
Alameda, Contra Costa, and Solano counties, Interstate 880 in Alameda County, Interstate 680 in 
Solano and Contra Costa counties, State Route 84 in Alameda County, and State Route 92 in 
Alameda County.  The implementation of the HOT Lane Facility includes the conversion of 149 
lane miles from normal HOV to HOT operations and the construction of 116 new HOT lane 
miles.   
 
The Financial Plan of the Bay Area Express Lane Facility in this application includes the impacts 
of the implementation of express lanes on two other corridors that already have statutory 
authority for express lanes under Streets and Highways Code Section 149.5.  These facilities are 
referred to as the “Legacy Programs” in the MTC application and include the I-680 and the I-580 
in Alameda County.  (The HOT Lanes Facility and the Legacy Programs are referred to herein as 
the “HOT Lanes Network” or “Network.”)A total of 14 lane miles have already been converted 
to HOT operations on I-680.  An additional 24 lane miles will be converted from normal HOV to 
HOT operations and the 54 new HOT lane miles will be constructed. 
 
The application represents an ambitious and complex infrastructure construction and value 
pricing program implementation project that encompasses multiple freeway routes.  The 
implementation of the Facility will evolve over time, partly to address operational challenges as 
they arise.  The implementation will provide mobility benefits by optimizing throughput on the 
associated freeway corridors and provide funding to help close gaps in the existing HOV system 
thereby providing additional benefits to carpools and buses. 
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MTC’s application was based on a number of initial analyses and was necessarily submitted 
prior to MTC expending additional resources to undertake more detailed studies and forecasts 
and in advance of environmental approvals.  Thus, the data and assumptions contained therein 
and reviewed in this report must be viewed as being preliminary and subject to refinement during 
later stages of project development.  Accordingly, our finding of financial feasibility is based on 
a level of due diligence that is appropriate and possible given the technical analyses that have 
been performed to date.  It can be anticipated that additional analyses and refinements, including 
an investment-grade toll revenue study, will be conducted prior to MTC’s seeking financing 
from capital markets. 
 
Given the relatively early stage of comprehensive project development, a number of issues have 
been identified that cannot reasonably be definitively resolved at this juncture, and these are 
described at appropriate points in this report.  The identification and subsequent resolution of 
such issues is typical for any project of the magnitude and complexity being contemplated.  None 
of these issues can be said, at this stage, to render the project financially infeasible, but instead 
should be viewed as matters that require further refinement and resolution prior to final project 
financing arrangements being put in place.   
 
This report is comprised of four sections: 
 

1. Review of Application Completeness 
2. Assessment of Project Objectives 
3. Review of Financial Plan and Model 
4. Findings and Conclusions 
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1. Review of Application Completeness 
 
The Consultant Team screened the applicant’s proposal and determined that the financial-related 
elements required under Sections D1 – 11, of AB 1467 were submitted.  A review of each 
element follows in Sections 2 through 4 of this report. 
 
Under AB 1467, each proposal must contain the following elements regarding financial 
feasibility: 
 
D 1: Provide information 
relative to the project financial 
plan and feasibility.  
 

Application Part D.1 (pp. 24-34) 
Attachment 7 – Pro Forma Cash Flows 
Attachment 8 – Detailed Financial Plan Assumptions 
Project Study Report (PSR) 

D 2: Document a financial 
plan and financial guarantees 
which will allow for access to 
the necessary capital to 
finance the facility. 

Application Part D.2 (pp. 34-37) 

D 3: Provide evidence of the 
proposer’s ability and 
commitment to provide 
sufficient equity in the project 
as well as the ability to obtain 
the other necessary financing. 

Application Part D.3 (pp. 37-38) 

D 4: Explain how shortfalls 
will be funded if revenues do 
not meet projections. 
 

Application Part D.4 (pp. 38-39) 

D 5: Explain how the 
financial plan demonstrates a 
reasonable basis for funding 
project development and 
operations.  

Application Part D.5 (pp. 40-41) 

D 6: If, applicable, describe 
the nature and amount of the 
proposer’s financial 
contribution to the project.  

Application Part D.6 (p. 41 refers to Part D.2 on pp. 
34-37) 

D 7: Describe how the 
estimated cost of the facility is 
reasonable in relation to the 
cost of similar projects 
through a cost/benefit 
analysis. 

Application Part D.7 (pp. 41-43) and Attachment 9 to 
the application provide the B/C analysis.  The 
application states that the overall B/C ratio is 2.94 if 
the direct freeway-freeway connectors and the 
SFOBB HOV bypass are included.  If not included, 
then the reported B/C ratio is 3.31 (page 6 of 
Attachment 9) 

D 8: Provide an analysis of 
the projected rate of return 

Application Part D.8 (p. 43 refers to Part D.7 on pp. 
41-43) 
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and life cycle cost estimate of 
the proposed project and/or 
facility. 
D 9: Explain how the 
financial information 
submitted is sufficient to 
determine the financial 
capability to fulfill the 
obligations described in the 
project application. 

Application Part D.9 (pp. 43-44) 

D 10: Identify the proposed 
ownership arrangements for 
each phase of the project and 
indicate assumptions on legal 
liabilities and responsibilities 
during each phase of the 
project. 

Application Part D.10 (p. 44) 
 

D 11: Describe the extent that 
adequate and transparent 
procurement policies have 
been adopted to maximize 
competitive bidding 
opportunities for potential 
contractors and suppliers. 

Application Part D.11 (p. 45) states that MTC will 
follow MTC’s and BATA’s procurement procedures 
set forth in Executive Director’s Management 
Memorandum (EDMM) No. 352. EDMM 352 is 
based on MTC’s and BATA’s policy that goods and 
services be procured in a manner that provides full 
and open competition to the maximum extent 
feasible, consistent with federal and state statutes and 
regulations applicable to its funding sources, most 
notably 49 Code of Federal regulations Section 1836, 
and that contracts not suitable for selection based on 
low bid be awarded to the responsible individual or 
firm whose services are the most advantageous and 
of the best value. Factors such as the quality of 
professional personnel, technical design, approach to 
performance, soundness of the management plan, 
financials, acceleration of project delivery and cost 
are relevant to determining the most advantageous 
and best value offer. 
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2. Assessment of Project Objectives 
 
MTC is seeking approval to develop and implement High-Occupancy Toll Lanes (“HOT Lanes”) 
on an “Express Lane Facility” comprised of five freeway routes: Interstate 80 in Alameda, 
Contra Costa, and Solano counties; Interstate 880 in Alameda County; Interstate 680 in Solano 
and Contra Costa counties; State Route 84 in Alameda County; and State Route 92 in Alameda 
County.  The implementation of the HOT Lane Facility includes the conversion of 149 lane 
miles from normal HOV to HOT operations and the construction of 116 new HOT lane miles.   
 

MTC’s application incorporates the implementation of express lanes on two other corridors that 
already have statutory authority for express lanes under Streets and Highways Code Section 
149.5.  These facilities are referred to as the “Legacy Programs” in the MTC application and 
include Interstate 680 and Interstate 580 in Alameda County.  MTC refers to the combination of 
the proposed facility and these two legacy programs as the “Express Lane Network.” 
 
MTC’s application also commits to seamlessly integrate the implementation of value pricing on 
two additional corridors in Santa Clara: State Route 237 and U.S. 101/State Route 85.  However, 
the financial plan contained in the MTC application does not include these two corridors in the 
Network.  MTC refers to the combination of the Express Lane Network and these two corridors 
as the “Express Lane System”. 
 

2.1. Project Rationale  
 
MTC’s application is consistent with the region’s adopted long-range transportation plan, 
Transportation 2035, which envisions a seamless, regionally managed network of express lanes 
in the Bay Area. The development and implementation of the HOT Lane Network will generate 
toll revenue that will help close gaps in the existing HOV lane system and thereby increase travel 
time savings for carpools and buses.  For instance, HOV connectors would allow carpools and 
buses to move from freeway to freeway without having to merge into the mixed flow lanes at 
any point.  The analysis provided suggests that HOV connectors would save up to 10 minutes for 
each vehicle. 
 
The Network implementation is also meant to “optimize throughput on freeway corridors to 
better meet current and future traffic demands, using excess capacity in the existing HOV 
system.”  This translates into benefits for both the HOV users and the mixed flow lane users.  
Network implementation is also meant to continue to “provide a reliable, congestion free 
transportation option”.  This reflects a commitment by MTC and Caltrans to maintain a high 
level of service even with the additional tolled users using the HOV lanes. 

2.2. Operational Challenges 
 
The MTC application represents an ambitious and complex infrastructure construction and value 
pricing implementation project that encompasses multiple freeway routes.  The implementation 
will evolve over time, partly to address operational challenges as they arise.  Some of the main 
challenges include: 
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• Ingress and Egress Locations – MTC will have to be careful in identifying the most 

appropriate locations for ingress and egress into the express lanes without causing 
potential traffic disruptions or bottlenecks.  For instance, egress locations just before a 
major destination could lead to a significant number of tolled vehicles exiting the express 
lanes and merging into the mixed flow lanes and then needing to merge from lane to lane 
to reach their destination off-ramp.  A high level of merges can create traffic “turbulence” 
which can lead to bottlenecks and incremental congestion.  The same issue can occur at 
ingress locations, especially on corridors with one lane express lane.  Merges into the 
express lane may create bottlenecks at the ingress locations and lead to reduced speeds.  
 

• Level of Service Commitment – MTC and Caltrans are committed to ensuring a high level 
of service on the express lane system.  MTC intends to use the toll “value” as a means to 
manage the performance of the express lanes.  As the system expands (i.e., additional 
corridors are added to the Network), pricing will become more challenging.  A driver 
who chooses to pay a toll to use the express lanes on Interstate 80 in Solano County may 
be forced to exit in Berkeley as the toll rate suddenly increases significantly.  This in turn 
may lead to additional merges into the already congested mixed flow lanes.   
 

• Operational Consistency – In its letter of support, Caltrans reiterated its policy for HOV 
occupancy requirement, namely that “a change in the minimum carpool occupancy 
requirement from 2+ to 3+ is only considered as a strategy to enhance transit operations 
and to provide incentives for ridesharing.”  Such a change will likely occur at different 
times for different corridors.  MTC and Caltrans will have to manage changes to the 
minimum occupancy requirements carefully so that two person carpoolers who use 
multiple corridors understand that they may be charged a toll on one freeway and not on 
another. 
 

MTC will have to work closely with Caltrans to properly analyze these and other operational 
challenges, monitor the performance at each step, and make adjustments as needed. 
 

2.3. Benefit / Cost Analysis 
 
SMG reviewed the benefit-cost analysis (BCA) submitted by MTC for its HOT lanes application.  
As part of its submittal in Attachment 9, MTC provided project input sheets and the results pages 
from California Life-Cycle Benefit/Cost Analysis Model (Cal-B/C).  Based on information 
provided elsewhere in MTC’s application, SMG identified a number of changes (described 
below) that might be appropriate to make the B/C analysis more accurately reflect the project 
benefits.  These changes are not likely to change the benefit-cost results significantly.  
 
The MTC application did not provide details on how the operational impacts of the projects were 
modeled for the benefit-cost analysis.  However, the application referred to a “traffic model.”  
Through subsequent conversations with MTC’s consultants, SMG has determined that the HOT 
lanes were modeled using a combination of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s 
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(MTC’s) activity-based, regional travel demand model and a tolling analysis conducted by a 
consultant. 
 
The MTC travel demand model was run for 2010, 2020, and 2035 timeframes for each of the 
project bundles (grouped by approximate construction date).  A few projects already “in the 
pipeline” were included in the no-build case.  The model results were adjusted using the results 
of a separate tolling analysis to determine the effects of pricing.  The resultant speeds were 
recalculated using the standard MTC travel demand model factors for alpha, beta, and capacity. 
 
Since the project benefits were modeled independently for the four project groupings (2015 
projects, 2020 projects, 2025 projects, and 2030 projects), the benefit-cost results do not take into 
account potential synergies or cross-effects among the project groupings.  These cross-effects 
could be captured by including prior projects in the no-build scenario when modeling subsequent 
projects.  Since the projects in the groupings appear to occur in separate parts of the corridor, it is 
less likely that the modeling in the application includes double-counting (i.e., subsequent 
projects address mobility issues already addressed by prior projects).  If the project bundles 
generate synergistic effects, the benefit-cost analysis presented in the application underestimates 
the full project benefits. 
 
The application provides a benefit-cost analysis for the base scenario, but not for the 
conservative scenario.  Through discussions with MTC’s consultants, it was determined that a 
benefit-cost analysis was run for the Conservative Case (as described in Section 3 of this report).  
Since the Conservative Case assumes that particular projects open later due to greatly reduced 
revenue, the overall project benefits are reduced.  According to MTC’s consultants, the benefit-
cost ratio for the Conservative Case is 2.6 to 2.7 compared to the 3.3 ratio presented in the 
application for the Base Case. 
 
To estimate the benefits of the direct connector ramps, MTC assumes that travelers would save 
10 minutes per vehicle, but the application does not document the basis of this assumption or 
identify the travelers to which the savings apply.  Through direct communication with the MTC 
consultants, SMG determined that the assumption was derived from a 2009 Santa Clara Valley 
Transportation Authority (VTA) study of travel time savings for the SR-237/I-880 direct 
connector.  According to the MTC consultants, the SR-237/I-880 direct connector was estimated 
by VTA to save HOV users 5 to 12 minutes in 2009.  Although the 10-minute assumption is 
higher than the middle of the range (8.5 minutes), the same savings is applied to all years of the 
benefit cost analysis.  Since the travel time savings are likely to grow with traffic over the years 
of the analysis, the MTC consultant believes the 10-minute assumption is conservative.  
Provided that the SR-237/I-880 direct connector is reasonably representative of the I-680/I-580 
express connectors, this approach appears reasonable. 
 
The 10-minute travel time savings were applied only to managed lane vehicles using the direct 
connectors.  Since the direct connector ramps would reduce weaving by managed lane vehicles 
across general purpose lanes, they would also generate travel time savings for travelers in the 
general purpose lanes.  These benefits have not been captured in the benefit-cost analysis and 
would increase the benefit-cost ratio. 
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In estimating the benefit-cost ratio for the direct connector ramps, MTC subtracted the operating 
and maintenance costs from the travel time benefits rather than adding them to the project costs.  
This methodology is unconventional and different than that used in the Cal-B/C model.  It 
increases the benefit-cost ratio, but the effect is relatively modest.  For example, in the extremely 
conservative case that the entire direct connector ramp benefits are eliminated from the analysis 
but the costs are included, the overall benefit-cost ratio would be reduced by only about 0.12. 
 
A few other changes would produce minor impacts on the benefit-cost estimate: 
 

♦ The MTC application incorrectly states that the payback period is calculated as the 
weighted average of the separate payback period calculations for the four project 
groupings.  Subsequent conversations with the MTC consultant confirmed that the 
payback period was calculated correctly as the first time the undiscounted net benefit 
stream breaks even after all project costs have been expended (across all project 
groupings).  Changing the description does not affect the benefit-cost ratio. 

♦ MTC updated the economic values in Cal-B/C to 2010 using own factors rather than 
using the 2010 values provided on the Caltrans website: 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/offices/ote/benefit_cost/eab-econ-valuations.html.  MTC 
estimated that the automobile value of time is $12.20 per hour, while Caltrans provides a 
value of $12.07.  Using the Caltrans value would reduce the travel time benefits by about 
1 percent. 

♦ MTC did not update the non-fuel vehicle operating costs and emission benefits from 
2007 to 2010 dollars.  Updating these values would increase the benefits slightly, but not 
affect the overall benefit-cost ratio.  For example, updating the emissions benefits by the 
4.4 percent change in the GDP deflator from 2007 to 2010 would increase the total 
benefits by about $8 million. 

♦ MTC did not estimate the fuel consumption and emission benefits of the direct 
connectors and the Bay Bridge HOV bypass.  Including these benefits would have a 
minor impact on the overall benefit-cost ratio. 

 
Overall, the aforementioned analytical observations and conclusions do not significantly change 
the overall conclusion that the benefit cost of the MTC application is relatively high and 
therefore provides for a reasonable return on the associated investment. 

3. Review of Financial Plan and Model  
 
This section presents an overview and discussion of the financial elements of the submission.  
PRAG met with Jeffrey Parker & Associates (“JPA”), the MTC’s financial consultants, to 
conduct a live review of the financial model, and received “locked output” versions of certain of 
the worksheets associated with the model. PRAG did not, however, have access to a soft copy of 
the entire financial model.  Accordingly, the team’s ability to comment on the accuracy of the 
model is limited to testing the reasonableness of the resulting debt capacity calculations given the 
revenue assumptions provided, and not to testing the accurateness of the larger scenario analysis.  
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MTC’s application provides two scenarios: “Base Case” and “Conservative Case.”  These cases 
differ with respect to the assumed tolling policy and project phasing (which are both sources of 
the decreased revenue assumed under the Conservative Case), but not with respect to any other 
revenue, expenditure or financing assumption.   Both cases assume a Network-wide conversion 
to HOV3+ by a year certain (2020 in the Base Case and 2035 in the Conservative Case), which 
differs from Caltrans’ current policy of converting to HOV3+ in those lanes where demand 
reaches capacity (i.e., Level of Service C cannot be assured.)   
 
Since uniform Network-wide HOV3+ policies will facilitate the operational benefits of the 
Network and many of the existing HOV lanes will reach their capacities in the future, an 
assumption of uniform HOV3+ policy at some point in the future appears reasonable.  That said, 
it is important to emphasize that the assumption of Network conversion to uniform HOV3+ 
policy, whether in 2020 or 2035, is key to the project’s financial feasibility.  Further, it is likely 
that earlier conversion, as is assumed with the Base Case, may be important to ensure other 
factors that could impact financial results (such as those factors described below that were the 
subject of sensitivity analyses) do not seriously compromise the ability of MTC to deliver the 
Network.  Accommodative HOV policy is the key driver to the feasibility of financing the 
entire Network as envisioned in the MTC application. 
 
The two cases also differ in the hours of operations of the express lanes, with the Base Case 
assuming daytime operation on weekdays and partial daytime operation on weekends, and the 
Conservative Case assuming the current HOV hours of operation.  While not necessarily 
representing either a best case or worst case, the Base Case and Conservative Case illustrate the 
impact tolling policy has on revenue and hence the velocity of project delivery, and also form a 
basis for evaluating the impact of changes in a number of assumptions.  Table 1 summarizes the 
sources and uses of funds for the Base Case and Conservative Case. 
 

Table 1: Summary of Cases and Funding Sources 
 Base Case Conservative Case 

Tolling Assumptions and Network Delivery 
HOV3+ Conversion (Network) 2020 2035 

Hours of Tolling 6AM-7PM WD; 12-7PM WE 
(“Daytime”) 

6-10AM & 3-7PM WD; 12-7PM WE 
(“Peak Period”) 

Network Completion 2030 2035 
Funding Sources Applied (YOE$ in millions) 

Senior CIBs 1,133 (33%) 1,283 (30%) 
TIFIA Loans 968 (28%) 1,094 (26%) 
Local Funding 96 (3%) 96 (2%) 
Capital Grants 384 (11%) 796 (19%) 
PAYGO 902 (26%) 1,011 (24%) 

Total Uses of Funds (YOE$ in millions) 
CapEx and Financing 3,482 (100%) 4,280 (100%) 
 
PRAG reviewed the assumptions underlying the financial results presented in the Base Case and 
Conservative Case, and on the basis of that review requested the JPA to run three sensitivity 
scenarios.  For each sensitivity analysis, the Base Case was used as a starting point and the 
metrics used for comparison were (1) project phasing impacts and/or (2) changes to capital grant 
funding requirements.  
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• No TIFIA –  Financing sources for the Facility include debt financing (both publicly 

offered senior lien toll revenue bonds and TIFIA loans), local funding already dedicated 
to the project, potential federal, State and local sources of grant funding, and pay-as-you-
go (“PAYGO”) funds representing toll revenues not required to pay operating and 
rehabilitation expenses and debt service.  Both the Base Case and Conservative Case rely 
on financing through the federal TIFIA loan program, which provides debt financing at 
attractive interest rates and, more important, aggressively low (1.1x) debt service 
coverage requirements.  As the future of the TIFIA program is uncertain due to delayed 
reauthorization of federal surface transportation funding act of which the TIFIA program 
is a component, PRAG considers TIFIA an uncertain funding source and requested JPA 
to run the Base Case assuming no TIFIA loan program is available and all of the debt 
financing is through the issuance of publicly offered tax-exempt senior lien current 
interest bonds.  The results of this sensitivity analysis on the Base Case revealed that a 
no-TIFIA financing scenario would delay project delivery and require additional capital 
grant funding, but the impacts to project delivery and capital grant funding were not as 
severe as the Conservative Case. 

 
• Legacy Programs Not Included – The MTC application assumes the inclusion of (a) the 

existing value pricing high occupancy vehicle express lanes on I-680 and (b) the planned 
high occupancy vehicle express lanes on the I-580, in the Network.  While the two 
agencies responsible for these corridors, Alameda County Transportation Commission 
(“ACTC”) and Sunol Smart Carpool Lane Joint Powers Authority (“Sunol JPA”), have 
expressed their interest in entering into an agreement with MTC to include the Legacy 
Programs in the Network, those agreements have not yet been drafted nor executed.  
Accordingly, the Consultant Team requested a sensitivity analysis that removes the 
Legacy Programs from the Network to determine what impact a potential failure to reach 
agreement could have on the financial results.  The sensitivity analysis revealed that 
removal of the Legacy Programs actually improved the financial results and project 
delivery timelines – all projects currently scheduled for delivery in 2025 under the Base 
Case were accelerated to 2020 and the one case (Project 1 in Solano County) scheduled 
for 2030 delivery was accelerated to 2025. 

 
• Pavement Rehabilitation Expenses – The MTC application assumes Caltrans will support 

80% of the maintenance expenses of the Network.  However, neither Caltrans nor the 
CTC has the authority to commit to funding the maintenance and rehabilitation expenses 
of the facility.  As this type of ongoing funding commitment would require legislative 
approval to continuously appropriate Caltrans funds to the Network and such approvals 
are not in place, PRAG requested JPA conduct a sensitivity analysis to test the impact of 
the Network absorbing 100% of ongoing rehabilitation expenses.  The results of that 
sensitivity analysis demonstrated that the Network could be funded assuming the same 
project delivery schedule as the Conservative Case and a capital grants funding higher 
than the Base Case but still considerably lower than the Conservative Case capital grant 
funding requirement. 
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As discussed in detail below, while many of the assumptions of the financial model were 
reasonable, PRAG found some assumptions to be aggressive.  However, the presence of 
significant offsetting conservative assumptions that could add to project funding was deemed 
sufficient to address these relatively more aggressive assumptions. 
 
Based on the current scope of the Facility, the funding proposal and available information 
associated with the MTC application, and assuming accommodative HOV policy by Caltrans and 
local CMAs, MTC appears to be able to fund the Express Lanes Facility.  While the ability to 
finance the Facility could be significantly constrained by the existence of one or more adverse 
outcomes, particularly in combination, MTC does have a number of tools and options to address 
funding shortfalls that may occur, the most significant of which include: 
 

• HOV Policy – The advancement of HOV3+ tolling exemption, subject to operational and 
policy considerations, adds significantly to Network revenue – the Base Case (HOV3+ 
conversion in 2020) results in estimated toll revenue of $6.49 billion (nominal), versus  
$4.396 billion for the Conservative Case (conversion in 2035).  Further, if some or all of 
the more adverse scenarios modeled in the sensitivity analysis were modeling using the 
Conservative Case’s HOV policy assumptions (i.e., HOV3+ conversion in 2035 versus 
the Base Case’s 2020), the ability of MTC to finance the Facility contemplated by this 
application would be severely constrained.  Thus, accommodative HOV policy is a key 
assumption in the financial feasibility of constructing the Network envisioned in the 
MTC application. 
 

• Project Phasing – MTC has the flexibility to postpone projects, particularly those that are 
revenue negative1 and, if actual conditions are more favorable, accelerate relatively high 
revenue positive (low capital/high revenue) projects to generate additional positive cash 
flow.  This modular approach and the front-loading of more revenue positive projects 
means that if certain assumptions that impact financial feasibility are not realized (such as 
accommodative HOV policy), MTC could construct some project phases and not others. 

 
• Toll Policy – Both expanded hours of tolling and toll algorithms can produce enhanced 

revenue versus the current algorithm that maximizes throughput could provide additional 
revenue, but would require a significant policy shift to implement. 

 
• Contingency Reduction – Construction costs include a relatively conservative 40% 

contingency assumption.  Reductions in these contingencies over time, as appropriate 
given each project’s stage of development, would improve financial results. 

 
• Bond Structuring and Issuance Strategies – The financial model assumptions included 

several relatively conservative assumptions regarding securities used (i.e., CIBs only, no 
capital appreciation bonds and no subordinate debt), amortization and the timing of bond 
issuances that either reduced the potential construction proceeds available from the 
forecast toll revenue stream or resulted in the premature issuance of bonds and the 

                                                 
1 Projects 1, 4, 8,9, 15, 18 and 19, with a combined capital cost of $1.3B in 2010$ 
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attendant avoidable interest and carrying costs.  Optimizing the bond structure and 
issuance strategy could also provide additional project funding. 

 
As the project evolves from its current preliminary state, MTC will evaluate some or all of the 
above options to address potential funding shortfalls, among others not summarized here, such as 
the potential to increase and/or accelerate capital grant funding and the potential for additional 
revenues such as new local sales taxes.  However, the factor most critical to the financial 
feasibility of constructing the Facility envisioned by the MTC application is Caltrans’ future 
HOV policy, as detailed above and discussed further below. 

3.1 Assumptions of the Financial Model 
 

A. Funding Sources 
 

 Toll Revenues 
 Net toll revenues, in the form of bond and loan proceeds secured by toll revenues and 

PAYGO funding, comprises the vast majority of project funding for the Facility: 87% for the 
Base Case and 80% for the Conservative Case.  Accordingly, the financial feasibility of the 
HOT Lanes Facility is most impacted by the degree to which observed traffic and revenue 
equals or exceeds that which is forecast.  Traffic forecasts were produced by Parsons 
Brinckerhoff (“PB”) and the tolling study and revenue forecasts were carried out by Stantec.  
The major traffic and revenue assumptions of the forecasting models are detailed in Table 2. 

 
Table 2: Major Assumptions of the Traffic and Revenue Forecasts 

Variable Assumption 

Baseline Year 2010 – based on PeMS volume and speed data from Tuesdays through 
Thursdays in September 2010, excluding Labor Day week 

Forecast Years 2020 and 2035, with straight line interpolation between and straight line 
growth thereafter; assumes all projects currently in RTP 

Economic Forecast ABAG “Draft Projections 2011” Output 
Travel Model MTC Travel Model One 
Tolling Strategy Dynamic Tolling 
Tolling Technology Barrier-free ETC operated by BATA 
Tolling Objective Maximize Throughput/Travel Time Savings 

Toll Rates 
$7.50 maximum, average peak $3.00 (consistent with I-680 Sunol 
Express Lane), with per mile rates ranging from $0.13 to $1.16; HOVs 
free 

Hours of Tolling 24/7 
Maximum Vehicles Per Hour2 1,550 single lane / 3,200 dual lane 
HOV Volumes Forecast separately for HOV2+ and HOV3+ 

HOV Policy Base Case assumes Network-wide conversion to HOV3+ in 2020; 
Conservative Case assumes Network-wide conversion in 2035 

Value of Time3 $20 - $30 (consistent with revealed VOT for SR 91 and I-680) 
Market Share Analysis Based on SR 91 Express Lanes 
Induced Demand Not assumed (may increase revenues) 
Peak-Hour Spreading Not assumed (may increase revenues) 

                                                 
2 Bay Area Express Lanes Network, Traffic and Revenue Forecasting Methodology and Results, July 27, 2011 – 
Technical Memorandum prepared by Parsons Brinckerhoff, p. 2.  Please note that Caltrans’ acceptable range for 
maintaining Level of Service “C” is between 1,100 and 1,600 vehicles per lane per hour. 
3 Ibid, p. 23 
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 Both the baseline 2010 and forecast 2020 and 2035 traffic were modeled by segment.  The 
following adjustments then were made to the revenue forecasts by the MTC finance team in 
consultation with PB/Stantec to account for a variety of factors as shown in Table 3. 

 
Table 3: Adjustments to Revenue Forecasts 

Variable Base Case Conservative Case 
Revenue Reduction from 24/7 
tolling 10% 25% 

HOV3+ Conversion 2020 2035 
Ramp-Up 20% reduction in year 1, 10% 

reduction in year 2, no reduction 
thereafter 

20% reduction in year 1, 10% 
reduction in year 2, no reduction 
thereafter 

Violations 5% reduction yrs 1-5; 2% yrs 6+ 5% reduction yrs 1-5; 2% yrs 6+ 
  
 The toll revenue forecast produce by Stantec is preliminary in nature and is not investment 

grade.  The Consultant Team’s review of the forecast methodology provided by PB and the 
further assumptions provided by PB/Stantec to MTC result in the following observations: 

 
• HOV3+ Conversion is a key assumption underlying the revenue forecast.  At present, 

Caltrans is evaluating conversion to HOV3+ on a corridor by corridor basis, based on 
observed congestion levels, and has not stated any intention to move toward a Network-
wide HOV policy.  Further, Caltrans’ Traffic Operational Assessment of the Network4 
states that “[a] change in the minimum carpool occupancy requirement from 2+ to 3+ is 
only considered as an [sic] strategy to enhance transit operations and to provide an [sic] 
incentives for ridesharing.”  While operational efficiencies on a Network-wide basis may 
be factored in to future HOV policy decisions, it is important to note this is an 
assumption and not a statement of policy.  Given the profound impact moving to HOV3+ 
has on forecast traffic and revenue in the express lanes (tolled traffic increases nearly 
four-fold), this is the most critical and vulnerable of assumptions in the traffic and 
revenue study and hence in the ability to fund the Facility envisioned in the MTC 
application. 

• Market Share Analysis/Value of Time is based at least in part on SR 91 experience.  The 
SR 91 facility draws from a different catchment demographic and has physical 
characteristics that are substantially dissimilar to the proposed Network (having a 
physical barrier and limited access and egress, while the Network will operate barrier-
free.) How appropriate a comparison SR 91 is to the Network will be revealed as the 
project moves to an investment grade study and stated preference surveys are conducted. 

• Violations – Assumed revenue reductions due to violations of 5% in the first five years 
and 2% thereafter are based on a preliminary study performed by BATA in 2010, which 
indicated that revenues collected from the assessment of toll violation and administrative 
fees would be sufficient to offset estimated revenue loss as a result of toll violations.  
While MTC assumed 100% cost recovery might not be possible, we note that the BATA 
study referenced applied to toll bridges and not express lanes.  Given access to express 
lanes in the Network will be less constrained than access to toll bridges, the potential for 

                                                 
4 Traffic Operational Assessment, San Francisco Bay Area Backbone Express Lanes Network, California 
Department of Transportation, District 4 – Office of Highway Operations, August 31, 2011 
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revenue leakage from violations is higher than for bridges.  Therefore, the potential exists 
for the net revenue impact from violations to exceed that assumed by the MTC 
application. 

• Economic forecast – The use of current economic forecasts and current traffic counts that 
reflect the recent recessionary environment is a significant positive factor in the 
robustness of the forecast, as they reflect both updated economic conditions as well as 
actual traffic.  Economic outlook cannot be overstated as a key driver to traffic and 
revenue forecasts.  For example, the original forecasts developed in 2003 for the I-680 
Sunol southbound express lane project estimated 2010 revenues of $4.2 million based on 
ABAG projections made in 2000 and the assumption of 24/7 tolling.  Actual revenue in 
June 2010 for weekday tolling was estimated to be as low as $640,000 for nine months of 
operation after adjustments for disputes.  It was noted that actual jobs is one million 
lower than the 2010 forecast made in 2000.  How much of the difference in actual 
revenue versus forecast was based on population and employment actuals versus forecast 
is not known, but as a major driver of both traffic and value of time, they likely are the 
major contributing factor to the extreme deviation of actual from forecast result for this 
express lane.  While the ABAG Projections 2011 may not materialize as forecast, they at 
least benefit from having been developed during an economic downturn when projections 
of future growth generally are more likely to err on the conservative than the optimistic 
side.   

  
 The robustness of the toll revenue forecasts is critical to the financial feasibility of the 

Network, given heavy reliance on toll revenues and debt secured by toll revenues to finance 
the Facility.  However, offsetting this significant risk is the modularity of the project and the 
ability to implement the Network in phases and advancing high value lane conversion 
projects (i.e., low capital cost/higher net revenue potential) to subsidize higher cost new 
construction projects, which provide relatively less robust financial results. 

  
 Local Funding for Projects 
 Both the Base Case and the Conservative Case assume the application of $96 million of local 

funds already dedicated to the project, which comprises 3% and 2% of total project funding 
for each case, respectively.  These funds include existing dedicated sales tax, local Regional 
Measure 2 and Federal funding commitments to certain of the projects.  JPA reported that 
this funding already has been committed to the relevant projects. 

 
 Capital Grant Funding 
 Capital grants comprised of (i) potential new or extended local sales taxes not yet enacted, 

(ii) new or future Federal, State or local programs, and/or (iii) BATA bridge toll revenues 
available for eligible projects account for $384 million and $796 million (year of 
expenditure) of assumed funding for the Base Case and Conservative Case, respectively.  In 
present value dollars, this equates to $334 million and $496 million for the Base Case and 
Conservative Case, assuming a 5% discount rate.  Capital grants account for 11% of total 
project funding in the Base Case and 19% in the Conservative Case.  While capital grants are 
a relatively large and uncertain source of funding for the project, the review of detailed 
construction costs by project revealed that those projects which would be considered BATA 
eligible (i.e., projects funding express lanes that are contiguous with BATA bridges) have 
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capital costs in excess of the total funding from capital grants assumed in the MTC 
application under both the Base Case and the Conservative Case. 

 
 No commitments of capital grant funds, including BATA bridge tolls or any other Federal, 

State or local source of grant funds, have yet been made and provide a fair amount of 
uncertainty in a potentially significant revenue source.  

  
B. Costs 

 
 Initial Capital Expenditures 
 Construction cost estimates are detailed in the PSR for the Facility, which estimates costs by 

project and by category of expenditures – support, right of way acquisition and construction.  
Construction costs include a 40% contingency amount and are inflated at an annual 
construction cost inflation rate of 3.2%.  This 3.2% rate, while not directly sourced in the 
MTC application, is equivalent to the trend line rate of growth in the California Highway 
Construction Cost Index between 1980 and 2010, factoring out the extreme peaks in 
materials prices that occurred in the mid-2000s, and also compares to the 3.2% growth rate 
for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Index for Roads, Railroads and Bridges for the same 
period. 

 
 The Facility projects are comprised of approximately 55% conversion of existing lanes to 

express lanes (based on total lane miles), and 45% construction of new express lanes.  The 
capital costs for conversions are dramatically lower than expansion projects: they represent 
only 8% of the total construction costs of the Facility. 

 
 Operations, Maintenance and Rehabilitation Costs 
 The fixed operating and maintenance (“O&M”) cost assumptions were based on per lane-

mile estimates derived from comparable costs of peer managed lanes facilities around the 
country. The estimate accounts for toll processing, equipment maintenance, 
telecommunications, utilities, administration, Caltrans support, marketing and manual 
enforcement.  The per-lane-mile cost was validated against current experience on the existing 
I-680 Sunol express lane.  Transaction-based costs were also applied to account for customer 
service center and invoicing operations performed by BATA.  Transaction costs also include 
violation enforcement processing expenses and banking fees.   

 
 Rehabilitation costs were assumed to be shared between the Network and Caltrans, with the 

Network paying 20% of ongoing rehabilitation costs and Caltrans paying the 80% balance.  
According to JPA, this assumption was derived from an estimate that approximately 80% of 
the express lane traffic would be HOV users, and the presumption that Caltrans would pay 
the rehabilitation costs related to HOV use.  However, neither Caltrans nor the CTC has the 
authority to commit to funding the maintenance and rehabilitation expenses of the facility. 
Accordingly, one of the sensitivity analyses requested and discussed in Section 3.2 below is a 
scenario wherein 100% of the rehabilitation costs are borne by the Network. 
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 Scheduling / Phasing 
 Phasing was determined by the MTC based on a combination of individual project 

economics and operational considerations, and all projects of each phase are assumed to be 
constructed simultaneously.  The resultant phasing determined by MTC emphasizes 
constructing higher net revenue projects earlier to subsidize more costly projects later.  For 
example, all of Phase I projects, except roughly half of one of the nine projects, are 
conversions and all of Phases III-IV projects are new lane construction projects.  The Base 
Case delivers all projects by 2030, while the Conservative Case delivers all projects by 2035, 
since the more conservative toll and HOV policy assumptions of the Conservative Case 
result in reduced revenues and requires slower phasing.  

 
 The ability to defer the more capital intensive and less positive net revenue expansion 

projects is a key factor in the future financial feasibility of the Network. 
 
 Indexation and Contingencies 
 Given the long timeframe over which projects will be constructed and net revenues are 

forecast, the reliability of the financial model’s results is highly dependent on the 
reasonableness of the inflation assumptions.  PRAG’s review of the inflation assumptions 
finds them to be in line with recent historical data.  Table 4 details the inflation assumptions 
for capital and operating costs, comparing them to available historical metrics. 

 
Table 4: Inflation Assumptions 

Variable MTC Assumptions Comparable Data 
Toll Revenue Annual 
Inflation Factors 2.2% to 2040; 2.5% thereafter Bay Area CPI Avg. 2001-2010: 2.37% 

U.S. CPI Avg. 2.4% 
Operations and Maintenance 
Annual Inflation Factors 2.2% to 2040; 2.5% thereafter Bay Area CPI Avg. 2001-2010: 2.37% 

U.S. CPI Avg. 2.4% 
Construction and Pavement 
Rehabilitation Cost Annual 
Inflation Factors 

3.2% 
Trend line for California Highway 

Construction Cost Index between 1980 
and 2010 = 3.2% 

 Contingencies of 40% and 25% were added to construction costs and operations and 
maintenance costs, respectively. 

  
C. Financing Assumptions 

 
 More than half of the funding for the Facility is expected to be provided for by toll revenue-

secured debt, for both the Base Case (61%) and Conservative Case (56%).  A discussion of 
each of the key assumptions underlying the debt capacity of the toll revenue stream is 
provided below. 

  
 Debt Securities and Credit Structure 
 Debt financing is assumed to take the form of tax-exempt senior lien current interest bonds 

(“CIBs”) and loans from the federal TIFIA program, with roughly half of total debt financing 
assumed to come from each source.  The credit is assumed to be a system-wide credit, which 
is a stronger security pledge than an individual corridor or project-based credit.   
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 CIBs in the amount of approximately $1.1 billion to $1.3 billion are assumed to be issued 
under the Base Case and Conservative Case, respectively.  The CIBs are publicly issued tax-
exempt bonds structured to provide a minimum debt service coverage ratio (“DSCR”) of 2.0x 
(although senior coverage is projected to average 5.77x over the life of the CIBs, and all-in 
coverage including TIFIA is projected to average 2.63x over the same period) and are 
assumed to carry low investment grade credit ratings in the “BBB” category.  This minimum 
debt service coverage ratio and corresponding rating assumption is reasonable, especially 
given many of the Facility projects represent conversion of existing lanes to express lanes 
rather than all new capacity expansion projects.   

 
 Coverage is calculated based on gross toll revenues minus operating and maintenance 

expenses and rehabilitation costs.  It is common in toll financed facilities for coverage to be 
calculated based on gross toll revenues minus only operating and maintenance expenses, with 
rehabilitation being paid after debt service.  Accordingly, this is a relatively conservative 
treatment of the coverage requirement.   Further, credit ratings are not assumed to improve 
through the debt issuance phases, although depending on the revenue performance of the 
Network ratings could be expected to improve over time to reach “A” category ratings.  No 
subordinate debt layer between the senior CIBs and TIFIA loan was assumed, and no capital 
appreciation bonds (“CABs”) were structured.   

 
 CABs are zero coupon bonds that pay no interest until maturity, and while costly to issue, 

can be used to capture the present value of the significant excess cash flow projected to be 
available after 2035 and provide additional project funding.  Overall, and based on current 
municipal market conditions, the assumptions of the MTC financial model with respect to the 
issuance of tax-exempt CIBs are reasonable, and bonds structured using the parameters of the 
model should be marketable in the public capital markets under current market conditions. 

  
 The finance plan also relies on the availability of loans made available under the 

Transportation Infrastructure Finance and Innovation Act, 23 U.S.C. §§ 601 et seq. 
(“TIFIA”), with between $968 million and $1.1 billion of TIFIA issuance modeled under the 
Base Case and Conservative Case, respectively, or approximately 25% of the project costs.    

 
 TIFIA loans are assumed to be available either for each phase of Facility construction or 

through a potential future programmatic TIFIA commitment, as has been included in certain 
federal transportation funding re-authorization proposals.  While the parameters applied to 
the TIFIA loans are consistent with the current TIFIA program – a maximum of 33% of 
eligible project costs funded through TIFIA, TIFIA loans do not exceed senior debt (CIBs), 
aggregate minimum debt service coverage of 1.1x, etc. – the most aggressive assumption is 
the availability of TIFIA and the amount of funding the projects might receive.   

 
 The largest TIFIA loan closed to date was a $900 million loan to the Central Texas Turnpike 

Authority in 2001.  Several managed lanes projects have received significant TIFIA credit 
assistance in the form of loans:   

 
• The IH 635 Managed Lanes (LBJ Freeway) project was awarded an $850 million 

TIFIA loan in FFY 2008, representing 32.5%of eligible project costs;  
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• The North Tarrant Express project (also in Texas) was awarded a $650 million TIFIA 
loan in FFY 2009, representing 31.7% of eligible costs; and 

• The I-495 Capitol Beltway HOT Lanes project in Virginia, which received a $589 
million TIFIA loan in FFY 2008, representing 30.4% of eligible project costs. 

   
 Further, in the most recent round of applications for TIFIA loans, TIFIA received 34 letters 

of interest, from which eight projects were invited to submit an application for TIFIA loan 
approval.  Of those eight projects invited to apply for TIFIA loans, three were HOT lanes 
projects. 

 
 As the future of the TIFIA program is uncertain due to delayed reauthorization of federal 

surface transportation funding of which the TIFIA program is a component, and because the 
TIFIA program provides significant advantages to the financial plan given the low coverage 
requirements, favorable interest rates and accommodative structuring parameters, PRAG 
considers the assumption of TIFIA availability as a risk factor to the Facility financial plan 
and requested that JPA model the Base Case assuming no TIFIA loan availability, as detailed 
in Section 3.2 Financial Model Testing, below.   

  
 Issuance Strategy, Amortization and Assumed Interest Rates 
 Debt financing is assumed to rely first on the issuance of CIBs, followed by draws from 

TIFIA loans, irrespective of whether other funding sources (such as capital grants) are 
assumed to be available to pay project construction costs.  All CIBs are assumed to be issued 
in tranches at the beginning of each construction phase.  Amortization is delayed until one 
year past each phase’s delivery date, and interest is assumed to be paid out of current 
revenues (i.e., not capitalized with bond proceeds).  The final maturity of the CIBs ranges 
from 26 years to 30 years in the Base Case and is 30 years in the Conservative Case.  The 
amortization assumptions of the MTC model were derived based on matching the implied 
average life to the interest rate assumption, and are reasonable.  In practice, CIBs likely 
would be issued with 30 year final maturities, with longer final maturities of up to 40 years 
possible under certain market conditions.  Further, the issuance strategy that assumes all 
CIBs are issued in one series at the beginning of each phase, results in suboptimal financial 
results in that interest costs and negative carry create significant and unnecessary financial 
drag.  For example, in reviewing the model for Phase I under the Base Case, it was noted that 
CIBs are assumed to be issued several years in advance of project funding needs, resulting in 
approximately $28 million of interest costs annually over two years that could be avoided 
with an issuance strategy better timed to project funding needs. 

  
 The TIFIA loans are structured according to TIFIA guidelines, i.e., a final maturity of 35 

years, with five years of interest capitalization and loan principal payment grace periods of 
10 years past project completion.  This is consistent with the structures of past TIFIA loans.  

 
 Interest rate assumptions assumed by MTC are provided in Table 5. 
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Table 5: Interest Rate Assumptions 
 Current Interest Bonds TIFIA Loans 

Phase Base Case Conservative Case Base Case Conservative Case 
I 5.50% 6.00% 5.00% 5.00% 
II 6.50% 7.00% 5.00% 5.00% 
III 7.00% 7.00% 5.00% 5.00% 
IV 7.50% 8.00% 6.00% 6.00% 
V n/a 7.50% n/a 7.00% 

  
 The CIBs interest rate assumptions, particularly for Phase I, appear aggressive based on 

actual rates for similar projects.  The North Tarrant Express and IH 635 LBJ Freeway 
projects involved the issuance of tax-exempt bonds rated in the low “BBB” category, as 
assumed for the Network, and in 2009 and 2010 achieved interest rates in the 7.0%-7.25% 
range.  While rates generally have declined since 2009-2010, and the Network managed 
lanes projects differ from the two Texas managed lanes projects in that they are largely 
conversion rather than all Greenfield projects, we find the 5.50% and 6.00% near-term 
interest rate assumptions to be overly optimistic.  However, we view the relatively more 
conservative issuance and amortization assumptions noted above, as well as the relatively 
more conservative near-term TIFIA interest rate assumptions discussed below, as offsetting 
these more aggressive CIBs interest rate assumptions. 

  
 TIFIA loans carry interest at one basis point higher than the 30 year U.S. Treasury Bond, 

which currently yields approximately 3.02% and has averaged 5.24% over the last ten years.  
Thus, the interest rate assumptions for TIFIA loans appear reasonable, at least in the near 
term, in light of current and historical average U.S. Treasury rates. 

  
 Reserves and Other Assumptions 
 CIBs were structured assuming the funding of a debt service reserve fund (“DSRF”) equal to 

maximum annual debt service on the CIBs, which is an appropriate funding level for a toll 
facility DSRF.  We note, however, that all excess Network cash flow is diverted to PAYGO 
expenditures prior to project completion in both the Base Case and the Conservative Case.  
As a practical matter, the Network will have to fund some liquidity reserves to cover 
unexpected operating and maintenance expenditures.  A common metric used by rating 
agencies to determine liquidity is “days cash on hand”, which takes outstanding 
unencumbered cash balances, divides that amount by annual operating expenses and 
multiplies by 365.  The average days cash for all toll facilities rated by Moody’s Investors 
Service as of FY 2010 is 672 days5.  So, for example, in 2020 when operating expenses are 
projected to be approximately $37.1 million, and assuming the Network maintains an average 
level of liquidity relative to other rated toll facilities, this would imply a cash balance of 
$68.3 million in 2020. 

 
 Other assumptions we noted that were understated but not of sufficient relative significance 

to warrant additional scenario analysis were issuance costs and ongoing administrative costs 
related to the debt portfolio.  Issuance costs are assumed to total 1%, when actual total 
issuance costs (i.e., including underwriters’ discount and costs of issuance such as legal 

                                                 
5 U.S. Toll Road Sector Medians for Fiscal Year 2010, Moody’s Investors Service, July 21, 2011 
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counsel, advisors and rating agencies) would likely be in the range of 2%-3%.  The annual 
costs of rating agency surveillance and bond trustees are likely to be approximately $100,000 
(inflated annually), versus the $35,000 annual costs assumed in the MTC financial model.  
Further, other annual costs may be incurred by BAIFA or whichever entity issues debt for the 
Facility, such as ongoing legal and financial advisory fees and expenses.  Again, however, 
none of these expenses are expected to be of the order of magnitude to affect project financial 
feasibility, so they were not adjusted in a sensitivity scenario.  

 
D. Project Organization and Responsibilities 

 
 According to the MTC application, the MTC will develop and operate the Network in 

collaboration with a number of entities. MTC may enter into an agreement with the Bay Area 
Infrastructure Financing Authority (“BAIFA”), a joint exercise of powers agency formed by 
the MTC and BATA, to plan, develop, operate and finance the project.  MTC must enter into 
agreements with BATA to operate and manage the toll collection system, and with Caltrans 
for certain aspects of design, construction, maintenance and operations, and with the 
California Highway Patrol for enforcement.  Further, as the Network assumes the inclusion 
of the Legacy Programs currently managed by the ACTC and Sunol JPA, MTC will need to 
enter into memoranda of understanding with these two congestion management agencies 
outlining the parameters under which the Legacy Programs will be included in the Network, 
including provisions for revenue and cost sharing. 

 

3.2 Financial Model Testing 
 
In conjunction with PRAG’s review of the MTC application, several sensitivity scenarios were 
requested, as described above, to determine the impact of certain key assumptions not being 
realized.  Each scenario was compared to the Base Case and the metrics used to evaluate the 
impact of each change in assumptions were the impact on project delivery and the amount of 
capital grants assumed to be required.  The results of these analyses are presented in Table 6. 
 

Table 6: Results of Sensitivity Analyses 
Sensitivity Scenario Project Delivery Capital Grants Required 

CIBs Only / No TIFIA Conservative Case Phasing – 
Network Completion by 2035 

Increased by $108 million over Base 
Case to $492 million (nominal) to reflect 

inflation due to project phasing delays 

Legacy Programs Excluded 

Network Completion by 2025, with 
all projects scheduled for 2025 

completion in Base Case accelerated 
to 2020 

Unchanged from Base Case 

Network Funds 100% 
Maintenance and Renewal 
Expenses 

Conservative Case Phasing – 
Network Completion by 2035 

Increased by $83 million over Base Case 
to $467 million (nominal) to reflect 

inflation due to project phasing delays 
 
As Table 6 indicates, the potential future unavailability of TIFIA would impact the Facility 
financing plan by delaying project delivery to equal that of the Conservative Case, i.e., with all 
projects being delivered by 2035 rather than 2030 under the Base Case, and requiring an increase 
in capital grants due largely to inflation.  The exclusion of the Legacy Programs actually results 
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in an improvement to the Base Case results, allowing for more rapid Network completion, with 
all projects currently scheduled for completion in 2025 to be accelerated to 2020 and the one 
Yolo County project scheduled for 2030 completion in the Base Case to be accelerated to 2025.  
This result assumes capital grant funding remains equal to the Base Case assumption.   
 
Lastly, should 100% of rehabilitation costs be borne by the Network and Caltrans pays none of 
these costs, the impact on the financial plan would be to result in project phasing equivalent to 
the Conservative Case and an increase in assumed capital grants, largely due to inflation from 
project funding delays.  It is important to note two things: (1) each of the three sensitivity 
analyses provided results that were better than the Conservative Case, in that even in situations 
where project phasing was equivalent, the required capital grant funding amounts were lower 
than the Conservative Case, and (2) these sensitivity analyses all started from the Base Case 
assumptions with respect to toll policy.  The ability of the financial model to fund the entire 
Facility as envisioned in the MTC application (without significantly increased capital grant 
assumptions and/or even more delayed phasing) would break down were these scenarios 
analyzed given the Conservative Case assumptions regarding toll and HOV policy. 
 
That said, there are several factors that could add funding capacity that were not included in the 
financial assumptions, namely the inclusion of a subordinate debt layer below the senior debt, 
which could serve as an offsetting source of borrowing to fund the Network, and the use of 
capital appreciation bonds (“CABs”) to capture the present value of future excess cash flow of 
the Network.  To illustrate the potential capacity of these excess cash flows to produce additional 
proceeds from the issuance of CABs, PRAG calculated the theoretical CABs bonding capacity 
available in 2025 (Phase IV of the project) assuming a conservative 3.0x debt service coverage 
level and interest rates of 7.50%.  Given these assumptions, senior CABs totaling $439 million 
could be issued under the Base Case to provide approximately $400 million in net additional 
funds for Facility construction after payment of issuance costs and funding of reserves.   
 
4. Findings and Conclusion 
 
Based on the materials and assumptions provided to the CTC by the MTC, and considering the 
preliminary nature of the project, the construction of the Bay Area Express Lanes Facility is 
feasible from a financial perspective.   
 
The feasibility analysis undertaken to date is preliminary in nature, which is expected given a 
project in the early stages of development.  The financial feasibility of the Network is most 
vulnerable to the degree to which toll revenues are realized as forecast, which is in turn largely 
impacted by the future direction of toll policy – both HOV policy and hours of operation 
assumptions.    
 
The financial feasibility is further impacted by the future availability of the federal TIFIA loan 
program to provide a low cost/high leverage financing option, as well as degree to which the 
Network will be required to bear the costs of ongoing rehabilitation expenses.  Any one of these 
factors could negatively impact the ability to deliver the Network as envisioned in the MTC 
application, particularly if they occur in combination.   
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However, offsetting these risks are (1) the flexibility inherent in the modular nature of the 
Network – the ability to finance and construct the Facility as funds are available – advancing 
more financially viable (i.e., low capital cost) conversion projects while delaying high capital 
cost expansion projects until necessary funding is available; (2) the potential to optimize the 
financial plan to provide bond proceeds timed better to meet project draw requirements and 
thereby reduce interest costs and carrying costs; and (3) the ability to leverage additional bond 
proceeds from the projected revenue stream through the issuance of subordinate debt and/or 
CABs.   
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PROJECT STATUS UPDATE – PROCURE NEW RAIL CARS Subject: 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) has $150 million of program 
authority in the Intercity Rail Improvement (IRI) program under the Proposition 1B Public 
Transportation Modernization, Improvement, and Service Enhancement Account (PTMISEA) 
Intercity Rail Improvement (IRI) program to acquire new rail rolling stock.  The rail rolling stock 
will consist of 42 bi-level passenger rail cars and 6 diesel-electric locomotives for use on the 
three State-supported intercity rail passenger routes.  The Department applied for and received 
$168 million in federal grants for new equipment requiring a 20 percent State match of $42 
million. 
 
To meet the delivery requirements and timelines contained in the federal grants, as well as assure 
the expenditure of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act (ARRA) funding by the 
statutory deadline, a Request for Proposal (RFP) for railcars must be released early in 2012.  To 
release the RFP, all necessary state and federal funding must be committed.  The Department 
plans to request an allocation of $42 million in Proposition 1B IRI, comprising the required state 
match, at the December 2011 meeting of the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission).  In advance of that request, the Department is providing this informational report 
discussing the nature, funding, schedule, and scope of the project. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Proposition 1B was passed by California voters on November 7, 2006.  The IRI program is part 
of the $4 billion PTMISEA that was created by the passage of Proposition 1B.  PTMISEA 
provides $400 million, upon appropriation by the Legislature, to the Department for intercity 
passenger rail improvement projects.  A minimum of $125 million from PTMISEA was 
specifically designated for the procurement of additional intercity passenger railcars and 
locomotives.  The Commission adopted guidelines for the IRI program at its December 2007 
meeting.  At its February 2008 meeting, the Commission approved the list of Proposition 1B IRI 
projects to be funded in the IRI program.  The project list included the “Procure New Rail Cars” 
project for the acquisition of new rolling stock, which is programmed for $150 million in 
PTMISEA funds. 
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The new rail rolling stock is needed to accommodate increasing ridership, alleviate conditions of 
overcrowding, improve service quality and efficiency, and replace aging and inefficient cars and 
locomotives with new equipment specifically designed for intercity corridor-style rail service.  
The equipment to be purchased will increase capacity on the state-supported intercity rail 
corridors.  This acquisition is consistent with the California State Rail Plan and the Department’s 
Rolling Stock Acquisition Service Development Plans. 
 
Original plans for this project envisioned using Proposition 1B funds exclusively.  Despite the 
State’s slow rate of bond sales, the Department has been able to move forward with plans for the 
rolling stock acquisition project because of the availability of federal funds to support high speed 
and intercity rail programs.  The Department applied for and has been granted $100 million in 
federal High Speed Intercity Passenger Rail (HSIPR) funds to purchase new rail cars and 
locomotives.  Additionally, the Department received a grant of $68 million in federal ARRA 
funds, from a redistribution of funds previously granted to other states.  The HSIPR and ARRA 
funds have been obligated to the State by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA), but both of 
these federal grants require at least a 20 percent match of state funds.  The State’s share of 
matching funds for the $168 million in federal grant funds totals $42 million. 
 
At the Commission’s December 2011 meeting, the Department plans to request an allocation of 
$42 million in Proposition 1B IRI bond funds to match the federal funds required by the federal 
grants.  The car and locomotive contracts to be negotiated will contain options that would enable 
the Department to buy additional cars and/or locomotives in the future at the initial procurement 
cost.  The Department plans to exercise its contractual option to purchase additional cars and 
anticipates requesting an additional $45 million for that purpose as bond funds become available.  
The remainder of the programmed funds—a total of $63 million—would be held in reserve until 
the best and highest priority use of those funds can be determined by the Department. 
 
The equipment to be purchased will be designed and built using specifications approved by the 
Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act of 2008 (PRIIA) 305 Next-Generation 
Equipment Committee (NGEC).  The new cars will incorporate numerous design improvements 
and innovations, making the State’s rail passenger service more efficient, cost-effective and 
attractive to passengers.  The new cars and locomotives also will be compatible with the 
Department’s existing fleet.  Besides conforming to state law, the procurement also will conform 
with the ‘Buy America’ requirements of 49 United States Code, Title 49, Chapter 244, 
Section 24405(a) as mandated by PRIIA.  The Department's Division of Rail and more than 
150 representatives from other states, Amtrak, the FRA, car builders, consultants, and major 
sub-system suppliers developed the PRIIA 305 NGEC specifications collaboratively.  The car 
specification was approved by the NGEC in August 2010 and the locomotive specification was 
approved in March 2011. 
 
The Department is now working with a coalition of other states and Amtrak to aggregate orders 
large enough to induce manufacturers to bid on the contracts, create greater competition and 
bring unit costs down through efficiencies of scale.  This coalition, led by the State of California 
and the State of Illinois, is developing a Joint Rolling Stock Procurement Agreement in 
cooperation with the FRA. 
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The Department anticipates releasing an RFP sometime during January 2012.  To facilitate this, 
the Department plans to request an allocation of Proposition 1B bond funds for the rolling stock 
acquisition at the December 2011 Commission meeting.  The tentative contract award date is 
August 2012, with actual production beginning in November 2013.  Delivery of the first car is 
expected in February 2015, with production expected to be complete by February 2018.  The 
acquisition will consist of two contracts; one for the cars and another for the locomotives. 
 
The new equipment purchases will be funded in phases.  Phases I and II correspond to the two 
FRA grant agreements.  The table below provides an overview of the equipment types and the 
funds made available in both federal grants. 
 
 
Phase Total New Capacity Replacement 

Equipment 
Funding 

Phase I 27 Railcars 
  2 Locomotives 

18 Railcars   9 Railcars 
  2 Locomotives 

Federal (80%): $100 M 
State (20%):         25 M 
Total:                $125 M 

Phase II 15 Railcars 
  4 Locomotives 

11 Railcars   4 Railcars 
  4 Locomotives 

Federal (80%): $  68 M 
State (20%):         17 M 
Total:                $  85 M 

Total 42 Railcars 
  6 Locomotives 

29 Railcars 13 Railcars 
  6 Locomotives 

Federal (80%): $168 M 
State (20%):         42 M 
Total:                $210 M 

 



Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011

Reference No.: 4.20
Action

From: BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

Subject: PROPOSED FY 2012-13 ALLOCATION SET-ASIDE FOR THE PUBLIC UTILITIES
COMMISSION RAILROAD GRADE CROSSING PROTECTION MAINTENANCE
PROGRAM RESOLUTION G-11-10

ISSUE

Should the Commission support the Public Utilities Commission’s (PUC) request (Attachment A)
to increase to $3.85 million the allocation set-aside for the Railroad Grade Crossing Maintenance
Program in next year’s FY 2012-13 State Budget?

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the Commission adopt Resolution G-1 1-10 (Attachment B) supporting only
$2 million for the Railroad Grade Crossing Maintenance Program in the FY 2012-13 Budget.

Public Utilities Code Section 1231.1 permits the Commission to increase the set-aside amount for
the Railroad Grade Crossing Maintenance Program. While the Commission has increased the set-
aside for the last five years, to $2 million from the statutorily required $1 million minimum, it has
noted that State Highway Account revenues directed to the Railroad Grade Crossing Maintenance
Program means less for State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) projects.

Although it is important to maintain grade crossing protection devices at the interface of road/rail
transportation systems, the Commission must consider all of the programs under its purview.

BACKGROUND

The Automatic Grade Crossing Protection Maintenance Fund was established in 1965 by the State
Legislature to pay the locals’ share of the cost for maintaining automatic grade crossing protection
devices installed by the railroad corporations after October 1, 1965. The cities’ and counties’ share
for maintaining automatic grade crossings typically represents only 50% of the total project cost;
the remaining 50% is borne by the railroad corporations. This 50-50-payment split presumes that
rail and highway users equally share the crossing and should therefore equally share the cost of
maintaining the crossing devices, unless prescribed otherwise by the PUC.

Initially, the $1 million annually appropriated for maintenance of warning devices was sufficient to
cover all claims filed by the railroad and street railroad corporations. In 1973, changes to the

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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federal grade crossing protection funding program resulted in the increased installation and
upgrading of automatic grade crossing protection devices. Consequently claims began exceeding
the funds available from Calendar Year 1977 onward. The projected maintenance fund claims for
FY 2012-13 are expected to be about $3.85 million for approximately 2,750 crossings, which is
consistent with the claims made over the last five years.

The reimbursement of claims in FY 2012-13 would be limited to the amount recommended for
allocation by the Commission.

Attachments
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ATTACHMENT A

CPSD/ RCES/ MLC/ DAR’ mci Date of Issuance 10/7/2011

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Consumer Protection and Safety Division Resolution SX-102
Rail Transit and Crossings Branch October 6,2011
Rail Crossings Engineering Section

RESOLUTION

RECOMMENDATION TO THE CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION
COMMISSION FOR INCREASED FUNDING TO BE SET ASIDE FOR
MAINTAINING AUTOMATIC GRADE CROSSING PROTECTION
DEVICES UNDER PUBLIC UTILITES CODE SECTION 1231.1

SUMMARY

This resolution recommends that, for the 2012-2013 fiscal year, the California
Transportation Commission allocate the sum of $3,850,000 for the purpose of
paying the local government’s share of the cost of maintaining automatic grade
crossing warning devices.

BACKGROUND

The Grade Crossing Protection Maintenance Fund was established by the
Legislature in 1965 to pay railroad corporations the local government’s share of
the cost of maintaining automatic railroad crossing warning devices installed or
upgraded after October 1, 1965. Public Utilities Code Section 1231.1 requires the
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) to set aside a minimum of $1,000,000
for the payment of those costs.

In 1988, an amendment to Public Utilities Code Section 1231.11 was enacted
which specifies that the Public Utilities Commission (PUC) may recommend a
sum greater than $1,000,000 be set aside if it finds that the $1,000,000 is not
sufficient due to an increase in the number of grade crossing warning devices or

‘AB 3065, (Polanco) September 29, 1988.
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an increase in the cost ofmaintenance of those devices. The specific amount of
the total allocation shall be determined by the California Transportation
Commission (CTC.)

DISCUSSION

When the automatic grade crossing protection maintenance fund was first
established in 1965, the maximum annual allocation of $1,000,000 was sufficient
to cover all claims filed by railroad and Street railroad corporations. However,
the increase in the number of crossing warning devices and the increase in the
cost for maintaining these devices caused claims to exceed the funds available
for calendar year 1977 and thereafter.

The railroads perform the required maintenance during a given calendar year,
and then file a claim with the PUC for reimbursement of the local government’s
share of the maintenance costs. The PUC verifies the claims and forwards valid
claims to Caltrans for payment. These claims are paid from the allocation made
by the CTC in the Caltrans budget. Claims and payments for the past five years
were as follows:

CY * FY* No. of crossings Total Claims Total Paid

($) ($)

2006 06-07 2,788 3,899,995 1,000,000
2007 07-08 2,754 3,848,955 2,000,000
2008 08-09 2,702 3,807,599 2,000,000

2009 09-10 2,710 3,829,679 2,000,000
2010 10-11 2,690 3,804,459 2,000,000

*CY Calendar Year
*FY Fiscal Year

The maintenance fund costs and respective claims for calendar year 2012 (FY
2012-2013) are expected to be significantly higher than the $2,000,000 the CTC
allocated for FY2O11-2012. Based on the previously submitted maintenance
claims and the numbers and types ofwarning devices eligible, an allocation of

-2-
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$3,850,000 will be needed for the 2012-2013 FY and would constitute the
minimum amount necessary for that maintenance.

NOTICE

On September 7, 2011 this Resolution was published in the Commission’s Daily
Calendar.

COMMENTS

The draft resolution of the Consumer Protection and Safety Division in this
matter was mailed in accordance with Section 311 of the Public Utilities Code
and Rule 14.2(c) of the Commission’s Rules of Practice and Procedure. No

comments were received.

FINDINGS

The Commission staff has reviewed the amount needed to be allocated pursuant
to Public Utilities Code Section 1231.1 and finds that an amount of $1,000,000
will be insufficient and finds, instead, that an allocation of $3,850,000 is the
minimum amount necessary for allocation to the Grade Crossing Protection
Maintenance Fund for FY2012-2013.

Therefore, in accordance with Public Utilities Code Section 1231.1, the
Commission staff finds that the PUC should recommend to the CTC that a sum
of $3,850,000 be allocated for the 2012-2013 FYfor the purpose ofpaying to
railroad or street railroad corporations the share of the costs to cities and
counties ofmaintaining automatic grade crossing protection! warning devices.

The Commission staff recommends that this Resolution be adopted.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED THAT:

The Public Utilities Commission recommends to the California Transportation
Commission that a sum of $3,850,000 be allocated for the 2012-20 13 fiscal year
for the purpose ofpaying to railroad corporations the share of the costs of cities
and counties for maintaining automatic grade crossing protection! warning
devices pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 1231.1.

-3-
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‘This resolution is effective today.

I certify that the foregoing resolution was duly introduced, passed, and adopted
by the Commission at its regularly scheduled meeting on October 6, 2011. The
following Commissioners voted favorably thereon:

PAUL CLANON
Executive Director

MICHAEL R. PEEVEY
President

TiMOTHY ALAN SIMON
MICHEL PETER FLORIO
CATHERINE J. K. SANDOVAL
MARKJ. FERRON

Commissioners
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ATTACHMENT B

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
California Public Utilities Commission

Railroad Grade Crossing Protection Maintenance Program
Allocation Set-Aside for $2 Million in FY 20 12-13

Resolution #G-11-10

1.1 WHEREAS, the Automatic Grade Crossing Protection Maintenance Fund was established by
the Legislature in 1965 (Public Utilities Code Section 1231.1) to pay the cities’ and counties’
share of the cost of maintaining automatic grade crossing protection devices installed by
railroad corporations after October 1, 1965; and

1.2 WHEREAS, since 1967 a minimum of $1 million per year has been appropriated by the State
Legislature and allocated by the California Transportation Commission to the California
Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) for its Railroad Grade Crossing Protection Maintenance
Program; and

1.3 WHEREAS, in 1973 the federal law changed, which resulted in the increased installation and
upgrading of automatic grade crossing protection devices; and

1.4 WHEREAS, the total claims submitted by the railroad corporations have substantially
exceeded the $1 million cap since 1977; and

1.5 WHEREAS, the anticipated claims to be submitted to the PUC for FY 2012-13 are estimated
to be about $3.85 million, which exceeds the annual $1 million required allocation set-aside
by $2.85 million; and

1.6 WHEREAS, the Commission considered the revenues in the State Highway Account, as well
as programs funded through the State Highway Account.

2.1 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the California Transportation Commission
only supports a $2.0 million allocation set-aside in the upcoming FY 2012-13 Budget for
use in the PUC grade crossing protection maintenance program, rather than the PUC
recommended allocation set-aside of $3.85 million.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  

 Reference No.: 4.8 
  Action Item 

 
 
 
 

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Gary Cathey 
 Chief Financial Officer  Chief 

 Division of Aeronautics 
  
 

Subject: ADOPTION OF THE CALIFORNIA AVIATION SYSTEM PLAN:  2011 POLICY 
ELEMENT 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) adopt the California Aviation System Plan: 2011 Policy Element (PE) 
described below. 
 
SUMMARY: 
 
The Policy Element (PE) is the primary document that explains the policies and general business 
activities of the California Department of Transportation (Department), Division of Aeronautics 
(Division).  The Division’s primary duties and functions are defined by statute, codified in the State 
Aeronautics Act (Aeronautics Act) and contained within the California Public Utilities Code (PUC), 
Section 21001 et seq.  The seven policy areas include: Stewardship and Preservation, Safety, 
Mobility, Airport Integration in Land Use Planning, Economics, Environment, and Education and 
Research. 
 
The 2011 version of the PE continues the refinement of Division policies and actions based on the 
needs of the California aviation system and Department policies and programs.  In particular, this 
version of the PE closely reflects current activities directed through Planning and Modal Programs 
and the Division of Transportation Planning.  Moreover, it better explains to external partners how 
the Division balances its operations between federal mandates, largely those from the Federal 
Aviation Administration, and the Aeronautics Act. 
 
Unchanged since 1965, funding for the Division is derived from the State Aeronautics Account.  The 
Aeronautics Account is funded from General Aviation fuel excise tax revenues collected and not 
from the State’s General Fund or Department itself.  Excise taxes are collected at the rate of 2 cents 
per gallon for non-commercial jet fuel and 18 cents per gallon for aviation gasoline.  The flow of 
revenue is explained under Revenue and Taxation Code Section 8352.3.   
 
There are no fiscal or project obligations tied to approval of the PE. 
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BACKGROUND: 
 
The 2011 Policy Element (PE) is one of the major California Aviation System Plan (CASP) reports, 
also known as elements.  CASP elements are prepared by the California Department of 
Transportation (Department), Division of Aeronautics (Division) and updated approximately every 
five years per California PUC Section 21701, et seq.  The Policy Element was last updated in 
February 2006.  
 
Since the Aeronautics Act’s formal amendment to include the CASP in 1989, the PE has expanded 
and contracted in an attempt to capture Department programs and the needs of California aviation.  
The 2011 update of the PE revisited the manner in which the policies and objectives of the Division 
have been expressed to the public.  After reviewing PE’s of the last 22 years, it was determined that 
the new generation of aviation and transportation professionals could benefit from a reiteration of 
the Division’s core responsibilities that are enumerated in PUC Section 21001 et seq., the 
Aeronautics Act.  These core responsibilities form the foundation of the policies found in the 
document and guide the daily business of the Division. 
 
As a result of the above, the primary objective of the 2011 PE is to provide an overview of the 
Division’s statutory obligations and operational directives.  The secondary objective is to ensure that 
during the current period of fiscal challenge, limited resources are first guided towards fulfilling 
statutory obligations before addressing desired objectives.  To accomplish this, the PE was divided 
into two sections.  Section 1: Guiding Principles, which explains the Division’s Federal, State, and 
Department priorities.  Section 2: Policies, Goals, Implementation and Performance, outlines the 
seven major policy areas, corresponding objectives and implementing actions that reflect the policies 
and direction of the Division. 
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 Reference No.: 3.5 
 Information 

 
 
 

From:  BIMLA G. RHINEHART 
 Executive Director 

 

Subject: PROPOSITION 116 STATUS REPORT 
 

SUMMARY 
This update provides the results of a survey conducted in September 2011 to determine if completed 
Proposition 116 projects are still being used for the purposes for which they were approved. 

All of the respondents to the survey stated that the projects are continuing to be used for the purposes 
approved.  The 59 projects surveyed represent a sampling from the four programs adopted by the 
Commission: 17 Rail Program projects; 28 Non-Urban Counties Program projects; six Waterborne 
Ferry Program projects; seven Competitive Bicycle Program projects; and the State Museum of 
Railroad Technology project. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
Proposition 116 of 1990 enacted the Clean Air and Transportation Improvement Act, designating 
$1.99 billion for specific projects, purposes, and geographic jurisdictions. 

Proposition 116 authorized specific amounts, and the Commission adopted separate guidelines, for 
four distinct programs: Rail Program - $1.852 billion; Non-Urban Counties Program - $73 million; 
Competitive Bicycle Program - $20 million; and Water-Borne Ferry Program - $30 million. 

After July 1, 2010, pursuant to PUC Section 99684.(b)(c), the Legislature may re-allocate any 
unencumbered Proposition 116 funds to another passenger rail project anywhere in the state.  Any 
legislative re-allocation must be passed by a two-thirds vote in each house of the Legislature.  In the 
case of Caltrans, the re-allocation must be to a state-sponsored passenger rail project. 

The Commission has approved applications for the entire $1.99 billion.  As a result of projects 
completed with savings, there is a balance of $349,257 available to be programmed. 

Approximately $1.986 billion has been allocated, of which about $1.834 billion has been expended, 
for ongoing Proposition 116 projects. 

As of June 30, 2011, a little over $3.8 million remains available for future allocations, most of it for 
the State Museum of Railroad Technology. 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 
 
 

 
M e m o r a n d u m  

 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 
  

 Reference No.: 3.6 
 Information Item 

 
From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Brent Green 
Chief  
Division of Right of Way 
and Land Surveys 

 
Subject: FINAL CLOSE-OUT REPORT ON FISCAL YEAR 2010-11 RIGHT OF WAY 

CAPITAL LUMP SUM ALLOCATION 
 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
Per the California Transportation Commission (Commission) Resolution G-01-09, the  
California Department of Transportation (Department) must present an annual report on the  
Right of Way (R/W) Capital Outlay Expenditure Program for Commission review and acceptance.  
For Fiscal Year (FY) 2010-11, the total amount allocated for R/W capital activities was 
$219,373,000.  By the end of the FY, the Department has committed the entire amount. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
On June 30, 2010, the Commission passed Resolution FM-09-05 authorizing a lump sum 
allocation of $219,373,000 for the FY 2010-11 R/W activities.   
 
A final analysis of the actual R/W capital commitments based on the Department’s official book 
closing statement compared to the total allocation for the FY 2010-11 is on the following page. 
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2010-11 FY R/W CAPITAL OUTLAY ALLOCATION SUMMARY 

(Expenditures through End of FY 2010/11) 
(Dollars x 1,000,000) 

 
 ORIGINAL 

ALLOCATION 
FM-09-05 

 
ADJUSTMENTS 

ADJUSTED 
ALLOCATION 

  

 
EXPENDED 

Capital Projects     
STIP $103.7 0.0 $103.7 $112.7
Route 99 Bond $0.0 0.0 $0.0 $0.0
SHOPP $46.6 0.0 $46.6 $50.2
Total Capital Projects $150.3 0.0 $150.3 $162.9
Specific Categories  

Post Certification $41.1 0.0 $41.1 $29.3
Project Development Capital $1.0 0.0 $1.0 $.7
Damage to Property (Inverse) $27.0 0.0 $27.0 $26.5
Total Specific Categories $69.1 0.0 $69.1 $56.5
Roberti Re-Purchase $0.0 0.0 $0.0 $0.0
Pre-Project Mitigation: $0.0 0.0 $0.0 $0.0
 219 0.0  
Total Right of Way $219.4 0.0 $219.4 $219.4
     

 



State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency    
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION     

M e m o r a n d u m  
 

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS  CTC Meeting:  October 26-27, 2011 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  
 Reference No.:  3.7 
    Information Item 
 
 

From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by:  Brent L. Green 
Chief Financial Officer  Chief 
  Division of Right of Way  
  and Land Surveys 

 
 
Ref: 2011 ANNUAL REAL PROPERTY SERVICES REPORT 

 
AIRSPACE 
 
In Fiscal Year (FY) 2010-11 total revenue was $26.2 million, up from $25.0 million last year. 
Airspace revenues can be broken down between ground leases that generated approximately  
$19.8 million, with the wireless component generating an additional $6.4 million.  
 
Possessory interest taxes paid by airspace tenants to the local cities and counties this FY is estimated 
at approximately $5.0 million.  The possessory interest tax is assessed by the local governments and 
is based upon the in lieu value of the tenants leasehold interest. 
 
The Airspace Program anticipates a marginal but positive growth in this FY assuming existing 
staffing levels remain and staff is not re-directed to other duties.  At present, the California 
Department of Transportation (Department) is struggling to meet a unique opportunity for potential 
increased revenues from wireless site placements.  With the recent boom in high-end cell phones 
such as the Blackberry and IPhone; cell providers are aggressively expanding their networks to 
provide the network coverage demanded.  This has resulted in more requests to site cell towers on 
the Department’s properties.  With the tight project delivery schedules, last year’s employee 
furloughs and new employee hiring freezes the Department has struggled to answer all of these 
proposals.  
 
EXCESS LAND SALES 

 
For FY 2010-11, the Department's Excess Land Sales units disposed of 327 parcels from its surplus 
inventory, valued at $23.5 million.  The return to the State Highway Account on these parcels was 
$24 million. 

 
This production is below the ten-year average of 363 parcels and $29.9 million, but represents an 
improvement over the preceding year.  Several factors continue to present challenges to the 
Department's disposal program:  (1) higher priority of project delivery; (2) staff reductions from 
attrition with limited ability to backfill; (3) depressed real estate economy statewide; and (4) local 
agency partners lack funds to purchase and maintain properties from the Department. 
 
 

“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 
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PROPERTY MANAGEMENT  
 
Property Management revenues for FY 2010-11 were $12.9 million.  This is up slightly from  
FY 2009-10 revenues of $12.4 million.  The reason for the incremental growth in revenue is that 
more properties are moving to construction projects and stagnant rents as a result of the recent 
financial and real estate market crash.  A significant element of the property management inventory 
is the Alameda 238 and Los Angeles 710 corridor properties that were purchased for these 
transportation projects in the 1970s.  The Alameda 238 project is nearing resolution and construction 
of an expressway will be the end solution.  Any parcel excess to this project will be sold for the 
benefit of the locals.  
 
Per Streets & Highways Code 104.13, twenty-four percent of gross revenues of properties held for 
future projects are returned to the local governments.  For FY 2010-11, this amounted to  
$3.0 million. 
 
ASSET MANAGEMENT 
 
The Department completed the 2011 Real Property Retention Review (RPRR) consistent with 
mandates of Governors’ Executive Orders W-18-91 and S-10-04 and Deputy Directive 21 R3.  The 
RPRR process assesses Department real estate holdings and determines whether or not they are 
needed to satisfy Department operational goals or objectives.  This parcel-specific review, conducted 
by each district between January and March 2011, examined more than 5,000 parcels to determine if 
they were required for future projects or transportation operations or should be conditionally retained 
for local public agencies, engineering or administrative reasons, or environmental mitigation.  As a 
result of this review, 700 property interests were identified as available for disposal. 
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To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: October  26-27, 2011 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  

 Reference No.:  2.2c.(2) 
 Action Item 

 
From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by:  Jay Norvell 
 Division Chief 
 Environmental Analysis 

 

Subject:  APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR 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-11-76. 
 

ISSUE: 
 
05-SBT-156, PM 3.0/R8.2 
RESOLUTION E-11-76 
 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for consideration of funding the following project 
for which a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been completed: 
 

• Route 156 in San Benito County.   Roadway improvements including widening to four 
lanes of a portion of Route 156 near the city of Hollister. (PPNO 0297) 

 

This project in San Benito County will widen State Route 156 from a two-lane conventional 
highway to a four-lane expressway on new alignment from the Alameda in San Juan Bautista 
to just east of Fourth Street.  The project is programmed in the 2010 State Transportation 
Improvement Program and includes local funds.  Total estimated project cost is $69,961,000 
for capital and support.  The scope as described for the preferred alternative is consistent with 
the project scope programmed by the Commission in the 2010 State Transportation 
Improvement Program. 
 

A copy of the FEIR has been provided to Commission staff.  Resources that may be impacted by 
the project include; noise, biological resources, hydrology and floodplains, and farmlands.  
Potential impacts associated with the project can all be mitigated to below significance through 
proposed mitigation measures with the exception of farmlands. The proposed improvements, with 
all recommended mitigation measures, would still have significant adverse impacts to farmlands in 
San Benito County with 127 acres of prime farmland being converted to non-agricultural purposes.   
As a result, a Final Environmental Impact Report was prepared for the project.  
 
 

Attachments 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
05-SBT-156, PM 3.0/R8.2 

Resolution E-11-76 
 

1.1 WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed 
an Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
• Route 156 in San Benito County.   Roadway improvements including 

widening to four lanes of a portion of Route 156 near the city of Hollister. 
(PPNO 0297) 

 
  

1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that the Environmental Impact Report has 
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Environmental Impact Report; and 
 
1.4 WHEREAS, the Environmental Impact Report did identify significant effects after 

mitigation; and 
 
1.5 WHEREAS, a Statement of Overriding Considerations was prepared; and 
 
1.6 WHEREAS, Findings were made pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby support approval of the above referenced project to allow for 
consideration of funding. 
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“Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

  

M e m o r a n d u m  

  

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: October  26-27, 2011 
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION  

 Reference No.:  2.2c.(3) 
 Action Item 

 
From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by:  Jay Norvell 
 Division Chief 
 Environmental Analysis 

 

Subject:  APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR 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-11-77. 
 

ISSUE: 
 

04-SCL-280, PM 5.10/5.20, 04-SCL-880, PM 0.0/0.70 
RESOLUTION E-11-77 
 
The attached resolution proposes to approve for consideration of funding the following project for 
which a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been completed: 
 

• Routes 280 and 880 in Santa Clara County.   Roadway improvements including 
reconfiguration of the existing I-880/Stevens Creek Boulevard interchange and addition of a 
new Direct Connector Ramp near the city of Santa Clara. (PPNO 0408G) 

 

The project will construct improvements at the SR-17/I-280/I-880 Interchange and I-880/Stevens 
Creek Boulevard Interchange.  The project will be done in phases.  Phase 1 will construct 
northbound I-280 to NB I-880 direct connector, reconfigure northbound I-880/Stevens Creek 
Boulevard Interchange quadrant, widen I-880/Stevens Creek Boulevard Overcrossing and 
construct soundwall along Parkmoor Avenue. Phase 2 will reconfigure southbound I-880/Stevens 
Creek Boulevard Interchange quadrant, construct Monroe Street dedicated lane and construct 
soundwall along S. Daniel Way. Phase 1 can proceed without Phase 2.  Phase 1 is programmed in 
the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account and includes local funds.  The total estimated cost of 
Phase 1 is $54,400,000, capital and support.  Phase 2 is not currently programmed.  The total 
estimated cost of Phase 2 is $10,200,000, capital and support.  Construction is estimated to begin 
in Fiscal Year 2012-13.  The scope as described for the preferred alternative is consistent with the 
project scope set forth in the proposed project baseline agreement. 
 

A copy of the FEIR has been provided to Commission staff.  Resources that may be impacted by the 
project include; noise, hazardous waste, biological resources, visual and aesthetics, water quality and 
stormwater runoff, and traffic.  Potential impacts associated with the project can all be mitigated to 
below significance through proposed mitigation measures.  As a result, a Final Environmental Impact 
Report was prepared for the project.  
 

Attachments 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding 
04-SCL-280, PM 5.10/5.20, 04-SCL-880, PM 0.0/0.70 

Resolution E-11-77 
 

1.1 WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed 
an Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
• Routes 280 and 880 in Santa Clara County.   Roadway improvements 

including reconfiguration of the existing I-880/Stevens Creek Boulevard 
interchange and addition of a new Direct Connector Ramp near the city of 
Santa Clara. (PPNO 0408G) 
 

 
  

1.2 WHEREAS, the Department has certified that the Environmental Impact Report has 
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has 

considered the information contained in the Environmental Impact Report; and 
 
1.4 WHEREAS, the Environmental Impact Report did identify significant effects after 

mitigation; and 
 
1.5 WHEREAS, Findings were made pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines. 
 
2.1 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby support approval of the above referenced project to allow for 
consideration of funding. 

 





  STATE OF CALIFORNIA                      CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

 

M e m o r a n d u m 
 

To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
  

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011   

 Reference No.: 2.2c.(4)  
 Action  

 
 

From:  BIMLA G. RHINEHART 
 Executive Director 

 

 
Subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING 

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR BRISTOL STREET WIDENING – 3rd 
STREET TO CIVIC CENTER DRIVE PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-11-78 ) 

 
 

ISSUE:  
 
Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Final Environmental Impact 
Report (FEIR), Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the Bristol 
Street Widening – 3rd Street to Civic Center Drive Project (Project) in Orange County and 
approve the project for future consideration of funding? 

 
RECOMMENDATION:   
 
Staff recommends that the Commission accept the FEIR, Findings of Fact and Statement of 
Overriding Considerations and approve the project for future consideration of funding. 

 
BACKGROUND:    
 
The City of Santa Ana (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project.  The project will widen 
Bristol Street into a six-lane, divided arterial street and modify several intersections of Bristol Street 
with crossing arterial streets.     
 
The project as proposed will result in significant (short-term) unavoidable impacts to households and 
businesses that are displaced to accommodate the required right-of-way for the widened street and 
parkways.  Findings of Fact were developed which provide that mitigation measures and/or 
alternatives to the proposed project that would substantially reduce or avoid these significant 
unavoidable impacts are infeasible. Specifically, the project would result in significant (short-term) 
adverse effects upon households and businesses that are displaced to accommodate the required 
right-of-way.  
 
On December 3, 1990, the City found that there were several benefits that outweigh the unavoidable 
adverse environmental effects of the project.  These benefits include, but are not limited to,  
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 STATE OF CALIFORNIA                      CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
  

 
improving the traffic carrying capacity, safety, efficiency, pedestrian circulation, and visual quality 
of the Bristol Street corridor; reducing traffic congestion resulting in reduced vehicle emissions 
creating a positive effect on local air quality; improving flow of traffic with roadway capacity 
enhancement, intersection improvements, bus turnouts, drainage improvements, and traffic signal 
synchronization; and removal of numerous aged, deteriorated and unsightly buildings and structures 
currently found along the roadway which will facilitate the planned redevelopment of the Bristol 
Street corridor.  The City established a Mitigation Monitoring Program to ensure that the mitigation 
measures specified for the project are implemented. 
 
On August 4, 2011 the City provided written confirmation that the preferred alternative set forth in 
the final environmental document is consistent with the project programmed by the Commission. 
 
The project is estimated to cost $9.68 million and is programmed with State ($3.2 million) and Local 
($6.48 million) funds.  Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2011/12.   
 
Attachment  
• Resolution E-11-78   
• Findings of Fact & Statement of Overriding Considerations 
• Project Location 

 
 
 



CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding  
12 – Orange County 
Resolution E-11-78      

 
 
1.1.1 WHEREAS, the City of Santa Ana (City) has completed a Final Environmental 

Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
the CEQA Guidelines for the following project: 

 
• Bristol Street Widening – 3rd Street to Civic Center Drive Project 

 
1.2 WHEREAS, the City has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report has 

been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its 
implementation; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, the project will widen Bristol Street into a six-lane, divided arterial street 

and modify several intersections of Bristol Street with crossing arterial streets in the City 
of Anaheim, Orange County; and 
 

1.4 WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency, 
has considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact 
Report; and 

 
1.5 WHEREAS, Findings of Fact made pursuant to CEQA guidelines indicate that 

specific unavoidable significant impacts related to short-term adverse effects upon 
households and businesses that are displaced to accommodate the required right-of-
way make it infeasible to avoid or fully mitigate to a less than significant level the 
effects associated with the project; and 

 
1.6 WHEREAS, the City adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the 

project; and 
 
1.7 WHEREAS, the City adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program for the project; 

and 
 
1.8  WHEREAS, the above significant effects are acceptable when balanced against the facts 

as set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations. 
 
2.1  NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation 

Commission does hereby accept the Final Environmental Impact Report, Findings of Fact 
and Statement of Overriding Considerations and approve the above referenced project to 
allow for future consideration of funding. 
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EXHIBIT B

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
FOR THE

BRISTOL STREET WIDENING PROJECT

INTRODUCTION

On January 1 1989 California State Assembly Bill AB 3180 became
effective AB 3180 requires state and local agencies to adopt programs for
the monitoring and reporting of the implementation of mitigation measures

addressing the significant environmental impacts of projects the agencies
approve subject to the California Environmental Quality Act CEQA
Consistent with AB 3180 the following Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program has been adopted for use by the City of Santa Ana as it carries out

the Bristol Street Widening project

DEVELOPMENT OF THE MITIGATION MONITORINGREPORTING
PROGRAM

The basis of the Mitigation MonitoringReporting Program is the mitigation
measures identified by impact category in Chapter IV of the Final
Environmental Impact Statement and Final Environmental Impact Report
FEISFEIR The development of the program is based on the following
procedures

Identification of the specific mitigation measures proposed for the

project from Chapter IV of this FEISFEIR

Identification of the key dates and events in the project
implementation schedule

Identification of the key personnel and agencies responsible for
environmental monitoring

Monitoring of the implementation of the mitigation measures and
documentatkm that the measures have been properly and thoroughly
implemented

Development of written documentation on the implementation of all
the mitigation measures identification of any areas of noncompliance
and proposed activities to bring the project into compliance with the

mitigation monitoring program
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AUTHORITY TO REQUIR tAND ENFORCE AB 3180

The City of Santa Aha is required to enforce the provisions of AB 3180
consistent with its existing Police powers As lead agency for the
environmental documentation for the proposed 15roject and the agency with

the authority to approve the proposed project the City is also the agency
responsible for approving the Mitigation MonitoringReporting Program and

for accepting the written reportsdocumenting the completion of the

implementation of the mitigation measures The Public Works Agency of the

City will be responsible for coordinating the Mitigation Monitoring Program
with the appropriate City departments and outside contractors and

consultants

PROPOSED MmGATION MONITORING PROGRAM

Table 1 summarizes the mitigation measures for Chapter IV the appropriate
schedule for implementation of each measure and the City department or

other parties responsible for implementing each measure and documenting
that each measure has been correctly implemented

The proposed procedures for implementing the Mitigation Monitoring and

Reporting Program are

41 Monitoring Procedures

An Environmental Monitor will be responsible for reviewing the

project plans demolition plans and activities rightofway
acquisition residential and business relocation construction

sites andoroperations to ensure that the mitigation measures

are properly and completely accomplished during the

implementation of the project

Written documentation that each mitigation measure in Table

1 is implemented This documentation can be on a City of

Santa Ana mitigation monitoring checklist or any similar form

that clearly indicates the schedule for implementation whether
the measure has been implemented or in the case of measures

that are ongoing that a process has been developed to ensure

continued implementation of the measure For example the

mitigation measures related to the construction period traffic
controls are shortterm and would be implemented and in place
until the completion of each phase of the project On the other

hand the redevelopment of remnant parcels not used for

roadway purposes would be ongoing and would require a

commitment on the part of the City to facilitate productive
reuse of the land through the exercise of its redevelopment
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power eg to assemble small parcels into larger development
sites install landscaping parking facilities pedestrian amenities
etc

ReporfingProcedures

ho The Environmental Coordinator will be responsible for

reviewing the program in Table 1 with the key personnel
charged with implementing the proposed project at the

City including the Director of Public Works the City
Traffic Engineer the design consultants construction

contractors construction inspectors and all other key staff
and contractors associated with the project

The Environmental Coordinator will prepare quarterly
written reports for the City of Santa Ana Public Works

Agency documenting the satisfactory implementation of

all applicable mitigation measures during that time

period consistent with the schedule and agency approvals
indicated in Table 1 For those measures where the

project activities do not comply with Table 1 a

description of the areas of noncompliance will be

prepared including proposed remedies to bring those
elements of the project into compliance with the adopted
Mitigation MonitoringReporting Program

The final report on the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program will be provided to the City of Santa Ana Public
Works Agency and will be kept on file at their offices located

at 101 West 4th Street in the City of Santa Ana



TABLE 1

MITIGATION MoNIToRING REOUIREMENTS

Mitigation Measure

SeismicHazar

As part of theengineeringand preparation of

design plansstructuraland soils engineers
will beretainedto determine the structural

stability of theSantiago Creek Bridge with

regard to apotentialsubsidence event These
assessments willinclude recommendatiom if

needed toproxldeadequate structural

support for thebridge

Considerationillbe given to installing and

replacingsurfacelevel structures such as

street lightstrafficsignals and utJii poles

footings thatreachstable material

Eroon

Ifreconstructionof the Santiago Creek Bridge
supports isdeternfinedto be necessary

constructionactixfdesx511 be limited to tie
dD seasonDesiand construction will be

coordinatedwiththe Orange CounD
EnvironmentalManagement Agency and the

StateDepartmentof Fish and Game

Timino of Implementation

During preparation ofdesign plant for the

bridge widening

During preparation of design plans for all

phases of project

Scheduling to be determined during final

design construmion ConslruCtion controls

as scheduled

Responsible Entities

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineers

City Pnblic Works Agency
Consulting Engineers

Ci Public Works Agency
Orange County Environmental Manage
ment Agency
California Department of Fish and Game

Z6



MitigationMeasure

2 Straw orothersuitable materials will be

placed overuncoveredsoils as needed during
streetconstructionactix4des This would
reduce theamountof erosion

Temporaryculverts ddcbes catch basins
dams andsettlingponds will be installed in

the streetconstructionareas to maintain

existingdrainageflows and to collect excess
water andsedimentstlowing out of the
constructionsites Sediments collected will be

disposed ofata Class II or Class III disposal
site

FloodplainFloodwayEncroachment

Routineconstructionprocedures will be

implementedto minimize impacts to the

floodplainsWith regard to the bridge over

SantiagoCreekthe desin will consider the

possibility ofthe Creek overtopping its banks
and will bedesigned to withstand such an

episode

StreambedModcaion

Replacementof tree plantings will occur on

thoseshoulderswithout surSving trees

Tinline of Imnlementfltion

During cnnstmcton

During construction

During preparation of bridge widening
design plans

Following construction of widened

Santiago Creek Bridge

Resoonsible Entities

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer

City Public Works Agency
Landscape Contractor



2 Bridgewidehingdesign and construction will

comply withapplicable requirements of the

NationwidePermit provisions pursuant to

the FederalClean Water Act and with

applicablerequirementsof a Streambed

AlterationPermitissued by the California

DepartmentofFish and Game

Temporaryculvertsditches catch basins

dams andsettlingponds will be installed in

constructionareas to maintain existing
drainageflowsand collect excess water and

sedimentcomingfrom construction sites

Sedimentscollectedwill be disposed of at a

Class II orClassIII disposal facility

Ifreconstructionof the Santiago Creek Bridge
supports isdetermed to be necessary
constructionactivities will be limited to dry
monthsConstructionwill be coordinated

with theOrangeCounty Environmental

ManagementAgency and will comply with

theirrequirementsTemporary drainage and

erosioncontrolssuch as sandbags ditches
damsculvertscatch basins and settling ponds
will be usedas needed Collected sediments

will beproperlydisposed of at a Class II or

Class llidisposalfacility

Timin of lmnlementation

During preparation of bridge widening
design plans and during bridge
construction

During street construction

During bridge construction

Resnonsible Entities

City PubLic Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
California Department of Fish and Game

US Army Corps of Engineers

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor
City Inspector

City PubLic Works Agency
Construction Contractor



MitigationMeasure

UrbanLandscaping

Aconsistgnttheme will be developed and

implementedfor the landscaping within the

publicrightofwayfor Bristol Street ms a part
of the streetwidening project

Considerationwill be given to the

implementationof a Xeriscape landscaping
programSucha program would involve the

use oflowmaintenancedroughttolerant
plantmaterialsthereby reducing longterm
cust formaintenanceand water consumption

Air Qualiy

L SCAQMDRule403 will be adhered to
insuring thecleanup of constructionrelated
dirt onapproachroutes to the site

Adequatewateringtechniques will be

employed topartially mitigate the impact of
constructiongenerateddust particulates

Constructionequipment will be properly
maintainedandserviced to minimize exhaust

emissions

Timin of lmnlementation

During preparation of street improvement
plans and during construction of street

improvements

During preparation of street improvement
plans and during construction of street

improvements

During construction of all improvements

During construction of all improvements

During constructonof all improvements

Res n ible Entitie

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Landscape Architect
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Landscape Architect
Construction Contractor

City PubticWorks Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor



Considerationwillbe given to the provision of
comealentbus shelters and bus turnouts

alongBristolStreet to encourage the use of

publictransportation

The use ofenergy efficient lighting along
BristolStreetlow pressure sodium vapor

lights willbeconsidered to reduce emissions

at thepowerplant servng the area AQMP
controlmeasureNll

Trafficsignalsalong Bristol Street will

continue tobesynchronized AQMP control
measuresK2

Constructionactivities will be halted during
Stage OneandStage Two smog aters

Noise

Replacementof existing barriers that are

removed mwidenthe street by solid barriers
at least sixfeethigh

Constructionofsixfootblock walls on corner

lots withaccessto cross streets where

adequatevehicularsight distances can be

maintained

Tminof Imnlementation

During preparation of street improvement
plans

During preparation of street improvement
plans

Oning

During all construction activities

During preparatian of street improvement
plans and during construction

During preparation ofstreet improvement
plans and during construction

Res ible n i ie

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer

City Public Works Agency

Construction Contractor

City hispector

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor



MitigationMeasure

Consffuctionof solid sound barriers adiacent
to schoolplaygroundsand athletic fields
wheredeterminedfeasible in consultation
with schooldistrictofficials to meet federal

Constructionof sixfoot walls to shield

residentialrearyards where such rear yards
face BristolStreet

Constructionof sixfoot walls at secondline

receptorpropertylines to meet the 67 Leq
federalcriteria

Constructionactivities will take place only
during thehoursspecified in the City of Santa

Ann NoiseControlOrdinance to reduce ooise

impactsduringmore sensitive time periods

Allconstructionequpment fixed or mobile
operatedwithin1000 feet o a dwelling shall
beequippedwith properly operating and

maintainedmuffler exhaust systems

Stationaryequipmentshall be placed so that

emittednoiseis directed away from sensitive
noisereceNerssuch as residential areas

Timing of Imglementntion

During preparation ofstreet improvement
plans and during construction

During preparation of street improvement
plans and during construction

During preparation of street improvement
plans and during construction

During construction of all improvements

During construction of all improvements

During construction of alt improvements

ResonsiblEnfitie

City PuNic Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

Ci Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

City Inspector

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agen
Construction Contractor



Stockpilinglindvehicle staging areas shall be

located asfaras practical from occupied
dwellings

10 Everyeffortwill be made to create the

greatestdistancebetween noise sources md

sensitivereceptorsduring construction

11 The noisiestconstruction operations will be

arranged tooccurtogether in the construction

program toavoid continuing periods of

Lightand Glare

Considerationwill be given to the selection of
new streetlightingfixtures which have cutoff
shields tominimizelight and glare nuisances
forresidentialproperties adjoining Bristol
SffeeL

Aesthetics

Considerationwill be given to placing existing
overheadutilitylines along the street

undergroundas part of the proposed project

Acoordinatedtheme will be developed for
landscapingand improvements within the

widenedstreetrightofway

Timin of lmniementation

During construction of all improvements

During consnuction ofal improvements

During construction of all improvements

During preparation of street improvement
plans

During preparation of street improvement
plans

Dtuingpreparation of street improvement
plans

Enli

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City PubcWorks Agency
Construction Contractor

City Pubtic Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Landscape Architect

37



MitigationMeasure

A strategywillbe d6veloped for the use and

treameatofremnant parcels adjacent to the
widenedroadwayin conjunction with the

ProjectAreaCommittee by City staff

ResidentialDisplacement

Alldisplacedresidents will receive relocation
assistancefromthe City of Santa Aha in

accordancewith the Department of

TraasportationFederal Highway Adraln

istrationUniformReloeafmn Assistance and

RealPropertyAcquisition Regulations for

FederallyAssistedPrograms 49 CRF Part

24March1989akathe Uniform Act and

CaliforniaDepartmentof Transportation
guidelinesAssistance will be provided by
relocationagentswith appropriate foreign
languageskillsand will include information
on theavailabilityand prices of homes for

sale and forrent that are comparable decent
safe andsanitaryRelocation payments will

also beavailableto help eligible displaces in

the form ofpayingcertain costs and expenses
involved inmoving purchasing or renting
replacementdwellings

Timing of hnnlementation

During preparation of street improvement
plans

During acquisition of rightofway

City Public Works Agency
Project Area Committee
Santa Aha Community Development

Agency

City Public Works Agency
City Real Estate Department



Last resorthousing benefits will also be

provided tocover situatious where displaces
cannot berelocated due to he lack of

availablecomparablereplacement housing or

when theiranticipated replacement housing
paymentswouldexceed the limits of the

standardrelocationpayments program

SpecialNeeddisplaced households will be

identifiedinthe final relocation plan along
with anyextraordinaryrelocation assistance
that will beprovided

BusinessDisplacement

The Citywillcomply with the most current

State andFederalUniform Refocation Acts

asamendedto assist businesses that are

displacedbythe project

Inconjunctionwith City staff the Project
AreaCommitteePAC will address various
alternativesto keep displaced businesses
within thehnmediate project area Such

alternativesmay include establishment of a

smallshoppingmall within the Bristol Street

projectarea

Timing of lmolementation

During rightofway acquisition

During rightofway acquisition

During rightofway acquisition

During rightofway acquisuon

Re ible Entiti s

City Public Works Agency
City Community Development Agency

City Public Works Agency
City Community Development Agency

City Public Works Agency
City Community Development Agency

City Public Works Agency
Project Area Committee
Santa Ana Redevelopment Agency
City Planning and Building Agen



MitigationMeasure

NeighborhoodCharacterand Minodty Group

1 Prior toacquisitionof rightofway the City o

Santa Ahawill evaluate the desirability of

alternativedispositions of all remaining
portions offulltake parcels Where feasible
within thedevelopment standards of the

ZoningOrdinanceandin accordance with the

City ofSantaAaa policy such areas will be

aassembledfor redevelopment
b soldto adjoining land owners or

clandscapedthus exending the pubhc
parkwayby varying depths

Allhouseholdsand businesses that are

displacedwillreceive relocation assistance
from theCityof Santa Ann as previously
describedAffected minority groups will be

rnlocatedtocomparable neighbothoods ff so

desiredwithinthe City of Santa Aha and

surroundingcommtmities

PropertyVaues

To reducetheloss of property tax revenues
remainingportionsof fulltake parcels will be
evaluatedfor potential assemblage and

redevelopmentor for sale to adjoining land

ownersThiswill keep the affected properties
in privateownership and subject to

assessmentofproperty taxes based on current

propertyvalues

Tlmin of lmnlementation

During preparation of street improvement
plans and throughout redevelopment of
the Bristol Saeel corridor

During rightofway acquisition

Beginning during fightofway acquisition
and continuing throughout constructon

and postconstruction periods until all
renmant parcels redeveloped or reused in
a productive manner

R risible ntitie

City Public Works Agency
Santa Aha Conununity Development

Agency
City planning and Building Agency
Project PueaCommittee

City Public Works Agency
Santa Aaa Community Development

Agency
Project Area Committee

City Public Works Agency
Project Area Committee
Santa Ann Community Development

Agency



TABLE 1

MITIGATION MONITORING REOUIREMENTS

MitiantionMeasure

SeismicHazards

As part oftheengineering and prepaxation of
designplansstructural and soils engineers
will beretainedto determine the structural

stability oftheSantiago Creek Bridge with

regard to apotentialsubsidence event These

assessmentswiIl include recommendations if
needed toprovide adequate structural

support forthebridge

Considerationwill be given to installing and

replacingsurfacelevel structures such a

streetfightstraffic signals and ufifity poles
withstructuresthat have extensive subsurface

footingsthatreach stable material

Erosion

Ifreconstructionof the Santiago Creek Bridge
supports isdetermined to be necessary
constructionactivities will be limited to the

dry seasonDesign and construction will be

coordinatedwith the Orange County
EnvironmentalManagement Agency and the
StateDepartmentof Fish and Game

Timine of lmniementation

During preparation of design plans for the

bridge widening

During preparation of design plans for all

phases of project

Scheduling to be determined during final

design construction Construction controls

as scheduled

Resvonsible Entities

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineers

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineers

City Public Works Agency
Orange County Environmental Manage
ment Agency
California Department of Fish and Game



MitigationMeasure

2 Straworothersuitable materials will be

placed overuncoveredsoils as needed during
sneetconstructionactivities This would
reduce theamountof erosion

Temporaryculvert3 ditches catch basins
dams andsettlingponds be instaLled in

the streetconstructionareas to maintain
existingdrainageflows and to cotect excess

water andsediments flowing out of the

constructionsites Sediments collected will be

disposed ofata Class 1I or Class HI disposal
site

FloodplainFloodwayEncroachment

Routineconstructionprocedures will be

implementedto minimize impacts to the

floodplainsWith regard to the bridge over

SantiagoCreekthe design will consider the

possibilityofthe Creek overtopping its banks
and will bedesigned to withstand such an

episode

StrearnbedModification

Replacementof tree plantings will occur on

thoseshoulderswithout surviving trees

Timine of Imnlementation

During construction

During construction

During preparation of bridge widening
design plans

Following construction of widened

Santiago Creek Bridge

R nsibl Eot i

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer

City Public Works Agency
Landscape Contractor



MitinationMeasure

The Cityhasadopted a redevelopment plan
whichencompassesthe Bristal Street corridor

andsurroundingareas which will provide the

CityRedevelopmentAgency with tax incre
mentfinancingabilities which wilbe used to

revitalizethisgeneral area to achieve long
termeconomicbenefits including increasing
property taxrevenues bom property improve
merits

ArchaeologicalResources

Ifpotentialarchaeological resources are

encounteredduring grading all work will be

halted inthatparticular location until a

qualifiedarchaeologistcart evaluate the

significanceof the recovered materials

TransportationFacilities

Provide a100footwide roadway on a 120
foot widefightofway fiom the Santiago
Creek toWarnerAvenue

Provid6intersectionlane configurations as

shown inTable21 of Final EIREIS

Timin of lmalementation

Exercise of redevelopment powers will be

ongoing for many years

During all grading activities

During final design and construction

During final design and construction

Responsible Entities

Santa Ann Redevelopment Agency

Construction Contractor
City Impector
Eavironmentat Coordinator

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
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Mi i a ion Mennre

ProhibitUturnsand provide fighttoru
overlapswithlefttom phasing at the

intersectionof Bristol Street with Memory
Lane and17thStreet

Provideprotectedlefttom phasing in all

directionsofthe intersections along Bristol
Street atMetooLane 17th Street First

StreetEdingerAvenue andWarner Avenue

Provideprotectedleftturn phasing on Bristol
Street inthenorthsouth direction at the

BishopStreetWillitsStreet and the

McFaddenAvenueintersection

Provideprotectedleftturn phasing on Bristol

Street inthenorthsouth direction at the
CivicCenterDrive 5th Street and Santa Ann

Boulevardintersections

Widen thebridgeover Santiago Creek to a

100footrightofwaywith three through lanes

in eachdirection

Removeyellowschool crosswalk markings on

the northlegof Bristol Street at St Andrews

Place anddirectpedestrians to use the traffic

signal atGlenwoodPlace to cross Bfistol
StreetReestablishsafest route to school
utilizingsignalizedintersection

Lming of lmulementation

During final design and construction

During final design and construction

During final design and construction

During final design and construction

During construction

3

Responsible Entities

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
City Traffic Engineer
Construction Contractor
CiW inspectors

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
City Traffic Engineer
Construction Contractor
City Inspectors

City Public Works Agency
City Traffic Engineer
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

City Inspector

City Public Works Agency
City Traffic Eugineer
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

City Impector

City Traffic Engineer
Construction Contractor

City ospector



Provdeduallefttmlanes on all approaches
of theBristolSueetFirstStreet intersection
in thenorthsouthdirection at the Bristol
StreetWarnerAvenue intersection

10

Culdesacthe following minor streets at their
intersectionwith Bristol Street

aPineStreet east and west leg
bChestnutStreet east leg
cCamilleStreet east leg
dRaymarStreet east and west legs
eRichlandStreet wast leg
HighlandStreeteastleggCubbonStreeteastleghRussellAvenueeastlegi7thStxeetwestlegj2ndStreeteastandwestlegCoastructaraisedcemermedianonBristolStreetthioughthefollowingminorstreetintersectionsaWalnutStreetbTolliverStreetcElderAvenueCarltonPlaceeCamdenPlaceStAnnePlacegStGertrudePlacehPark

Lanei22ndStreet118thStreetk9thStreetTimineoflmnlementationDuringfinaldesignandconstructionDuringfinaldesignandconstructionDuringfinaldesignaridconstruction3gResnonsibleEntitiesCityPublicWorksAgencyCityTrafficEngineerConsultingEngineerConstructionContractorCityInspectorCityPublicWorksAgencyCityTrafficEngineerConsutingEngineerConstructionContractorCityInspectorCityPublicWorksAgencyCityTrafficEngineerConsultingEngineerConstructionContractorCityInspector



Mitigation Measure

11

1X

Provide afarsidebus mmout on the west
side ofBristolStreet south of Santa Ama
Boulevard

13

Providefarsidebus turnout areas on Bristol
Sueet inbothnorthbound and southbound
directions atthefollowing intersections

a FirstStreetnorthbound only
bMcFaddenAvenue
cEdingerAvenue
dWarnerAvenue
e SantaAnn Boulevard southbound

only

Prohibitparkingalong both sides of Bristol
Streeh fromMemory Lane to Warner
Avenue

14 Provide Sitntalcoordination system along the
nristol Streetcorridorto maximzeoperating
efficiency oftrafficsignals

ConstructionImpacts
1 SCAQMDRule403 will be adhered to

ensuring theeleannpof constructionrelated
dirt onapproachroutes to the site

Timin of lmnlementation

During final design and construction

During final design and construction

During final design and coastmction

Already implemented and continuing

During all construction activities

RnsonMbleEntitieq

City Public Works Agency
City Traffic Engineer
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor
City inspector

City Public Works Agency
City Traffic Engineer
Consulting Engineer
ConstTUCfiOn Contractor
City Inspector

City Public Works Agency
City Traffic Engineer
Consulting Engineer
Coastruction Contractor
City Inspector

City Public Works Agency

Construction Contractor
City Inspectors
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MtiationMeasure

2Adequatewaftring technques will be

employedto partially mitigate the impact of

constructiongenerateddust particulates

3Constructionequipment will be properly
maintanedand serviced to minimize exhaust
emissions

4 Activityinvolving heavy equipment will be

haltedduringStage One or greater smog
alerts

Constructionactivities will only take place
duringdaytime hours Monday through
Satmdayin order to reduce noise unpacts
duringsensitivetime periods

Allconstructionequipment fixed or mobile
operatedwitln10013 eet of a dwelling will

beequippedwith properly operating and

maintainedmufflers

Statioaaxequipment 11 be placed such that

emittednoise is directed away from sensitive
noisereceiverssuch as residential areas

Stockpilingand vehicte staging areas will be
locatedas far as practcal from occupied
dwellings

Constructionwill be staged so that only
limitedsegmentsof the roadway are affected
at anyonetime

Timin of Imnlemenation

During all construction activities

During all construction activities

During all construction activities

During all construction activities

During all construction activities

Dm4mg all construction activities

During all construction actiities

During all coastmctioo activities

4tO

Ronsible Entities

City Inspectors

Construction Contractor
City Inspectors

Construction Contxactor
City lrectors

Construction Contractor
City Inspectors

Construction Contxactor
City Inspectors

Construction Contractor

City Inspectors

Construction Conuactor
City Inspectors

Construction Contractor
City Inspectors



MitigationMeasure

10 Trafficcontrolplans will be prepared prior to

each phaseof construction All traffic

warning andcontrol devices should comply to

theprovisionsof the State of California
Manual ofTrafficControls and the Watch

Handbook

11 TheOrangeCounty Transportation District

Mil benotifiedprior to the imtiation of each

phase ofproject construction so that

arrangementscan be made for alternative bus

routes andinterim bus stop locations if

DeceSSUT

12 The policeand fire departments will be

notified ofconstructionat least one month in
advance ofeachconstruction phase as to the

particularsofthe project ie projecttme

scheduleandareas to be disrupted etc
This actionwould give the police and fire
departmentssufficient time to notify its

personnelofany significant impediments to

traffic

I3 The CitywIlnotify the police department at

least 48hoursin advance of any turning
changesAminimum of three signs are

requiredforeach indicated change andor
preventionofmovement

Timing of lmplementatin

Prior to each phase of construction

Prior to each phase of construction

Prior to each phase of construction

Throughout construction actvties

Renonsible Entities

City Public Works Agency
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency

City Public Works Agency
Comtruction Contractor

City Public Works Agency



Mitieatian Measure

14 Project plansand construction activities will

be closelycoordinatedwith local utility
purveyors inorder to make the necessary

arrangementsfor the relocation of facilities
and avoidorminimize any disruption to

service Itisalso recommended that the

utilitiesprovideadequate notice to its
customers ofany service disruptions

15Considerationwill be given to the

undergroundingof overhead electrical and

telephonelinesas part of the project

16 If feasibleconstructionactivities and lane

closures willoccurprimarily during nonpeak
drivingperiods

17 The CityofSanta Anas Public Works

Directorwillcoordinate closely with all

agenciesandcompanies which maintain

undergroundor atgrade utility or energy
facilitieswithinthe areas to be disturbed by
projectconstructionactivities Preliminary
and finaldesignplans will be made available
to suchagenciesfor review and comment At
least48hoursprior to commencement of any
excavationactivitiesthe City will contact the

UndergroundService Alert to notify the

affectedutilityenergypurveyors who can

place theirpersonnelat the excavation site to

assist in thelocationof underground facilities

during theexploratorydigging immediately
precedingexcavationIn this manner the risk

of lineruptureto nattral gas petrulanm and

sewerfacilitieswhich might release hazardous
substancesandodors into the air can be

minimized

Timin of Imnlementation

During final design and construction

During final design and construction

During preparation of construction and
traffic control plans and during
construction

During final design and consUuction

4Z

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

City PubLic Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
Construction Contractor

City Public Works Agency
Consulting Engineer
ConsmctionContractor



MitintionMeaspre

HazardousWaste

1 Shouldanyuadendfed substances odors
leakingundergroundtanks or other

mysteriousand potentially hazardous
materialsbe encountered during project
constructionwork in that area will be hated
and theSanta Ama Fire Departments
HazardousMaterials Team will be contacted
toevaluatethe materials and to define
appropriateremedial measures

2 Theremovalof any underground storage
tanks willbein accordance with all applicable
reguationFor any service stations that will
bepartiallyacquired or displaced the City
willrequestthat the owners remove the

undergroundgasoline tanks prior to property
acquisitionIf the owners do not remove the

undergroundtanks the City will inchide the

followingstatement in the fightofway

Itisunderstood that the property
beingacquired in ths transaction may
containhazaxdons waste which must
beremoved or otherwise treated
understate or federal law to protect
thepublic health If thc hazardous
wastesfound to exston thc property
thestatmay exercise its right to bring
anacnonif necessa to recover

cleanupcosts from the grantors or any
otherswho are ultimately determined
tohave responsthiiity for the

hazardouswaste condition of the

property
RANlk

55869040405
wldnrptrp50d

Timialementation

Throughout construction

During fightofway acquisition
throughout construction

and

ResnonsibleIntiti

Ci Inspectors

Ci Public Works Agency
Citys Acquisition Agent
Fire Depanmant
Comtruchon Contractor
City Inspector
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Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program – Orange County Transportation Authority / City of Santa Ana 

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.5b.(1) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR SHOPP PROJECTS  

RESOLUTION FP-11-17 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $40,413,000 for one project programmed in the 2010 State 
Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) and $15,248,000 for five additional projects 
amended into the SHOPP by Department action.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes six SHOPP projects totaling $55,661,000.  The Department is ready 
to proceed with these projects and is requesting an allocation at this time. 
 

 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $55,661,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Items 
2660-302-0042 and 2660-302-0890 for six SHOPP projects described on the attached vote list. 
 
The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California 
Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects. 

 
Attachment 
 



CTC Financial Vote List October 26-27, 2011 
2.5 Highways Financial Matters 
 

  Page 1 of 1 
 

 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-11-17 

1 
$40,413,000 

 
Placer 

03-Pla-89 
T8.5 

 
 

 
Tahoe City from 0.2 mile south of the El Dorado/Placer County 
Line to the Truckee River Bridge.   
Outcome/Output:  Construct water quality collection and 
treatment facilities to meet the requirements of California 
Regional Water Quality Control Board.  (Construction will take 
more than 3 years due to permit restriction on grading and soil 
disturbances between May1 to October 15 each year.  Also, 
traffic restrictions are reduced between June 15th and Labor 
Day during the peak tourist season.  Construction is estimated 
to begin Summer of 2012 and be completed by December 
2015.  As a result, the California Department of Transportation 
is also requesting 39 months to complete construction.) 

03-3454 
SHOPP/11-12 
$40,550,000 
0300000297 

4 
2A9204 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.335 

 
$811,000 

 
$39,739,000 

 
 

 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year 

Prgm’d Amount 
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-11-17 

2 
$1,898,000 

 
Del Norte 

01-DN-101 
15.5/20.3 

 
Near Crescent City, from 2.8 miles north of Wilson Creek 
Road to 0.2 mile north of Mill Creek Park Entrance Road.   
Outcome/Output:  Install open-graded bonded wearing 
course, install centerline rumble strips and replace recessed 
retro reflective pavement markers to reduce the number of 
collisions and improve safety. 

01-1063 
SHOPP/11-12 

$1,898,000 
0100000696 

4 
498704 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$38,000 

 
$1,860,000 

 
  

3 
$1,702,000 

 
Contra Costa 
04-CC-Var. 

Var. 

 
In Contra Costa County, on Routes 4, 24, 80, 242 and 680 at 
various locations.  Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate 19 bridges 
by replacing joint seals and approach slab, repairing spalls 
and treating bridge deck with methacrylate to provide 
smoother ride and extend the useful life. 

04-2177A 
SHOPP/11-12 

$1,888,000 
0400020048 

4 
2E2304 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.119 

 
$34,000 

 
$1,668,000 

 
  

4 
$10,000,000 

 
San Francisco 

04-SF-1 
6.0 

 
 

 
In the city of San Francisco, at Presidio National Park.  
Mountain Lake Settlement.   (Financial Contribution Only 
(FCO).  Outcome/Output:  Allocate funds for legal settlement 
with the United States Government to remediate the Lake, 
divert runoff from state route and repair all overflow pipes.  

04-1067 
SHOPP/11-12 
$10,000,000 
0412000106 

4 
1A9014 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.335 

 
$200,000 

 
$9,800,000  

  

5 
$1,313,000 

 
Santa Cruz 
05-SCr-1 
17.5/18.2 

 
In the city of Santa Cruz, from north of Route 9 to north of the 
High Street Pedestrian Overcrossing.   
Outcome/Output:  Construct concrete median barrier to 
improve traffic safety along 0.7 roadway centerline miles.  

05-2246 
SHOPP/11-12 

$1,604,000 
0500000420 

4 
0S3104 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$26,000 

 
$1,287,000 

 
  

6 
$335,000 

 
San Luis Obispo 

05-SLO-166 
42.5/48.9 

 
 

 
Near New Cuyama, from 2.4 miles east of Gifford Creek to 2.1 
miles west of Cuyama River.   
Outcome/Output:  Install centerline rumble strips to reduce the 
number of collisions and improve safety along 6.4 centerline 
miles.  

05-2269 
SHOPP/11-12 

$533,000 
0500000473 

4 
0T0204 

 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.010 

 
$7,000 

 
$328,000 

 
  

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5c.(1) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS ON THE 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION FP-11-18 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission allocate $687,000 for the State administered Airport Boulevard 
Interchange Highway Planting State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) project in 
Monterey County, on the State Highway System. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one State administered STIP project on the State Highway System 
totaling $687,000.  The Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an 
allocation at this time.   
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $687,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Item  
2660-301-0042 and 2660-301-0890 for the State administered STIP project described on the 
attached vote list. 
 
The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California 
Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects. 
 
Attachment 
 



CTC Financial Vote List October 26-27, 2011 
2.5 Highway Financial Matters 
 

  Page 1 of 1 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

County 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Prgm’d 
Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(1) State Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System  Resolution FP-11-18 

1 
$687,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

TAMC 
Monterey 

05N-Mon-101 
85.0/85.8 

 

 
In and near Salinas, from 0.6 mile south of Airport Boulevard to 
0.2 mile north of Airport Boulevard.  Landscape mitigation. 
 
Final Project Development 
 Support Estimate: $  291,000 
 Programmed Amount: $  370,000 
 Adjustment: $ 79,000    (Credit) 
 
Final Right of Way 
 Right of Way Estimate: $   2,000 
 Programmed Amount: $ 25,000 
 Adjustment: $ 23,000    (Credit) 
 
(Construction cost increase of $2,000 to be funded from 
Monterey County’s unprogrammed share balance.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  21.5 acres of planting.

  
05-0318Y 
RIP/11-12 

CONST ENG 
$280,000 
CONST 

$685,000 
$687,000 

0500000865 
4 

349514 
 

 
 

2011-12 
301-0042 

SHA 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.075.600 

 
 

$78,000

$609,000

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5c.(2) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP TRANSPORTATION 

ENHANCEMENT PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION FP-11-19 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission allocate $350,000 for the locally administered Interstate-580 Landscaping State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Transportation Enhancement (TE) project in Alameda 
County, on the State Highway System. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered STIP TE project on the State Highway 
System for $350,000.  The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an 
allocation at this time.   
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $350,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Item  
2660-301-0890 for the locally administered STIP TE project described on the attached vote list. 
 
The Department has complied with the National Environmental Policy Act and the California 
Environmental Quality Act requirements in preparing these projects. 
 
Attachment 
 



CTC Financial Vote List October 26-27, 2011 
2.5 Highway Financial Matters 
 

  Page 1 of 1 
 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

 
Location 

Project Description 
Project Support Expenditures

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(2) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Project on the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-19

1 
$350,000 

 
Alameda County 
Transportation 
Commission        

MTC 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-580 
33.5/34.6 

 

 
In city of San Leandro, on Interstate 580, between Estudillo 
Avenue and 141st Street; construct highway landscaping. 
 
Final Project Development Adjustment:  N/A 
 
Final Right of Way Share Adjustment:  N/A 
 
(A five-month time extension of FY 2010-11 funds 
programmed for CONST will expire on 11/30/2011 per Waiver 
11-08.) 
  
Outcome/Output:  This project will repair the existing irrigation 
system, plant new plants and add additional irrigation system.

04-0139F 
RIP TE/10-11 

(Alameda) 
CONST 
$93,000 

 
RIP TE/10-11 
(Santa Clara) 

CONST 
$257,000 

0412000183 
4CONL 
3G1504

 
 

2011-12 
301-0890 

FTF 
20.20.075.600 

 
 

$350,000

 

 

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5c.(3) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS  

OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
 RESOLUTION FP-11-20 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission allocate $1,080,000 for nine locally administered State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) projects off the State Highway System, as follows:  

o $239,000 for three STIP project; and 
o $556,000 for three STIP Transportation Enhancement projects; and  
o $285,000 for three STIP Programming, Planning, and Monitoring projects. 

 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes nine locally administered STIP projects off the State Highway 
System totaling $1,080,000, plus $2,500 from local sources.  The local agencies are ready to proceed 
with these projects and are requesting allocations at this time. 
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $1,080,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Items  
2660-101-0042 and 2660-101-0890 for the nine locally administered STIP projects described on the 
attached vote list. 
 
Attachment 



CTC Financial Vote List October 26-27, 2011 
2.5 Highway Financial Matters 
 

  Page 1 of 2 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

 
Project Title 

Location 
Project Description

PPNO 
Program/Year 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount

Project ID

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-20

1 
$55,000 

 
Tehama County 

Tehama LTC 
02-Tehama 

 
 
 

 
99W Overlay.   
Local Route 99W, formerly old State Route 99 between the 
Corning and Red Bluff city limits.  Construct overlay, shoulder 
backing and pavement markings. 
 
(SB 184 Submittal effective 08/29/11.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Overlay of an existing roadway in accordance 
with the CTC Guidelines for local and road rehabilitation.

02-2503 
RIP/11-12 

PS&E 
$55,000 

0212000041 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.621 

$55,000

 

2 
$159,000 

 
Sierra County 

Sierra LTC 
03-Sierra 

 

 
Ridge Road Rehabilitation.   
In Alleghany, on Ridge Road between Pliocene Ridge Road and 
Miners Street.  Rehabilitate roadway. 
 
(A six-month time extension of FY 2010-11 funds programmed 
for PS&E and R/W will expire on 12/31/11 per Waiver 11-32.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Complete the PS&E and R/W components for 
this roadway rehabilitation project to be ready to proceed to 
construction. 

03-1L61 
RIP/10-11 

PS&E 
$100,000 

R/W 
$59,000 

0300000634 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.621 

$18,238

$140,762

 

3 
$25,000 

 
Mariposa County 

Mariposa LTC 
10-Mariposa 

 

 
Mount Bullion Cutoff Road Rehabilitation Phase 1.   
Near the town of Mariposa, on Mount Bullion Cutoff Road from 
1.1 miles west of Route 49 to Route 49.  Roadway rehabilitation.
 
Outcome/Output:  Rehabilitate approximately 2.22 lane miles of 
Mount Bullion Cutoff according to the Mariposa Rehabilitation 
Plan. 

10-0209A 
RIP/11-12 

PS&E 
$25,000 

1012000049 
 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.621 

$25,000

 

 
Project # 

Allocation Amount 
Recipient 

RTPA/CTC 
District-County 

Project Title 
Location 
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Program/Year 
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Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects 
 off the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-20 

4 
$41,000 

 
Rio Dell 
HCAOG 

01-Humboldt 

 
Downtown Pedestrian and Streetscape Improvements.  
In Rio Dell, on Wildwood Avenue between Douglas Street and 
Eagle Prairie Bridge.  Pedestrian and streetscape 
improvements. 
 
 Outcome/Output:  This project will convey a sense of arrival 
to downtown, establish a positive image and reinforce 
community identity, promote pedestrian and vehicular safety, 
support the redevelopment effort in the downtown and 
establish the design tone for streetscape projects in Dell Rio.

01-2260 
RIP TE/11-12 

PA&ED 
$11,000 
$41,000 
PS&E 

$40,000 
$10,000 

0112000004 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

$41,000

5 
$501,000 

 
City of Milpitas 

MTC 
04-Santa Clara 

 

 
Escuela Parkway Pedestrian and Bike Enhancements.   
In the city of Milpitas, widen eastside sidewalk along Escuela 
Parkway, from Washington to Russell.  Install shade trees, 
landscape irrigation, and construct a VTA bus pullout and 
pad. 
 
Outcome/Output:  This project will promote walking and biking 
to three schools through sidewalk widening improvements.

04-2255F 
RIP TE/11-12 

CONST 
$501,000 

0400021251 
 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

$501,000
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2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects 
 off the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-20 

6 
$14,000 

 
City of Mendota 

COFCG 
06-Fresno 

 
Derrick Avenue and 7th Street Beautification and 
Realignment project.  In the city of Mendota, realign the 
intersection of Derrick Avenue and 7th Street to a 
perpendicular intersection.  Create a geometrically safer 
intersection. 
 
(Allocation funded from FY 2011-12 TE Reserve PPNO B002.)
 
(Contributions from local sources: $2,500.) 
 
 Outcome/Output:  There are currently sight distance and 
pedestrian crossing issues at the intersection that the 
proposed design will resolve.  Second, it creates a park/plaza 
on the southeast corner of the intersection that will create a 
landscaped entry to the City’s downtown.  Third, it will 
enhance circulation and access to the commercial centers on 
the north and south side of the intersection.

06-B002K 
RIP TE/11-12 

R/W 
$14,000 

0600020531 
 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0890 

FTF 
20.30.600.731 

$14,000
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RTPA/CTC 
District-County 
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PPNO
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Prgm’d Amount 
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Budget Year 
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Fund Type 
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Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5c.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-11-20 

7 
$86,000 

 
Colusa County 
Transportation 
Commission 
Colusa LTC 
03-Colusa 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 

 
 

03-0L20 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 
$86,000 

0312000081 
 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.670 

 
 

$86,000 
 

8 
$143,000 

 
El Dorado Local 
Transportation 
Commission 

El Dorado LTC 
03-El Dorado 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 

 
 

03-0L14 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 

$143,000 
0312000034 

 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.670 

 
 

$143,000 
 

9 
$56,000 

 
Sierra County 

Local 
Transportation 
Commission 
Sierra LTC 
03-Sierra 

 
Planning, Programming and Monitoring 
 

 
 

03-0L04 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 
$56,000 

0312000082 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0042 

SHA 
20.30.600.670 

 
 

$56,000 
 

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(1a) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED CMIA PROJECTS ON THE 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION CMIA-A-1112-__  
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) defer an allocation of $20,000,000 for the State 
administered Proposition 1B project for the State Route 65 Lincoln Bypass – Phase 2A (from Nelson 
Lane to West Wise Road) project in Placer County, programmed in the Corridor Mobility 
Improvement Account (CMIA), on the State Highway System.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one State administered CMIA project for $20,000,000.  Although the 
Department is ready to proceed with this project, it is recommended that the Commission defer this 
allocation until sufficient bond proceeds become available.  
 
Attachment 
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2.5g.(1a)   Proposition 1B – State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-A-1112-__ 

1 
$20,000,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

PCTPA 
03N-Pla-65 

R15.1/R19.9 
 
 

 
State Route 65 Lincoln Bypass – Phase 2A.   
In Placer County, on State Route 65 from Nelson Lane to West 
Wise Road.  Construct two southbound lanes creating a segment  
of the four lane bypass. 
 
Final Project Development:  N/A 
 
Final Right of Way:  N/A 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-06-22, July 2006.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Construct 4.7 miles of southbound lanes from 
Nelson Lane to West Wise Road. 
 

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.

 
03-4895 

CMIA/11-12 
CONST ENG  
$2,250,000 

CONST 
$17,750,000 
0300020583 

4 
333824 

 
 

 
 

004-6055 
CMIA 

 
2011-12 

304-6055 
CMIA 

20.20.721.000 
 
 

$2,250,000

$17,750,00
0

  

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(1b) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED CMIA PROJECTS ON THE 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION CMIA-A-1112-__  
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) defer an allocation of $7,584,000 for the locally administered 
Proposition 1B project for the Interstate 80 Integrated Corridor Mobility Software and System 
Integration project in Alameda and Contra Costa Counties, programmed in the Corridor Mobility 
Improvement Account (CMIA), on the State Highway System.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered CMIA project for $7,584,000.  Although 
the local agency is ready to proceed with this project, it is recommended that the Commission defer 
this allocation until sufficient bond proceeds become available.  
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 
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Project Funding 

PPNO
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Prgm’d Amount

Project ID 
EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by Fund 
Type

2.5g.(1b)  Proposition 1B – Locally Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-A-1112-__ 

1 
$7,584,000 

 
Alameda County 
Transportation 
Commission 

MTC 
04N-Ala/CC-80 

1.90/8.0 
0/13.5 

 
 
 

 
Interstate 80 Integrated Corridor Mobility Software and 
System Integration.   
In Alameda and Contra Costa Counties.  This project, 
which is one of five contracts for the overall construction 
and integration of various components of the I-80 
Integrated Corridor Mobility (ICM) project, will install 
servers, network hubs hardware and other required 
improvements. 
 
Final Project Development:  N/A 
 
Final Right of Way:  N/A 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-11-69, 
October 2011.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  When combined with other contracts 
(PPNO’s 0062H, 0062I, 0062J, and 0062E), the overall 
Interstate 80 Integrated Corridor Mobility project will result 
in daily vehicle-hours of delay savings of about 5,800 
hours. 
 

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.

 
04-0062G 

CMIA/10-11 
CONST 

$7,584,000 
0400002041 

4 
3A7744 

 
 

 
 

2011-12 
304-6055 

CMIA 
20.20.721.000 

 
 

$7,584,000
  

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(1d) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief 
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED CMIA PROJECTS ON THE 

STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
 RESOLUTION CMIA-A-1112-012
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate a total of $3,802,000 for capital support for the 
State administered Proposition 1B project for US 101 Auxiliary Lanes from Embarcadero Road to 
University Avenue (near Palo Alto and Menlo Park) in San Mateo County programmed in the 
Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) Program.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote describes one State administered CMIA project for $3,802,000.  The Department 
is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.      
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolved, that $3,802,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Item  
2660-004-6055 for capital support for one Proposition 1B Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 
Program project described on the attached vote box. 
 
Be it further resolved that as a condition of allocation of these funds and to perform its 
administrative role established by Senate Bill 88, the Commission requests that the Department 
perform the functions necessary to ensure proper accountability measures are employed and 
reporting requirements are met for the Proposition 1B Corridor Mobility Improvement Account. 

 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 
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Prgm’d 
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Item # 

Fund Type 
Amount by Fund 

Type

2.5g.(1d) Proposition 1B – State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-A-1112-012 

1 
$3,802,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

MTC 
San Mateo 

04N-SM-101 
0.0/0.9 

 
 

 
US 101 Auxiliary Lanes from Embarcadero Road to 
University Avenue.   
Near Palo Alto and Menlo Park, from Embarcadero Road to 
University Avenue.  Construct new auxiliary lane (Segment 2). 
 
Final Project Development 
 Support Estimate: $4,088,000 
 Programmed Amount: $4,088,000 
 Adjustment: $              0 
 
Final Right of Way 
 Right of Way Estimate: $176,000 
 Programmed Amount: $176,000 
 Adjustment: $           0 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-09-77, 
October 2009.) 
 
(The engineer’s estimate is lower than the current budget.  
Contribution from local sources is reduced from $24,563,000 to 
$12,648,000.  Program savings from Construction of $785,000 
to be returned to the County share balance.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  When combined with other contract (PPNO 
0658B), the overall US 101 Auxiliary Lanes (Embarcadero to 
March Road) project will result in daily vehicle-hours of delay 
savings of about 13,750 hours.

 
04-0658C 

CMIA/11-12 
CONST ENG 
$3,802,000 

 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 

$785,000 
$0 

040002019 
3 

235644 
 
 

 
 

004-6055 
CMIA 

 
 

$3,802,000

  

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(1g) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti  
 Division Chief 

Transportation Programming 
 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCALLY 
ADMINISTERED CMIA PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
RESOLUTION CMIA-AA-1112-008, AMENDING RESOLUTIONS CMIA-A-0809-007 AND  
CMIA-AA-0910-011 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) amend Resolutions CMIA-A-0809-007 and CMIA-AA-0910-011 to 
adjust the de-allocated amount by $600,000 in Proposition 1B Corridor Mobility Improvement 
Account (CMIA) funds from Segment 1 (Widen and Realign Route 84 south of I-580, PPNO 0115E) 
of the I-580/Isabel Interchange project in Alameda County, thereby reducing the original CMIA 
allocation of $24,600,000 to a revised amount of $18,375,000. 
 
BACKGROUND: 

 
In December 2008, the Commission approved Resolution CMIA-A-0809-007 allocating 
$24,600,000 in CMIA Capital to Segment 1 (Widen and Realign Route 84 south of I-580, PPNO 
0115E) of the I-580/Isabel Interchange project.  The contract was awarded with CMIA savings.  In 
May 2010, the Commission de-allocated $6,825,000 of CMIA savings under Resolution CMIA-AA-
0910-011.   
 
As described in the concurrent CMIA baseline amendment request for the overall I-580/Isabel 
Interchange project, the City of Livermore is proposing to transfer a portion of the scope of work 
from Segment 3 (Construct new interchange at Isabel Avenue and a new Portola Avenue 
Overcrossing, PPNO 0115B) to Segment 1.   
 
Segment 2 (Construct new local roads north of Isabel Avenue, PPNO 0115F) is complete and is 
ready for the close-out with $1,000,000 savings ($600,000 CMIA and $400,000 local funds). The 
City of Livermore is proposing to shift these savings to Segment 1 by revising the previously de-
allocated CMIA amount for Segment 1 and Segment 2. 

 
The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote box.  The 
vote box also corrects the amount of local funds to reflect project savings. 
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RESOLUTION: 
 
Be it Resolved, that $24,600,000 in Corridor Mobility Improvement Account funds (304-6055) 
originally allocated under Resolution CMIA-A-0809-007 and subsequently reduced to $17,775,000 
under Resolution CMIA-AA-0910-011 for Segment 1 (Widen and Realign Route 84 south of Isabel 
Avenue, PPNO 0115E) of the I-580/Isabel Interchange project in Alameda County, is hereby revised 
upward by $600,000, adjusting the original CMIA capital amount to a revised amount of 
$18,375,000 in accordance with the attached revised vote project.  
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Funding

EA
PPNO 

Program/Year 
PA&ED 
PS&E 
R/W 

CONST

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 

 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1g) Proposition 1B Allocation Amendment – Locally Administered CMIA Projects Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-008
 on the State Highway System Amending Resolution CMIA-AA-0910-011 
  Amending Resolution CMIA-A-0809-007

1 
$24,600,000 
$17,775,000 
$18,375,000 

 
City of Livermore 

MTC 
Alameda 

04N-Ala-84 
28.3/29.0 

 
I-580 and Route 84 Interchange (Segment 1) – In Livermore 
on Route 84.  Widen and realign Route 84 (Isabel Avenue) 
south of I-580 and relocate utilities. 
 
Final Project Development Adjustment:  N/A 
Final Right of Way Share Adjustment:  N/A 
 
(Project Scope is consistent with CMIA baseline agreement 
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-0809-004 on 
October 2008.) 
 
(Contributions from local sources:  $12,800,000, $7,720,000 
$8,120,000.) 
 
Amend Resolutions CMIA-A-0809-007 and CMIA-AA-0910-
011 to de-allocate a total of $6,225,000 CMIA CONST to 
reflect award savings. 
 
Outcome/Output:  Once completed, this segment, along with 
other segments (PPNO 0115B and 0115F) will result in daily 
vehicle hours of delay savings of about 814 hours.

171311 
04-0115E 

CMIA / 08-09 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$24,600,000 
$17,775,000 
$18,375,000 

 

 
 

2008-09 
304-6055 

CMIA 
20.20.721.000 

 

 
$24,600,000
$17,775,000
$18,375,000

 



                  State of California  Business, Transportation and Housing Agency 
                  DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(1d) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti  
 Division Chief 

Transportation Programming 
 
Subject: CMIA PROJECT AMENDMENT 
 RESOLUTION CMIA-PA-1112-016 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account 
(CMIA) baseline agreements for  Segment 1 (Widen and realign State Route 84 south of I-580 
interchange and relocate utilities, PPNO 0115E), Segment 2 (Construct new local roads north of the 
I-580/Isabel Avenue Interchange, PPNO 0115F), and Segment 3 (Construct new interchange at 
Isabel Avenue and a new Portola Avenue Overcrossing, PPNO 0115B), of the I-580/Isabel 
Interchange project in Alameda County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Department and the City of Livermore request an amendment to the CMIA baseline agreements 
for Segment 1 (Widen and realign State Route 84 south of I-580 interchange and relocate utilities, 
PPNO 0115E), Segment 2 (Construct new local roads north of the I-580/Isabel Avenue Interchange, 
PPNO 0115F), and Segment 3 (Construct new interchange at Isabel Avenue and a new Portola 
Avenue Overcrossing, PPNO 0115B) of the I-580/Isabel Interchange project to: 

• Transfer a portion of the scope of work from Segment 3 to Segment 1. 
• Shift $600,000 CMIA and $400,000 local funds in close-out savings from Segment 2 to 

Segment 1 in order to complete this transferred scope of work. 
 

BACKGROUND: 
 
 The overall I-580 Isabel Interchange project was originally programmed into the CMIA program as 
one project.  At its October 2010 meeting, the Commission approved resolution CMIA-0809-0004, 
which updated the project funding plan, split the overall project into three segments and changed the 
implementing agency for two of the contracts: 
 

Segment 1 (PPNO 0115E):  Widen and realign SR 84 south of I-580, including relocation of 
utilities. The City of Livermore is the implementing agency. 

 
Segment 2 (PPNO 0115F):  Construct new local roads north of the I-580/Isabel Avenue 
Interchange.  The City of Livermore is the implementing agency.  
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Segment 3 (PPNO 0115B):  Construct new interchange at I-580 and Isabel Avenue (SR 84) 
replacing the existing temporary connection at I-580/Airway Boulevard, construct a new 
Portola Avenue Overcrossing, construct eastbound and westbound auxiliary lanes between 
Isabel Avenue and Airway Boulevard, remove the partial interchange at I-580/Portola 
Avenue, and widen the existing I-580 bridge over the Arroyo Las Positas Creek.  The 
Department is the implementing agency. 

   
Transfer a portion of the scope of work from Segment 3 to Segment 1 

  
It is proposed to transfer a portion of the scope of work from Segment 3 to Segment 1.  The 
transferred scope consists of remaining work related to the construction of the south approach to the 
new Portola Overcrossing and demolition of onramp to the westbound I-580, including the existing 
overcrossing structure.  The total estimated cost of the transferred scope of work is $1,945,000.  
Construction on Segment 3 is scheduled to be completed in October 2011 but this contract does not 
have sufficient funds to complete the above described unfinished scope of work.  This funding 
shortfall for Segment 3 has resulted from delays in utility relocation ($1,000,000), due to change in 
storm water requirements ($500,000) and item quantity omissions ($445,000).  All the funds 
allocated to Segment 3 have been fully utilized.  The only way to complete this remaining work is to 
utilize savings from other contracts.  There is no increase in the overall cost of three contracts. 
 
It is proposed to transfer this remaining scope to Segment 1.  As per the baseline schedule for 
Segment 1 and Segment 3, the work proposed to be transferred would have required the closure of 
the westbound I-580 onramp from Portola Avenue even before the opening of the new I-580/Isabel 
Avenue Interchange.  This temporary loss of connection would have adversely impacted the local 
streets and freeway operations due to inadequate alternate freeway connections in this already 
congested corridor.  This impact will now be avoided by transferring the above described scope from 
Segment 3 to Segment 1.  The transfer of this scope will have no impact to Segment 1 delivery 
schedule. 
 
Transfer $1,000,000 ($600,000 CMIA and $400,000 local funds) savings from Segment 2 to 
Segment 1 and fully utilize the existing allocation to Segment 1 
 
Segment 2 is in the final closeout stage with $600,000 CMIA and $400,000 local funds savings.  It is 
proposed to shift these savings to Segment 1, in order to fund the scope of work that is being 
transferred from Segment 3.  
 
In December 2008, the Commission approved Resolution CMIA-A-0809-007 allocating 
$24,600,000 in CMIA Capital to Segment 1.  The contract was awarded with CMIA savings.  In 
May 2010, the Commission de-allocated $6,825,000 CMIA as savings under Resolution  
CMIA-AA-0910-011.  The remaining $945,000 CMIA savings were left on the project in order to 
address potential contract award issues.  The City of Livermore is now requesting to utilize these 
funds in order to fully fund the transferred scope from Segment 3.  
 

 The Metropolitan Transportation Commission concurs with these changes. 
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RESOLUTION CMIA-PA-1112-016 
 

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Corridor 
Mobility Improvement Account baseline agreements for Segment 1, (Widen and realign State Route 
84 south of I-580 interchange and relocate utilities, PPNO 0115E), Segment 2 (Construct new local 
roads north of the I-580/Isabel Avenue Interchange, PPNO 0115F), and Segment 3 (Construct new 
interchange at Isabel Avenue and a new Portola Avenue Overcrossing, PPNO 0115B), of the  
I-580/Isabel Interchange project in Alameda County in accordance with the information described 
above and illustrated in the following tables. 
 

  
REVISE PPNO 0115E:  I-580/Isabel Interchange – Segment 1 (Widen and realign State Route 
84 south of I-580 interchange and relocate utilities) 
 

    3,300 26,495 4,200 9,500

  
  

Proposed 43,495 43,495    
Change 1,000 1,000      

3,300 25,495 4,200 9,500
0 1,000 0 0

    Existing 42,495 42,495  

 
Total

 900  200Proposed 2,600 2,600     1,500  
0

1,500200
0

900
0Change 0 0

Local Funds                             
Existing 2,600 2,600

4,000 4,700   
0 0

Proposed 17,220 17,220    400 8,120  
0 400Change 400 400

4,000 4,700

 
Local Funds                             
Existing 16,820 16,820

   2,000

400 7,720

3,300  Proposed 5,300 5,300     
0Change 0 0 0

2,000 3,300
Demo                                    
Existing 5,300 5,300

       18,37518,375    
600

Prior

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

600

14/15 PA&ED PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
13/1412/1311/1210/11

28.3 29 84

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W
State Bond                              
Existing 17,775 17,775

Location
Description:

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
I-580/Isabel Interchange (Segment #1)
In Alameda County on SR-84.                                                                                           
Widen and realign SR-84/Isabel Avenue south of I-580 and relocate utilities and make some improvements 
(transferred from Segment 3) to Portola Avenue Overcrossing.                                                                                              

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

Change
Proposed

600
18,375

0115E 171311
PA&ED
R/W

City of Livermore
City of Livermore

4
Route/Corridor

R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

17,775

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back
COAlameda

PM Ahead

City of Livermore
City of LivermoreAB 3090

AB 3090
AB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

2008-09
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REVISE PPNO 0115F:  I-580/Isabel Interchange – Segment 2 (Construct new local roads 
north of the I-580/Isabel Avenue Interchange) 
 

   1,900 3,210 1,300 400

  
  

Pro  posed 6,810 6,810    
Change (1,000) (1,000)      

1,900 4,210 1,300 400
0 (1,000) 0 0

    Existing 7,810 7,810  

 
Total

  1,440  Proposed 1,540 1,540     100  

1001,840
0(400)Change (400) (400)

Local Funds  (City of Livermore)                          
Existing 1,940 1,940

 300  
0

Pro  posed 800 800    500    
0Change 0 0

300

 
Local Funds (City of Livermore)                         
Existing 800 800

 1,300 1,400

500

  Proposed 2,700 2,700     
Change 0 0 0

1,3001,400
0

Federal Demonstration (Demo) funds                                 
Existing 2,700 2,700

       1,7701,770    
(600)

Prior

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

(600)

14/15 PA&ED PS&E

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
13/1412/1311/1210/11

   

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W
State Bond - Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA)                           
Existing 2,370 2,370

Location
Description:

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
I-580/Isabel Interchange (Segment #2)
In Alameda County in the city of Livermore.                                                                                                           
Construct new local roads north of the I-580/Isabel Avenue Interchange, for proper operations of the interchange.      

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

Change
Proposed

(600)
1,770

0115F 17132
PA&ED
R/W

City of Livermore
City of Livermore

4
Route/Corridor

R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

2,370

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year PM Back
LAAlameda

PM Ahead

City of Livermore
City of LivermoreAB 3090

AB 3090
AB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

2008-09
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REVISE PPNO 0115B:  I-580/Isabel Interchange – Segment 3 (Construct new interchange at 
Isabel Avenue and a new Portola Avenue Overcrossing) 
 
NOTE: The only change is to the scope of work relating to the reconstruction of the Portolla Avenue 
Overcrossing. 
 

PM Back
COAlameda

PM Ahead

City of Livermore
DepartmentAB 3090

AB 3090 PS&E
CON

County District PPNO EA Element Const. Year
4

Route/Corridor

R/W 
Supp

CON 
Supp

Change
Proposed

0
25,113

0115B 17133
PA&ED
R/W

City of Livermore
City of Livermore

Metropolitan Transportation Commission
I-580/Isabel Interchange (Segment #3)
In Alameda County on Route 580. Isabel and Airway and widen Arroyo Creek Bridge                                        
Construct new interchange at Isabel Avenue; reconstruct Portola Avenue overpass (excluding some improvements 
being transferred to Segment 1); construct eastbound and westbound auxiliary lanes between Isabel and Airway and 
widen Arroyo Creek Bridge.       

RTPA/CTC:
Project Title:

State Bond - Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA)                            
Existing 25,113 25,113 8,00017,113

R13.1 R14.9 580

Project Totals by Component

CONR/W

AB 3090
AB 3090

2008-09

PA&ED

Implementing Agency: (by 
component)

FUND TOTAL
13/1412/1311/1210/11

Location

Prior

Description:

Project Totals by Fiscal Year
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

00

14/15 PS&E

25,113    
0

   8,000   17,113
Federal Demonstartion (Demo) funds                                    
Existing 3,300 3,300 3,300

0Change 0 0
  Proposed 3,300 3,300     3,300    

18,800 1,200 3,300 2,600

 
Local Funds  (City of Livermore)                           
Existing 25,900 25,900
Change 0 0

18,800 1,200  
0 0

Proposed 25,900 25,900    3,300 2,600   
0 0

Local Funds (City of Livermore)                          
Existing 9,351 9,351
Change 0 0 0 0

5006,551 2,300
0

Proposed 9,351 9,351     500  
Total

  6,551 2,300

    Existing 63,664 63,664  
  

18,800 28,164 5,600 3,100
0 0 0 0Change 0 0    

 8,000
 0

Proposed 63,664 63,664       8,00018,800 28,164 5,600 3,100
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(1h) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti  
 Division Chief 

Transportation Programming 
 

Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCALLY 
ADMINISTERED CMIA PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
RESOLUTION CMIA-AA-1112-009, AMENDING RESOLUTIONS CMIA-A-0809-008 AND  
CMIA-AA-0910-009 

 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolutions CMIA-A-0809-008 and  
CMIA-AA-0910-009 to de-allocate an additional $600,000 in Proposition 1B Corridor Mobility 
Improvement Account (CMIA) funds from Segment 2 (Construct new local roads north of Isabel 
Avenue, PPNO 0115F) of the I-580/Isabel Interchange project in Alameda County, thereby reducing 
the original CMIA allocation of $3,900,000 to a revised amount of $1,770,000 to reflect contract 
savings. 
 
BACKGROUND: 

 
In December 2008, the Commission approved Resolution CMIA-A-0809-008 allocating $3,900,000 
in CMIA Capital to Segment 2 (Construct new local roads north of Isabel Avenue, PPNO 0115F) of 
the I-580/Isabel Interchange project.  The contract was awarded with CMIA savings.  In May 2010, 
the Commission de-allocated $1,530,000 CMIA as savings under Resolution CMIA-AA-0910-009.   
 
As described in the concurrent CMIA baseline amendment request for the overall I-580/Isabel 
Interchange project, it is proposed to transfer a portion of the scope of work from Segment 3 
(Construct new interchange at Isabel Avenue and a new Portola Avenue Overcrossing, PPNO 
0115B) to Segment 1 (Widen and Realign Route 84 south of I-580, PPNO 0115E).  
 
Segment 2 is complete and is ready for the close-out with $1,000,000 savings ($600,000 CMIA and 
$400,000 local funds).  In order to complete the transferred scope, it is proposed to shift these 
savings to Segment 1 by revising the previously de-allocated CMIA amounts for Segment 1 and 
Segment 2. 
 
The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote box.  The 
vote box also corrects the amount of local funds to reflect project savings. 
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RESOLUTIONS: 
 
Be it Resolved, that $3,900,000 in Corridor Mobility Improvement Account funds (304-6055) 
originally allocated under Resolution CMIA-A-0809-008 and subsequently reduced to $2,370,000 
under Resolution CMIA-AA-0910-009 for Segment 2 (Construct new local roads north of Isabel 
Avenue, PPNO 0115F) of the I-580/Isabel Interchange project in Alameda County, is hereby further 
reduced by additional $600,000, reducing the original CMIA capital amount to $1,770,000 in 
accordance with the attached revised vote box. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Location 
Project Description 

Project Funding

EA
PPNO 

Program/Year 
PA&ED 
PS&E 
R/W 

CONST

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 

 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(1h) Proposition 1B Allocation Amendment – Locally Administered CMIA Projects Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-009
 on the State Highway System Amending Resolution CMIA-AA-0910-009 
  Amending Resolution CMIA-A-0809-008

1 
$3,900,000 
$2,370,000 
$1,770,000 

 
City of Livermore 

MTC 
04N-Alameda 

 

 
I-580 and Route 84 Interchange (Segment 2) – In Livermore. 
Construct new local roads north of the new I-580/Isabel 
Avenue Interchange, for proper operations of the interchange. 
 
(Project Scope is consistent with CMIA baseline agreement 
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-0809 -004 on October 
2008.) 
 
 (Contributions from local sources:  $3,400,000, $1,840,000 
$1,440,000) 
 
Amend Resolutions CMIA-A-0809-008 and CMIA-AA-0910-
009 to de-allocate a total of $2,130,000 CMIA CONST to 
reflect total project savings. 
 
Outcome/Output:  Once completed, this segment, along with 
other segments (PPNO 0115B and 0115E) will result in daily 
vehicle hours of delay savings of about 814 hours.

171321 
04-0115F 

CMIA / 08-09 
$0 
$0 
$0 

$3,900,000 
$2,370,000 
$1,770,000 

 

 
 

2008-09 
104-6055 

CMIA 
20.30.721.000 
20.30.210.100 

 

 
$3,900,000
$2,370,000
$1,770,000
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(5) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED TRADE CORRIDOR 

IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECTS OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM  
 RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1112-__ 
 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) defer an allocation of $13,000,000 for the locally administered  
Project 45 Iowa Avenue Grade Separation in Riverside County off the State Highway System 
programmed in the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) Program.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered TCIF project for $13,000,000 plus 
$11,500,000 from other sources.  Although the local agency is ready to proceed with this project, it 
is recommended that the Commission defer this allocation until sufficient bond proceeds become 
available. 
 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 
Dist-Co-Rte 

Postmile 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(5) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Resolution TCIF-A-1112-__ 

1 
$13,000,000 

 
City of Riverside 

RCTC 
08-Riverside 

 
 
 
 
 

 
TCIF Project 45.  Iowa Avenue Grade Separation Project.  
On Iowa Avenue between Palmyrita Drive and Spring 
Street.  Construct 4-lane roadway bridge (Overhead) over 
existing BNSF Tracks. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 07/18/08.) 
(NEPA – CE, 07/31/08.) 
 
(Related TCIF program amendment under Resolution TCIF-
P-1112-11; October 2011.) 
 
(Related LONP request under Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-
13; October 2011) 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $11,500,000.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  The project will replace the 
highway/railroad at-grade crossing with a grade separation 
(overhead) and upon completion will increase the reliability, 
velocity and throughput on the BNSF and UPRR system, 
eliminate emergency vehicle response delays, greenhouse 
gases generated by traffic delayed by trains, and adverse 
neighborhood impacts including delays, noise pollution and 
safety impacts. 
 

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.

08-1121 
TCIF/09-10 

CONST 
$13,000,000 
0800000186 

0G0464L 
 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6056 

TCIF 
20.30.210.300 

$13,000,000
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(10a) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STATE-LOCAL 

PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM FUND PROJECTS OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION SLP1B-A-1112-__ 
 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) defer an allocation of $144,000 for the locally administered Proposition 
1B project for the Town of Truckee 2012 Slurry Seal Project in Nevada County programmed in the 
State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) off the State Highway System.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered SLPP project for $144,000, plus $678,000 
from other sources.  Although the local agency is ready to proceed with this project, it is 
recommended that the Commission defer this allocation until sufficient bond proceeds become 
available. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year 
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount
Project ID

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(10a) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)  Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 
 Projects off the State Highway System    

1 
$144,000 

 
Town of Truckee 

Nevada LTC 
03-Nevada 

 

 
Town of Truckee 2012 Slurry Seal Project. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $678,000.) 
 
(CEQA – CE, 07/29/11.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Slurry seal approximately 40 miles of 
Town-maintained roadways in accordance with the Town’s 
adopted Pavement Maintenance Program. 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$144,000 

0312000076 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
20.30.210.200 

 
 

$144,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(10b) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STATE-LOCAL 

PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM FUND TRANSIT PROJECTS  
 RESOLUTION SLP1B-A-1112-__ 
 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) defer an allocation of $22,419,432 for three locally administered 
Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Transit projects.   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes three locally administered SLPP Transit projects for $22,419,432, 
plus $1,265,444,000 from other sources.  Although the local agencies are ready to proceed with 
these projects, it is recommended that the Commission defer these allocations until sufficient bond 
proceeds become available. 
 
Attachment 



CTC Financial Vote List October 26-27, 2011 
2.5  Highway Financial Matters 
 

  Page 1 of 1 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(10b) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Transit Projects Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__  

1 
$11,894,000 

 
San Francisco 

Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District 

MTC 
04-Alameda 

 

 
Warm Springs Extension  
Construct a 5.4 mile extension from the existing Fremont 
BART station through the subway beneath Fremont Central 
Park to its terminus at the Warm Springs Station. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $795,940,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-03-33, 
September 2003.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Project will improve transit connectors 
needed between the Silicon Valley and will reduce vehicle 
miles traveled. 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$11,894,000 
0412000181 

S 
R898GM 

 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$11,894,000 
 
 

2 
$10,098,000 

 
San Francisco 

Bay Area Rapid 
Transit District 

MTC 
04-Alameda 

 

 
Oakland Airport Connector 
In Alameda County.  Improve access to the Oakland 
International Airport using Automated Guideway 
Technology to connect the airport with the BART regional 
rail system. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $464,111,000.) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-10-16, 
February 2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Improve attractiveness and 
competitiveness of the Oakland air passenger services 
within the region. 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$10,098,000 
0412000180 

S 
R240GD 

 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$10,098,000 
 
 

3 
$427,432 

 
Santa Cruz 
Metropolitan 

Transit District 
SCCRTC 

05-Santa Cruz 
 

 
CNG Buses Conversion 
Purchase 11, 40-foot, 39-passenger, compressed natural 
gas with two wheelchair tie-down fixed route buses. 
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $5,393,000.) 
 
(CEQA – CE: 771-119(c)(17).) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Vehicles will reduce Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions and CO2 equivalents by 105,380 gallons per year 
and improve service reliability. 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$427,432 

0512000062 
S 

T305GA 
 

 
 

2010-11 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$427,432 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.5g.(10c) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STATE-LOCAL 

PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM FUND TRANSIT PROJECTS  
 RESOLUTION SLP1B-A-1112-__ 
 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) defer an allocation of $7,200,000 for the locally administered 
Proposition 1B Transit project for the South Sacramento Corridor Phase 2-Parking Structure in 
Sacramento County programmed in the State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP).   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered SLPP Transit project for $7,200,000, plus 
$31,500,000 from other sources.  Although the local agency is ready to proceed with this project, it 
is recommended that the Commission defer this allocation until sufficient bond proceeds become 
available. 
 
Attachment 
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2.6 Mass Transportation Financial Matters 
 
 
 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

Project Title 
Location 

Project Description

Program/Year
Phase 

Prgm’d Amount
Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

 
Amount by 
Fund Type

2.5g.(10c) Proposition 1B – Locally Administered SLPP Transit Projects Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-__ 

1 
$7,200,000 

 
Sacramento 

Regional Transit 
District 
SACOG 

03-Sacramento 
 
 

 
South Sacramento Corridor Phase 2 – Parking 
Structure 
Construct a 5-level new parking structure at the Cosumnes 
River College campus.  
 
(Contributions from other sources:  $31,500,000.) 
 
(Related LONP request under Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-
12; October 2011) 
 
(Future Consideration of Funding – Resolution E-09-27, May 
2010.) 
 
Outcome/Output:  Addition of 2,000 new parking spaces 
  

THE DEPARTMENT RECOMMENDS THIS ITEM BE 
DEFERRED AT THIS TIME.  

 
SLPP/11-12 

CONST 
$7,200,000 

0312000095 
03 
S 

R307GA 
 

 
 

2011-12 
104-6060 

SLPP 
30.10.724.000 

 
 

$7,200,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.6a. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED TRANSIT PROGRAM 

PROJECTS OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM 
 RESOLUTION MFP-11-03 
 

  
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve an allocation of $1,139,000 for the locally administered 
Replacement Vehicles for Eastern Sierra Transit Authority State Transportation Improvement 
Program (STIP) Transit project in Inyo County.   
 
As reflected in the 2012 Fund Estimate presented at the August 2011 Commission meeting, the 
Public Transportation Account (PTA) capacity is insufficient to fund all PTA qualified STIP 
projects. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one locally administered STIP Transit project totaling $1,139,000.  
The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting allocation at this time. 
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that $1,139,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Item  
2660-101-0046 for one locally administered STIP Transit project described on the attached vote list. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 
Project Title 

Project Description

Dist-PPNO
Program / Year 
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

Budget Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.6a. Locally Administered STIP Transit Project Resolution MFP-11-03 

1 
$1,139,000 

 
Inyo County  

Inyo County LTC 
09-Inyo  

 
Replacement Vehicles for Eastern Sierra Transit 
Authority 
Purchase seven 12-passenger, conventional fuel with two 
wheelchair tie-down vehicles; three Type E medium 32-foot, 
25-passenger, diesel fuel with two wheel chair tie-down 
vehicles and one 4-passenger, 4 wheel drive support vehicle.
 
Outcome/Output:  Increase safety, reliability and provide for 
more efficient bus services.   

09-2551 
RIP/11-12 
CONST 

$1,139,000 
0912000013 

S 
T306TA 

 
 

2011-12 
101-0046 

PTA 
30.10.070.626 

 

 
 

$1,139,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.6d. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: William D. Bronte 
 Chief 
 Division of Rail 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR FY 2011-12 INTERCITY RAIL OPERATIONS AND 

FEEDER BUS SERVICES 
 RESOLUTION MFP-11-04 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the attached resolution allocating $60,740,637 of 
Public Transportation Account (PTA) funds for support of the Department’s intercity rail and feeder 
bus services on the Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin routes for Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-12.  

 
Project Description 
 
RECIPIENT:  Department of Transportation 
FUNDED ACTIVITY:  Department intercity passenger rail and feeder bus services with Amtrak.  
$60,740,637 from the PTA will support the costs of Amtrak contracted service on the two State 
administered intercity rail routes in FY 2011-12 as follows: 
 
• $28,952,863 for the Pacific Surfliner Route (eleven San Diego-Los Angeles weekday round-

trips, twelve San Diego-Los Angeles weekend round-trips, and five Los Angeles-Santa Barbara 
daily round-trips with two of these trains continuing to San Luis Obispo, plus three Amtrak 
Thruway bus routes). 

 
• $31,787,774 for the San Joaquin Route (four Bakersfield-Stockton-Oakland daily round-trips, 

and two Bakersfield-Stockton-Sacramento daily round-trips, plus thirteen Amtrak Thruway bus 
routes). 

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Department Administration of Intercity Rail Services 
 
Pursuant to Section 99316 of the Public Utilities Code, the Commission has responsibility for 
allocating funds for intercity rail operating support that are appropriated to the Department for this 
purpose.  Chapter 263 of the Statutes of 1996 (Senate Bill 457, Kelly) added Government Code 
Section 14031.8 and specifies that the Secretary of the Business, Transportation, and Housing (BTH) 
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Agency shall allocate intercity rail operating funds to those intercity rail routes administered by a 
local joint powers board.  On July 1, 1998, the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Authority assumed 
responsibility for administration of the Capitol Corridor.  Thus, the Secretary of BTH is responsible 
for allocating funds for that route.  
 
Information is provided in this document on the Capitol Corridor, for purposes of comparison to the 
other two routes.  Additionally, on a quarterly basis, the Department provides the Commission 
financial, ridership and on-time performance information for all three routes. 

 
Intercity Rail Appropriation in the FY 2011-12 Budget 
 
Provision 1 of Item 2660-001-0046 of the Budget Act of 2011-12 appropriates $90,347,027 in PTA 
funds for intercity rail services.  (The amounts for each route are not specified in the Budget.)  The 
appropriation amount is based on Amtrak’s contract estimates for State costs for rail services on the 
Pacific Surfliner, San Joaquin, and Capitol Corridor routes.  The table below shows how these funds 
will be distributed among the three routes. 
 
 

FY 2011-12 Budget Appropriation (Item 2660-001-0046) 
For State-Supported Intercity Rail Routes 

ROUTE PTA FUNDS 
Pacific Surfliner $28,952,863 
San Joaquin $31,787,774 
    Allocation Request $60,740,637 
  
Capitol Corridor $29,606,390 
    Budget Total $90,347,027 

 
 
Allocation Amount  
 
Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin Routes 
The Department is requesting an allocation of $60,740,637 for the Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin 
routes from the Budget Act of 2011-12.  This allocation request will fund service on the two routes 
for Federal Fiscal Year 2011-12 (October 1, 2011-September 30, 2012).  The table on the following 
page compares the funds requested in FY 2011-12 to those allocated in FY 2009-2010 and FY 2010-
2011. 
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Trends in State Costs 
As reflected in the table below, combined State costs in FY 2011-12 for anticipated services on the 
San Joaquin and Pacific Surfliner routes are projected to be $60,740,637.  Total costs on all three 
routes have remained at $90.3 million in both FY 2010-11 and FY 2011-12.  The amount for each 
route has changed only slightly in FY 2011-12 when compared to FY 2010-11. 
 
 

FY 2009-10 through FY 2011-12 
State Costs for State Supported Intercity Rail Routes 

 ($ in thousands) 
ROUTE FY 2009-10 

(Allocation) 
FY 2010-11 
(Allocation) 

FY 2011-12 
(Current request)

Pacific Surfliner $28,528 $27,590 $28,953 
San Joaquin $33,336 $33,575 $31,788 
   State-Administered Routes -Totals $61,865 $61,165 $60,741 
    
Capitol Corridor $28,482 $29,182 $29,606 
   All Routes - Totals $90,347 $90,347 $90,347 

 
 
Allocation Transfer Between Routes 
The Commission has recognized in its allocation resolutions for prior years that actual expenditures 
by route may differ from the estimates provided in the allocation request.  Thus, as in prior years, the 
Department requests the Commission grant the authority to transfer between the San Joaquin and 
Pacific Surfliner State-administered routes up to ten percent of the amount allocated to each route, 
based upon actual expenditures or emergency situations.  The Commission must approve changes 
above ten percent prior to expenditure. 
 
Financial Performance of Routes 
 
The table on the following page shows the projected financial performance of the three State-
supported routes.  Total expenses for State-supported services less revenues from passengers (ticket 
revenue plus food and beverage revenues) equal the net operating loss of services.  For the three 
State-supported intercity routes, Amtrak anticipates total operating expenses of $208.2 million and 
revenues of $117.8 million.  The composite farebox ratio for the three State-supported routes is 
projected at 57 percent.  (Farebox ratio equals revenues divided by total operating expense.)  The 
farebox ratio for the Pacific Surfliner Route is projected at 61 percent, the San Joaquin Route at  
58 percent, and the Capitol Corridor at 50 percent.  
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FY 2011-12 State-Supported Intercity Rail Routes 
Projected Financial Performance 

($ in thousands) 

 
 

 
TOTAL 

EXPENSES 

 
PASSENGER 
REVENUES 

NET LOSS 
(STATE 

SUPPORT) 

 
FAREBOX 

RATIO 

Pacific Surfliner * $73,910 $44,958 $27,590 61% 
San Joaquin $74,926 $43,138 $33,575 58% 
Capitol Corridor  $59,338 $29,731  $29,182 50% 
   Totals $208,174 $117,827 $90,347 57% 

 
 
* Excludes Amtrak 30 percent basic system share of route. 
 
 
Attachment 



 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
 

Commission Allocation Approval 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-12 Amtrak (Intercity Rail) Operating Support 

 
Resolution MFP-11-04 

 
1.1 WHEREAS, under Section 99316 of the Public Utilities Code, the California 

Transportation Commission (Commission) has responsibility for allocating intercity 
rail operating funds that are appropriated to the California Department of 
Transportation (Department) for State-administered intercity rail routes; and  

 
1.2 WHEREAS, Provision #1 of Item 2660-001-0046 of the Budget Act of 2011-12 

appropriates $90,347,027 of Public Transportation Account (PTA) funds for intercity 
rail services; and 

 
1.3 WHEREAS, Government Code Section 14031.8 specifies that the Secretary of the 

Business, Transportation and Housing Agency shall allocate intercity rail operating 
funds to those intercity rail routes administered by a local joint powers board.  On 
July 1, 1998, the Capitol Corridor Joint Powers Agency assumed responsibility for 
administration of the Capitol Corridor.  Thus, the Commission does not allocate funds 
for that route; and 

  
1.4 WHEREAS, $29,606,390 in budgeted funds are reserved for the Capitol Corridor, 

and the remaining $60,740,637 in budgeted funds are reserved for the San Joaquin 
and Pacific Surfliner routes; and 

 
1.5 WHEREAS, the composite farebox ratio for the three State-administered routes is 

projected at 57 percent (revenues/total operating expense), while the farebox ratio for 
the Pacific Surfliner Route is projected at 61 percent, the San Joaquin Route at 58 
percent, and the Capitol Corridor at 50 percent; and 

 
1.6 WHEREAS, the Commission recognizes that actual expenditures on the Pacific 

Surfliner and San Joaquin routes may differ from current estimates.  For changes of 
ten percent or less, the Department has total flexibility to transfer funds between the 
Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin routes; changes above ten percent must be approved 
by the Commission prior to expenditure.  Transfers can be made based upon actual 
expenditures or emergency situations.   
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2.1 NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that a total of $60,740,637  be allocated to 
the Department for intercity rail and feeder bus services with Amtrak, as follows: 

 
  Pacific Surfliner Route $28,952,863 
  San Joaquin Route  $31,787,774 

 TOTAL $60,740,637 
 
2.2 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that authority is delegated to the Department to 

transfer funds between the Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin routes if the changes are 
less than or equal to ten percent; and 

 
2.3 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, changes above ten percent must be approved by the 

Commission prior to expenditure. 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.6e. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR TCRP PROJECTS  
 RESOLUTION TFP-11-05 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $19,833,000 in Traffic Congestion Relief 
Program (TCRP) funds for TCRP Project 42 – Interstate 5 between Orange County Line and Route 
605 (PPNO 2808) in Los Angeles County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one TCRP project for $19,833,000 for Right of Way.  This is a 
Tier 1 Project in the approved TCRP Allocation Plan, and scheduled for allocation in Fiscal 
Year 2011-12.   
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:  
 
Resolved, that the project(s), as component phases or in their entirety, appear under 
Government Code Section 14556.40(a) and are entitled to participate in this allocation. 
 
Reimbursement of eligible costs is subject to the policies, restrictions and assurances as set forth in 
the Commission’s policy for allocating, monitoring, and auditing Traffic Congestion Relief Program 
projects, and is governed by the terms and conditions of the Fund Transfer Agreement, Program 
Supplement or Cooperative Agreement, and subsequent amendments to the same if required, as 
executed between the implementing agency and the California Department of Transportation. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Implementing 
Agency 

District-County 

 
 

BREF # and Project Description 
Description of Allocation

  
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Code 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.6e. Traffic Congestion Relief Program Allocations Resolution TFP-11-05 

1 
$19,833,000 

 
Los Angeles County 

Metropolitan 
Transportation 

Authority  
07 – Los Angeles 

 
Project 42  – I-5 Widening; Orange County Line to Route 605 (PPNO 
2808) 
 
Allocate $19,835,000 in new TCRP funding for Right of Way activities. 
 
Output/Outcome: Widen the I-5 Corridor from the Orange County Line to 
the Route 5/Route 605 junction: add HOV and Mixed-flow lanes from .02 
miles south of Artesia Avenue to 0.2 mile north of the Florence Avenue 
Overcrossing to eliminate the northbound bottleneck; upgrade the I-5 
Corridor to Caltrans an FHWA design standards by improving performance 
of major intersections and interchanges, improving access to transit and 
HOV facilities, improving peak A.M. and P.M. LOS, and reducing travel 
time delays and congestion-related accidents. 
 
This is a Tier 1 project. 

 
Chapter 91 of 
the Statutes of 

2000 
 

889-3007 
TCRF 

20.20.710.870 

$19,833,000
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011  

 Reference No.: 2.6f. 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Steven Keck 
 Division Chief  
 Budgets 

 
Subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED HIGH-SPEED PASSENGER 

TRAIN BOND PROJECTS 
 RESOLUTION HST1A-A-1112-02 
 
  

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $9,800,000 for one State administered 
Proposition 1A San Joaquin Corridor Positive Train Control (from Port Chicago to Bakersfield) 
High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund (HSPTBF) project.   

 
ISSUE: 
 
The attached vote list describes one State administered HSPTBF project for $9,800,000.  The 
Department is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.   
 
FINANCIAL RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolved, that $9,800,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Item  
2660-304-6043 for one Proposition 1A High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Fund project described in 
the attached vote list. 
 
Attachment 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
RTPA/CTC 

District-County 

 
 
 
 

Location 
Project Description

Program / Year
Programmed: 

Phase 
Prgm’d Amount 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

 
Budget Year 

Item # 
Fund Type 

Program Code

 
 
 
 

Amount by 
Fund Type

2.6f. Proposition 1A – High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Program – Intercity Resolution HST1A-A-1112-02 

1 
$9,800,000 

 
Department of 
Transportation 

Caltrans 
75-Various 

 
San Joaquin Corridor Positive Train Control 
Installation of Positive Train Control (PTC) along the 
Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad tracks from Port 
Chicago to Bakersfield. 
 
(CEQA – CE, 15301) 
(NEPA – Exempt; 23 CFR 771.117(c)(8))  
 
Outcome/Output: Installation of PTC, which is a predictive 
collision avoidance technology, enhances safety by helping 
to prevent train-to-train collisions, derailments, incursions into 
track work zones, and movement of a train through a switch 
left in the wrong position. 

 
HSR/11-12 

CONST 
$9,800,000 

0012000090 
S 

R002HA 
 
 

 
 

2011-12 
304-6043 
HSPTBF 

30.20.100.000 
 

 

 
 

$9,800,000 
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M e m o r a n d u m  

 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.5e.(2) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: ALLOCATION FOR SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS FOR PREVIOUSLY VOTED PROJECT 

RESOLUTION FA-11-07 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate an additional $1,974,000 for one State Highway 
Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) project identified below. 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
Additional funds are needed for one previously approved project in order to award the construction 
contract. 

 
 
RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolved, that $1,974,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Items 2660-302-0890 
and 2660-302-0042 to provide additional funds to allow the following project to be awarded. 
 

 
 

Project 
 

Dist-Co-Rte 

Original 
Allocated 
Amount 

 
Current 

Allocation 

 
Allocation 
Adjustment 

 
Revised 

Allocation 

% Increase 
Above Current 

Allocation 
1 04-SM-101 $9,526,000 $ 9,526,000 $1,974,000 $11,500,000 20.7% 
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Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Reason for Supplemental Funds

PPNO
Program 

Funding Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Codes 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

State 
Federal 
Current 

Amount by 
Fund Type

State 
Federal 

Additional 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

State 
Federal 
Revised 

Amount by Fund 
Type

2.5e.(2) Supplemental Funds for Previously Voted Projects Resolution FA-11-07
1 

$1,974,000 
 

Department of 
Transportation 

San Mateo 
04-SM-101 

7.5/25.9 

 
Near Palo Alto, from Santa Clara County line 
to San Francisco County line.   
 
Outcome/Output:  Install ramp metering 
systems and CHP/Maintenance pullouts at 
29 locations to improve freeway traffic 
performance. 
 
Supplemental funds needed to award 
construction contract. 
 
 
Total Revised Amount: $11,500,000 
 
 

04-0618F 
SHOPP 
2010-11 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.315 
0400000843 

4 
2A7904 

 
SHOPP 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.315 

 
 
 

$9,526,000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

         $39,000 
 

    $1,935,000 
 

 
 
 

$9,526,000 
 
 
 
 
  

 
 
 

$39,000 
 

$1,935,000 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Department recommends that this request for $1,974,000 be approved to allow this project to be 
awarded. 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
 
This project is located in San Mateo County near Palo Alto, from Santa Clara County line to San 
Francisco County line.  This project was programmed in the SHOPP as a traditional design-bid-build 
project.  The Department proposed this project as a candidate for the Design-Build pilot program, 
which was approved at the February 2010 CTC meeting.  This is the Department’s first project to 
implement Best Value procurement and the Department’s small value (less than $20 million) design-
build project in compliance with the Commission’s Policy Guidance for the Design-Build 
Demonstration Program adopted in September 2009 (Resolution G-09-09).  This procurement 
approach allows the Department to select and award the project to a design-build team based on 
several factors including qualifications of the design-build team, overall project cost, project delivery 
timing and impact to traveling public, quality of proposal and work, and proposed design alternatives. 

 
This project is to construct, install and upgrade ramp metering equipment at 29 locations, in both the 
southbound and northbound direction on Route 101.  The limits are from cities of South San Francisco 
to San Carlos.   This project also includes onramp widening, High Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) 
preferential lanes, maintenance and California Highway Patrol enforcement areas, mainline loop 
installation and asphalt concrete repair within the project limits. 

 
FUNDING STATUS: 
 
The project was programmed in the 2010 SHOPP for $9,526,000 for construction in Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2010-11 and was voted for $9,526,000 in September 2010.  Bids for this project were opened 
on August 1, 2011.  Three bids were received.  The amount needed to award the contract, based on 
the lowest bid amount, is $11,500,000.  The project was awarded based on the proposal offering 
the best value to the Department.  75 percent of the score was based on price and 25 percent was 
based on technical score which evaluated several factors including the number of closures 
proposed, the approach to quality management and the approach to safety.  For this procurement, 
the best value was also the low bid. 

 
This request for $1,974,000 in supplemental funds results in an overall increase of 20.7 percent 
over the original vote amount.  This contract will be awarded upon approval of this supplemental 
funds request.  
 
REASONS FOR COST INCREASE: 
 
The Department performed a bid analysis to evaluate the differences between the Engineer’s 
Estimate and the contract bid items.  The contract has 22 bid items.  One item has a significant cost 
increase, Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS). 
 

BID ITEM ENGINEER’S 
ESTIMATE 

LOW BID INCREASE 

Intelligent Transportation Systems  $3,800,000 $6,454,000 $2,654,000 
Miscellaneous Adjustments   (680,000) 

TOTAL INCREASE $  1,974,000 
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The cost increase on the ITS item is primarily due to enhancements to the scope of electrical work 
issued through addendum during the advertisement period.  These changes were a result of 
feedback received by the Department from bidders after their review of the Departments’ 35 
percent design and are essential to enhance the functionality of the proposed ITS improvements.  
Enhancements to the scope of work include new loop detectors, new electrical controller cabinets, 
and changes to message sign mounting.   
 
An additional $1,974,000 in supplemental funds is needed in order to award this project to the low 
bidder. 
 
FUNDING OPTIONS: 
 
OPTION A: Approve this request as presented above for $1,974,000 to allow this project to be 

awarded.  
 

OPTION B:   Deny this request and direct the Department to down scope the project to remain 
within the allocated amount.  The Department considered this option and 
determined that reducing the scope of work on this project, and executing another 
project to complete the deleted work later would result in greater costs and more 
disruption to the traveling public. 

 
 
RECOMMENDED OPTION: 
 
The Department recommends that this request of $1,974,000, as presented in Option A above, be 
approved to award the project to the low bidder. 
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M e m o r a n d u m  

 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 
CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.5e.(1) 
 Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Programming 

 
Subject: ALLOCATION FOR SUPPLEMENTAL FUNDS FOR PREVIOUSLY VOTED PROJECT 

RESOLUTION FA-11-06 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate an additional $2,438,000 for one State Highway 
Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP) project identified below. 
 
 
ISSUE: 
 
Additional funds are needed for one previously approved project in order to award the construction 
contract. 

 
 
RESOLUTION: 
 
Resolved, that $2,438,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Items 2660-302-0890 
and 2660-302-0042 to provide additional funds to allow the following project to be awarded. 
 

 
 

Project 
 

Dist-Co-Rte 

Original 
Allocated 
Amount 

 
Current 

Allocation 

 
Allocation 
Adjustment 

 
Revised 

Allocation 

% Increase 
Above Current 

Allocation 
1 01-Men-1 $9,000,000 $ 9,000,000 $2,438,000 $11,438,000 27.1% 

 
  



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.:  2.5e.(1)  
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION October 26-27, 2011 

 Page 2 of 4 
 

  
 “Caltrans improves mobility across California” 

Project # 
Allocation Amount 

Recipient 
County 

Dist-Co-Rte 
Postmile 

Location 
Project Description 

Reason for Supplemental Funds

PPNO
Program 

Funding Year 
Item # 

Fund Type 
Program Codes 

Project ID 
Adv Phase 

EA

State 
Federal 
Current 

Amount by 
Fund Type

State 
Federal 

Additional 
Amount by 
Fund Type 

State 
Federal 
Revised 

Amount by Fund 
Type

2.5e.(1) Supplemental Funds for Previously Voted Projects Resolution FA-11-06
1  

$2,438,000 
 

Department of 
Transportation 

Mendocino 
01-Men-1 
33.4/33.9 

 
Near Elk, at Greenwood Creek Bridge  
#10-123.   
 
Outcome/Output:  Remove one scour-
damaged bridge and replace with a three-
span box girder concrete bridge to comply 
with Bridge Scour Report recommendation. 
 
Supplemental funds needed to award 
construction contract. 
 
 
Total Revised Amount: $11,438,000 
 
 

01-0140A 
SHOPP 
2010-11 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.111 
0100000095 

4 
310104 

 
SHOPP 
2011-12 

302-0042 
SHA 

302-0890 
FTF 

20.20.201.111 

 
 
 

$180,000 
 

  $8,820,000 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 

        $49,000 
 

   $2,389,000 
 

 
 
 

$180,000 
 

$8,820,000 
 
 
 
 
  

 
 
 

    $49,000 
 

$2,389,000 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The Department recommends that this request for $2,438,000 be approved to allow this project to be 
awarded. 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION: 
 
This project is located in Mendocino County near Elk at the Greenwood Creek Bridge #10-123.  This 
project will replace the existing bridge with a three span, 45-foot, 8-inch wide; box girder concrete 
bridge due to the substructure is scour critical caused by streambed degradation. 
 
FUNDING STATUS: 
 
The project was programmed in the 2010 SHOPP for $9,000,000 for construction in Fiscal Year 
(FY) 2010-11 and was voted for $9,000,000 in June 2011.  Bids for this project were opened on 
August 16, 2011.  Three bids were received for this project.  The amount needed to award the 
contract, based on the lowest bid amount, is $11,438,000.  This request for $2,438,000 in 
supplemental funds results in an overall increase of 27.1 percent over the original vote amount.  
This contract will be awarded upon approval of this supplemental funds request.  
 
REASONS FOR COST INCREASE: 
 
The Department performed a bid analysis to evaluate the differences between the Engineer’s 
Estimate and the contract bid items.  The contract has 114 bid items.  Nine of these bid items have 
significant cost differences.  Seven of these bid items are related to structure work, one bid item for 
time-related overhead and one bid item for mobilization. 
 

BID ITEM ENGINEER’S 
ESTIMATE 

LOW BID INCREASE 

Structure Concrete, Bridge 1,617,975 2,516,850 898,875 
Time-Related Overhead (TRO) 179,850 550,000 370,150 
Structure Excavation (Type D) 81,060 295,290 214,230 
Bridge Removal 160,000   360,000 200,000 
Mobilization 703,000 900,000 197,000 
60” Cast-In-Drilled-Hole Concrete Pile 307,625 457,425 149,800 
24” Cast-In-Drilled-Hole Concrete Pile 98,010 227,205 129,195 
30” Drilled Hole 86,625 202,125 115,500 
Structure Concrete, Bridge Footing 81,400   177,600 96,200 
Miscellaneous Adjustments/Contingencies   67,050 

TOTAL INCREASE $  2,438,000 
 

With few comparable recent projects in this part of northern California on which to base the 
estimate, the Department’s estimate utilized historical date and special studies of bid items with 
similar scope and quantity.  The estimate also took into account industry trends and project-
specific requirements.  Although all the available tools were used by the Department to develop 
the estimate, the cost of several items, primarily structural concrete, were undervalued in the 
Department’s estimate.    
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Contributing to the cost are the unique conditions at this coastal location and project requirements, 
including low overhead clearances for drilling and foundation operations, special handling of 
construction materials, environmental concerns and restrictions, as well as fabrication of a custom 
column flare specifically for this project.    

 
An additional $2,438,000 in supplemental funds is needed in order to award this project to the low 
bidder. 
 
 
FUNDING OPTIONS: 
 
OPTION A: Approve this request as presented above for $2,438,000 to allow this project to be 

awarded.  
 

OPTION B:   Deny this request and direct the Department to down scope the project to remain 
within the allocated amount.  The Department considered this option and 
determined that reducing the scope of work on this project, and executing another 
project to complete the deleted work later would result in greater costs and more 
disruption to the traveling public. 

 
 
RECOMMENDED OPTION: 
 
The Department recommends that this request of $2,438,000, as presented in Option A above, be 
approved to award the project to the low bidder. 
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M e m o r a n d u m  
 
To:  CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS 
            CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION 

CTC Meeting: October 26-27, 2011 

 Reference No.: 2.1c.(10a)  
                     Action Item 

 

From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer  

Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti  
 Division Chief 

Transportation Programming 
Subject: PROPOSITION 1B LETTER OF NO PREJUDICE 

RESOLUTION LONP1B-A-1112-11 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP), authorized under Assembly 
Bill (AB) 672, for TCIF Project 56 - I-10/Cherry Avenue Interchange Improvement project (PPNO 
0137T) in San Bernardino County. 
 
ISSUE:  

 
This project will replace the existing Cherry Avenue Interchange.  This stretch of I-10 is one of the 
most congested freeway segments in San Bernardino, and more capacity is needed to support 
reliable and timely distribution of mainline truck traffic to and from growing logistics-related land 
uses in the area.  Inadequate capacity for freight at the interchanges chokes local roads, inhibits 
emergency vehicles, and degrades air quality.  Once completed, these improvements will relieve 
such congestion. 
 
Currently $30,773,000 Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) for Construction Capital is 
programmed to this project.  The project, which is ready for construction, was placed on the 
Delivered-But-Not-Yet-Allocated List at the June 2011 Commission Meeting.  Due to limited 
Proposition 1B Bond sales, San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) is requesting AB 
672 authority to substitute the TCIF funds with $23,000,000 in Regional Surface Transportation  
funds, $3,000,000 in Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds, and $4,773,000 in 
Measure I funds in order to keep the project moving forward.  The SANBAG Board of Directors 
approved this funding commitment on September 7, 2011 

 
 BACKGROUND  

 
Government Code Section 14556.33 allows an applicant agency that is either a regional or local 
entity, to seek approval of a LONP.  If approved by the Commission, the LONP allows the applicant 
agency to expend its own funds for any component of the transportation project, and seek allocation 
and reimbursement from the TCIF program in the future. 
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RESOLUTION LONP1B-A-1112-11 
 
Resolved, with all conditions stipulated still in effect, the California Transportation Commission 
(Commission) hereby approves a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) for $30,773,000 for Trade Corridor 
Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project 56 – I-10/Cherry Avenue Interchange Reconstruction project 
programmed in, or otherwise funded from, the Proposition 1B TCIF program and 
 
Be it Further Resolved, that San Bernardino Associated Governments understands that they proceed 
at their own risk, as reimbursement is dependent on future availability of TCIF funding; and 
 
Be it Further Resolved, that the project should be ready to proceed to contract award once the LONP 
is approved; and 
 
Be it Further Resolved, that San Bernardino Associated Governments, shall report to the Department 
within four months following LONP approval on progress in executing agreements and third-party 
contracts needed to execute the work. 
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From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by:       Jane Perez 
                     Chief  
                     Division of Mass Transportation 

 
Subject:   PROPOSITION  1B – LETTER OF NO PREJUDICE  
                  RESOLUTION  LONP1B-A-1011-12_  

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation recommends that the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) approve this Letter of No Prejudice (LONP), available under Assembly Bill 
(AB) 672, for the South Sacramento Corridor Phase 2 – Parking Structure project in Sacramento 
County. 
 
ISSUE: 
 
Due to the unavailability of Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) funds, the 
Sacramento Regional Transit District (SacRT) is requesting AB 672 authority to substitute $7,200,000 
of programmed SLPP construction funds with local developer fees and local measure funds for the 
completion of the programmed project and to keep the project on schedule. 
 
The project will construct a new five-level parking structure with 2,000 new parking spaces on the 
Cosumnes River College campus.   
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Government Code Section 14556.33 allows an applicant agency that is either a regional or local entity, 
to seek approval of an LONP.  If approved by the Commission, the LONP allows the applicant agency 
to expend its own funds for any component of the transportation project, and seek allocation and 
reimbursement from the SLPP in the future.  
 
RESOLUTION LONP1B-A-1011-12: 
 
Resolved, with all conditions stipulated still in effect, the California Transportation Commission hereby 
approves a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) for the South Sacramento Corridor Phase 2 – Parking 
Structure project, programmed in, or otherwise funded from, the Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership 
Program (SLPP); and 
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Be it Further Resolved, that the agency understands that they proceed at their own risk, as 
reimbursement is dependent on future availability of SLPP funding; and 
 
Be it Further Resolved, that the project component covered by an approved LONP should be ready to 
proceed to contract award (or equivalent) once the LONP is approved; and 
 
Be it Further Resolved, that the agency shall report to the Department following LONP approval on 
progress in executing agreements and third-party contracts needed to execute the work. 
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From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Sharon Scherzinger 
 Division Chief 
 Transportation Planning 

 
Subject:   PROPOSITION 1B-LETTER OF NO PREJUDICE  
 RESOLUTION LONP1B-A-1112-13 
 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP), available 
under Assembly Bill (AB) 672 for the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) Project 45, Iowa 
Avenue Grade Separation (PPNO 1121).   
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Riverside County Transportation Commission (RCTC) and the City of Riverside (City) request 
AB 672 authority to substitute $13,000,000 TCIF funds for Project 45, Iowa Avenue Grade 
Separation (Iowa Avenue) with $6,000,000 of City funds and $7,000,000 of federal Congestion 
Mitigation Air Quality (CMAQ) funds in order to keep the project construction on schedule.  The 
commitment of the $7,000,000 local federal funds from the programming agency, RCTC, was made 
at its August 22, 2011 meeting.  The City will pursue the federal authorization of the CMAQ funds 
from the Federal Highway Administration.  The City Council certified the resolution of the 
$6,000,000 City funds on August 23, 2011.  
 
The project was adopted in the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008.  The City is 
seeking concurrent approval of a project Baseline Amendment, to update the project schedule and 
funding plan at the October 2011 Commission meeting.  Also, an allocation request has been placed 
on this month’s agenda to allocate $13,000,000 TCIF funds for the construction component.  Should 
a full allocation of TCIF Bond funding not be available at the time of the meeting, the City requests 
that this LONP be approved so that the project can be advertised and proceed to construction by 
February 2012. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Government Code Section 14556.33 allows an applicant agency that is either a regional or local 
entity, to seek approval of a LONP.  If approved by the Commission, the LONP allows the applicant 
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agency to expend its own funds for any component of the transportation project, and seek allocation 
and reimbursement from the TCIF program in the future. 
 
The Iowa Avenue project will grade separate the mainline of the Burlington Northern Santa Fe 
Railway Company San Bernardino Subdivision at Iowa Avenue in the city of Riverside.  The 
completed project will enhance goods movement and rail line reliability and improve vehicle 
circulation and public safety. 
 
RESOLUTION LONP1B-A-1112-13 
 
Be it Resolved, with all conditions stipulated still in effect, that the California Transportation 
Commission hereby approves a Letter of No Prejudice (LONP) for Project 45, Iowa Avenue Grade 
Separation (PPNO 1121) programmed in, or otherwise funded from, the Proposition 1B Trade 
Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF), and  
 
Be it Further Resolved, that the City of Riverside (City) understands that they proceed at their own 
risk, as reimbursement is dependent on future availability of TCIF funding, and  
 
Be it Further Resolved, that the project component covered by an approved LONP should be ready 
to proceed to contract award (or equivalent) once the LONP is approved, and  
 
Be it Further Resolved, that the City shall report to the California Department of Transportation 
within four months following LONP approval on progress in executing agreements and third-party 
contracts needed to execute the work. 
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From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah 
 Division Chief 
 Local Assistance 

 
Subject:  REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCALLY- 

ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS, PER RESOLUTION G-06-08 
WAIVER-11-57 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation 
Commission (Commission) extend the period of contract award for the time periods identified for 
each project on the attached document. 

 
ISSUE: 
 
The Commission allocated $1,445,000 for the construction of the two locally-administered State 
Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) projects identified on the attachment.  The responsible 
agencies have been unable to award the contracts within six months of allocation.  The attachment 
describes the details of the projects and the explanations for the delays.  The respective agencies 
request extensions, and the planning agencies concur. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In June 2006, the Commission adopted Resolution G-06-08, which requires the agency 
implementing a project to request a time extension if the project will not be awarded within six 
months of the allocation.  STIP Guidelines stipulate that the Commission may approve a waiver to 
the contract award deadline one time only for up to 20 months in accordance with Section 14529.8 
of the Government Code.  
 
Attachment 



 Reference No.:  2.8b.(2) 
 October 26-27, 2011 
 Attachment 

 
Time Extension/Waiver – Project Contract Award Deadline 

Local Streets and Roads Projects 
 

Project # 
 

Applicant 
County 
PPNO 
Project Description 
Reason for Project Delay 

Extension Amount 
 
Construction Only 

Allocation Date 
Resolution Number 
Number of Months Requested 
Extended Deadline 
CT Recommendation 

 

 

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act FHWA-Federal Highway Administration 
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act TE-Transportation Enhancements 
STIP-State Transportation Improvement Program The Department-California Department of Transportation 

1 
 

 
City of Escondido 
San Diego 
PPNO 11-7421T 
Maple Street Pedestrian Plaza, TE 

 
  $945,000 

 
03/24/2011 
FP-10-24 
4 Months 
01/31/2012 
Approve 

  
The City of Escondido (City) is requesting a four-month extension to the period of contract award for the Maple Street Pedestrian Plaza TE 
project.  The City experienced unanticipated design changes during the preparation of plans, specifications and estimate, which delayed the 
processing and approval of the Authorization to Proceed with Construction (E-76). 
 
The construction allocation was approved on March 24, 2011, and the Right of Way certification was approved on April 27, 2011.  
However, several design changes beyond the City’s control delayed the E-76 approval necessary to advertise the project.  Unanticipated 
design changes were due to several factors.  The original design included an interactive water feature housed in a concrete block with open 
roof that caused water quality concerns and had to be redesigned.  The soils investigation determined that native material presented drainage 
issues and the resulting potholing and further analysis and redesign delayed the project further.  Finally, a cascading longitudinal waterfall 
feature in the project included several overflowing standpipes and interactive jet sprays, which were determined to be a potential safety 
hazard due to their orientation, and had to be redesigned. 
 
The E-76 was approved on September 6, 2011 after several months’ delay.  The City anticipates advertising the contract in early 
October 2011.  If no bids are received or if bids must be rejected, additional time will be required to re-advertise the project and receive new 
bids.  This process will require a minimum of eight weeks.  Therefore, the City requests a four-month time extension to January 31, 2012. 
 

 
2 

 

 
City of Seal Beach 
Orange 
PPNO 12-2135M 
Lampson Avenue Median Improvement 
TE 

 
  $500,000 

 
03/24/2011 
FP-10-24 
6 Months 
03/31/2012 
Approve 

  
The City of Seal Beach (City) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Lampson Avenue Median 
Improvement TE project.  The County has experienced unanticipated delays in awarding the contract related to bid issues beyond its 
control. 
 
The City advertised the contract in August 2011 and received three bids; however, all bids exceeded the budgeted amount and had to be 
rejected.  The City has decided to revise contract plans and to re-advertise the contract.  The City estimates revising the contract plans will 
take an additional two months and to be able to re-advertise the contract by early November 2011, with bids opening by December 2011.  If 
no bids are received or if bids must be rejected again, additional time will be required to re-advertise the project and receive new bids.  This 
process will require a minimum of eight weeks.  Therefore, the City requests a six-month time extension to March 31, 2012. 
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From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah 
 Division Chief 
 Local Assistance 

 
Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCAL 

BRIDGE SEISMIC RETROFIT ACCOUNT, PER LBSRA GUIDELINES 
 WAIVER-11-58 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the request by the County of Santa Barbara 
(County) to extend the period of contract award for the San Marcos Road over Maria Ygnacia Creek 
project for six months from September 30, 2011 to March 31, 2012.  
 
ISSUE: 
 
The Department sub-allocated $92,099 on March 28, 2011, to the County for construction of the 
San Marcos Road over Maria Ygnacia Creek project.  The County will be unable to award the 
contract by the award deadline of September 30, 2011.  Therefore, the County is requesting a six-
month time extension to March 31, 2012. 
 
The County opened bids for the San Marcos Road over Maria Ygnacia Creek project on  
August 18, 2011.  On September 1, 2011, a bid protest was received from the second lowest bidder 
alleging that the good faith effort performed by the lowest bidder was inadequate.  The County will 
require additional time to resolve the bid protest and awarding the contract.  The County 
anticipates resolving the protest and award the contract by March 31, 2012.  

 
BACKGROUND: 
 
In May 2008, the Commission adopted the LBSRA Guidelines (Resolution LBS1B-G-0708-001), 
which require the agency implementing a project to request a time extension if the project will not 
be awarded within six months of the sub-allocation date.  The LBSRA Guidelines stipulate that the 
Commission may approve a waiver to the timely use of funds deadline one time only for up to 20 
months. 
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From:  NORMA ORTEGA 
 Chief Financial Officer 

Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah 
 Division Chief 
 Local Assistance 

 
Subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF PROJECT COMPLETION FOR LOCALLY-

ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECT, PER STIP GUIDELINES  
WAIVER-11-59 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
  
The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California 
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the request by the City of Bakersfield (City) to 
extend the period of project completion for the Westside Parkway project (PPNO 06-8705) for nine 
months to August 31, 2012. 
 
ISSUE: 
  
On August 26, 2008, the Commission approved Resolution FP-08-08, allocating $69,200,000 for the 
Westside Parkway – Segment 1 project.  The City is unable to complete project construction by the 
deadline of November 30, 2011.  Therefore, the City is requesting a nine-month time extension to 
August 31, 2012. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The City awarded the construction contract on November 19, 2008.  At the time of allocation, the 
Commission had identified the funds for the project coming from Proposition 1B (Prop 1B) funds.  
On December 17, 2008, the Department issued a letter stating that because of cash flow problems, 
the timely reimbursement of Prop 1B funds could not be guaranteed, and recommended that 
agencies not proceed with further agreements/contracts utilizing Prop 1B funds until there was 
improvement in the cash flow situation.  Although the problem did not directly impact this contract,  
the City decided to act cautiously and placed the project on hold.  In March 2009, the Department 
declared Prop 1B funding availability for projects and the City restarted the project in May 2009, six 
months after awarding the contract.  The project currently is open to traffic and in the final stages of 
construction, and the City anticipates accepting the contract by August 2012. 
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Current State Transportation Improvement Program Guidelines stipulate that a local agency has up 
to 36 months from the time of contract award to accept the contract.  The local agency has 180 days 
after the contract acceptance to prepare and submit the final invoices and reports to the Department.  
The Guidelines further stipulate that the Commission may approve a waiver to the project 
completion deadline one time only for up to 20 months in accordance with Section 14529.8 of the 
Government Code. 
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