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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
Commission may adjourn earlier than estimated on either day.

A copy of this meeting notice and agenda will be posted 10 days prior to the meeting and related book items will be posted 5 days
prior to the meeting on the California Transportation Commission Website: www.catc.ca.gov
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Sacramento, 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 —March 5, 2013 in San Francisco



http://livemsmedia.dot.ca.gov/channel2
http://www.catc.ca.gov/

CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA January 8, 2013

Tab #/
Time

Iltem Description Ref. # Presenter Status*

* “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 (lIP),
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), Traffic
Congestion Relief Program (TCRP), Public Transportation Account (PTA), Clean Air and Transportation Improvement Act
of 1990 (Proposition 116), High Speed Passenger Train Bond Program (Proposition 1A), Highway Safety, Traffic
Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1B), Corridor Mobility Improvement Account
(CMIA), State Route 99 Bond Program (RTE or SR 99), Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account (LBSRA), Trade Corridors
Improvement Fund (TCIF), Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA), State-Local Partnership Program
(SLPP), Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP), Letter of No Prejudice (LONP), Environmental Phase (PA&ED),
Design Phase (PS&E), Right of Way (R/W), Fiscal Year (FY)

12:30 pm | GENERAL BUSINESS

1 Roll Call | 1.1 | Joseph Tavaglione || [ C
Resolutions of Necessity — Appearances

2 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance 2.4a.(1) | Stephen Maller A D
--Cattey, et al. Bijan Sartipi

8 Ayes | 04-Sol-12-PM 22.8

Resolution C-20989

3 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance 2.4a.(2) | Stephen Maller A D
--Charles Toledo, et al. Carrie Bowen

8 Ayes | 10-SJ-4-PM 14.5

Resolution C-20990
GENERAL BUSINESS

4 Approval of Minutes for December 6, 2012 12 Joseph Tavaglione | A C

5 Executive Director's Report 13 Bimla Rhinehart A C

6 Commission Reports 14 Joseph Tavaglione | A C

7 Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 15 Joseph Tavaglione | A C

8 Election of Chair and Vice Chair 112 Joseph Tavaglione | A C
BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION & HOUSING AGENCY REPORT

9 Report by Agency Secretary and/or Deputy Secretary | 16 | Brian Kelly 1 |B
CALTRANS REPORT

10 Report by Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director | 17 | Malcolm Dougherty [ I [ D
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION REPORT

11 Report by US Department of Transportation 111 | VincentMammano |[I [R
LOCAL REPORTS

12 Report by Regional Agencies Moderator 18 Wil Ridder I R

13 Report by Rural Counties Task Force Chair 1.9 Sharon Scherzinger | | R

14 Report by Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 1.10 Andy Chesley I R
POLICY MATTERS

15 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1 Susan Bransen A C

16 2014 Fund Estimate Overview 4.6 Mitchell Weiss I D

Steven Keck
17 Budget and Allocation Capacity Update 4.2 Mitchell Weiss I D
Steven Keck

18 Review and Comment on the Proposed 2013 Ten-Year State | 43 Mitchell Weiss I D

Highway Operations and Protection Plan Rachel Falsetti
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MULTIMODAL PLANS

19

California Transportation Plan
--Interregional Transportation System Plan
--Corridor System Management Plan
--Freight Mobility Plan

--California Statewide Transit Strategic Plan
--2013 California State Rail Plan

51

Susan Bransen
Kome Ajise

PROCRAM STATUS

20

Highway Safety Program Overview

3.8

Mitchell Weiss
Janice Benton

21

Bridge Program Overview

3.9

Mitchell Weiss
Denix Anbiah

Michael B. Johnson

22

Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s Transit
Sustainability Project

3.10

Mitchell Weiss
Alix Bockelman
Egon Terplan

23

Status Update on the Trade Corridor Investment Fund
Projects

3.11

Stephen Maller
Kenneth Kao
Patricia Chen
Jose Nuncio

POLICY MATTERS

24

Adoption of the Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account
Program Baseline Agreements
Resolution GS1B-P-1213-07

44

Teresa Favila

25

Adoption of the Amendment to the Trade Corridors
Improvement Fund Program - Project 63 Palm Avenue Grade
Separation project and Project 91 Route 101 Improvements
Resolution TCIF-P-1213-40

4.9

Teresa Favila

26

Adoption of the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline
Agreement - Project 91 Route 101 Improvements
Resolution TCIF-P-1213-41

4.10

Teresa Favila

27

State-Local Partnership Program - Competitive Program Late
Applications

4.8

Laurel Janssen

INFORMATION CALENDAR

Stephen Maller

28

Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated
Authority
-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1)): $4,200,000 for five
projects.
-- SHOPP Safety G-03-10 Allocations (2.5f.(3)):
$7,791,000 for two projects.

2.5f.

29

Monthly Report on Projects Amended into the SHOPP by
Department Action

3.1

30

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

3.2a.

31

Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for Local
Assistance STIP Projects, Resolution G-06-08

3.2b.

32

Update on Implementation of the Recovery Act of 2009

SE3)

33

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

3.4

34

Quarterly Report — Local Assistance Lump Sum Allocation for
the period ending September 30, 2012

3.5

35

Notification of AB 1012 “Use It or Lose It” Provision for FFY
2011 Unobligated CMAQ and RSTP Funds

3.7

36

TCRP Annual Report

4.5
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CONSENT CALENDAR

Stephen Maller

37

The Modoc County Transportation Commission and the
Plumas County Transportation Commission propose to amend
the 2012 STIP to transfer $30,000 in Plumas County RIP TE
programmed by Modoc County (PPNO 2437) to R/W Support
for the Greenville SR 89 Rehabilitation project (PPNO 3355) in
Plumas County.

STIP Amendment 12S-011

2.1a.(1)

38

The Department and the Alameda County Transportation
Commission propose to amend the TCIF Baseline Agreement
for TCIF Project 4, 1-880 Reconstruction, 29th-23rd Avenue
(PPNO 0044C), to update the project funding plan and
delivery schedule.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-33,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-1112-26

2.1c.(5a)

39

The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 35 (State
College Boulevard Grade Separation [PPNO TC35]) to
change the implementing agency and update the project
delivery schedule.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-34,

Amending Resolutions TCIF-P-1112-31

2.1c.(5b)

40

The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 37
(Orangethorpe Avenue Grade Separation [PPNO TC37]) to
update the project delivery schedule.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-35,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-1112-33

2.1c.(5¢)

41

The San Bernardino Association of Governments and the
County of San Bernardino propose to amend the TCIF
baseline agreement for Project 59 (Glen Helen Parkway
Grade Separation [PPNO 1130]) to update the project delivery
schedule, cost, and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-36,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-1011-15

2.1c.(5d)

42

The San Bernardino Association of Governments proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 61 (ACE
South Milliken Avenue Grade Separation at UP Los Angeles
[PPNO 1131]) to update the project delivery schedule, cost,
and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-37,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-0910-14B

2.1c.(5e)

43

The San Bernardino Association of Governments proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 63 (Palm
Avenue Grade Separation [PPNO 1134]) to revise the scope,
delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-38,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B

2.1c.(5f)

44

The San Bernardino Association of Governments proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 65 (Vineyard
Avenue Grade Separation [PPNO 1136]) to update the
delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-39,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-0809-05B

2.1c.(59)
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45 The City of Tulare proposes to amend the HRCSA baseline 2.1c.(7) A D

agreement for the Bardsley Avenue Grade Separation to
update the project cost, schedule, and scope.
Resolution GS1B-P-1213-08,

Amending Resolution GS1B-P-1011-07B

46 Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(1) A D
03-Various Locations-I-5,SR- 20,SR-32,SR-162
Seven Bridges Scour Repair Project

(MND) (PPNO 2789) (SHOPP)

Resolution E-13-01

47 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2¢.(2) A D
04-Sol-80/680/12 Interchange, PM 1-80 10.6/16.5,PMI-680
10.0/13.1, PM SR12(west) R1.7-R2.8, PM SR12(east) L1.8-
R4.8

I-80/1-680/SR12 Interchange Project.

(FEIR) (PPNO 5301Q) (STIP, TCIF)

Resolution E-13-02

48 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2¢.(3) A D
06-Fre-180, PM R71.8/74.4.5
Kings Canyon Expressway Project
(FEIR) (EA 34252) (STIP, SLPP)
Resolution E-13-03

49 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(4) A C
07 — Los Angeles County Downtown Lancaster Gateway
Project

Curb extensions, landscaping and other enhancements
at the intersection of Lancaster Blvd and 10" Street
West in the City of Lancaster.

(FEIR) (STIP) (PPNO 4318)

Resolution E-13-04

50 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(5) A C
02 — Trinity County Wildwood Road at Hayfork Creek Bridge
Replacement Project

Removal and replacement of existing bridge, construction of
roadway approach improvements.

(MND) (STIP) (PPNO 2464)

Resolution E-13-05

51 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(6) A C
03 — Sacramento County Louis Orlando Transfer Point Project
Installation of station amenities and local road improvements
for an existing bus transfer station in the City of Roseville.
(MND) (STIP) (PPNO 3147)

Resolution E-13-06

52 New Public Road Connection 2.3b. A D
-- 6-Fre-180-PM 73.8

Temporary New Public Road Connection to Kings Canyon
South Frontage Road in the county of Fresno.

Resolution S-755
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53 Relinquishment Resolutions 2.3c. A D
-- 04-Ala-680-PM R20.3
Right of way along Route 680 at St. Patrick Way, in the city of
Dublin.
Resolution R-3863
-- 04-Son-116-PM R12.4/R12.6
Right of way along Route 116 from Drake Road to Mays
Canyon Road near the town of Guerneville, in the county of
Sonoma.
Resolution R-3864
54 Vacation Resolution 2.3d. A D
-- 05-SB-144-PM 1.8
Right of way along Route 144 just north of Ranchito Vista
Road, in the city of Santa Barbara.
Resolution A-891
55 19 Resolutions of Necessity 2.4b. A D
8 Ayes | -- Resolutions C-20991,C-20992, C-20998 through C-21000,
C21004 through C-21017
56 Airspace Lease 2.4¢.(1) A D
--Request to Extend Commission Approval for Direct
Negotiations with Lee Publishing Company
57 Airspace Lease 2.4¢.(2) A D
-- Request to Directly Negotiate a Long-Term Lease
Renewal/Extension with Sutter General Health
58 Director’s Deeds 2.4d. A D
--ltems 1 through 7
Excess Lands — Return to State: $ 3,120,800
Return to Others: $0
59 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2a)/ A D
Corridor allocation for construction by $21,644,000, from 2.50.(2a)
$101,100,000 to $79,456,000, and reduce the original SLPP
allocation for construction by $1,520,000, from $7,100,000 to
$5,580,000, for the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project
(PPNO 7668) in San Joaquin County, and revise the project
funding plan.
Resolution R99-AA-1213-11,
Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-012
Resolution SLP1B-AA-1213-11,
Amending Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-31
Resolution R99-PA-1213-11
Amending Resolution R99-PA-1112-009
(Related Item under Tab 73.)
60 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2b)/ A D
Corridor allocation for construction by $1,273,000, from ==0:(2)
$40,000,000 to $38,727,000, for the Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane
North Segment project (PPNO 6400A) in Tulare County, and
revise the project funding plan.
Resolution R99-AA-1213-12,
Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-009
Resolution R99-PA-1213-12,
Amending Resolution R99-P-1112-001
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61 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2c)/ A D

Corridor allocation for construction by $3,699,000, from ==0(E0)

$37,100,000 to $33,401,000, for the Kiernan Avenue
Interchange project (PPNO 9463) in Stanislaus County, and
revise the project funding plan.

Resolution R99-AA-1213-13,

Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-015

Resolution R99-PA-1213-13,

Amending Resolution R99-P-1112-003

62 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original TCIF 2.59.(5a) A D
allocation for construction by $68,662,000 from $332,600,000
to $263,938,000 for Project 15, San Gabriel Valley Grade
Separation Program — Trench Project Phase Il (PPNO TC15),
in Los Angeles County.

Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-07,

Amending Resolutions TCIF-AA-1213-04 and
TCIF-A-1112-05

63 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original TCIF 2.59.(5b) A D
allocation for construction by $5,386,000, from $14,934,000 to
$9,548,000 for Project 36, Placentia Avenue Undercrossing
Project (PPNO TC36), in Orange County.

Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-08,

Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01

64 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original TCIF 2.59.(5¢) A D
allocation for construction by $1,633,000 from $22,642,000 to
$21,009,000 for Project 38, Kraemer Boulevard
Undercrossing Project (PPNO TC38), in Orange County.
Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-09,

Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01

65 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original TCIF 2.59.(5d) A D
allocation for construction by $6,418,000, from $30,000,000 to
$23,582,000 for Project 81, Sperry Road Extension Project
(PPNO TC81), in San Joaquin County.

Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-10,

Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-03

66 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original TCIF 2.59.(5e) A D
allocation for construction by $50,076,550, from $91,305,000
to $41,228,450 for Project 83, Colton Crossing Project (PPNO
0150D), in San Bernardino.

Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-11,

Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1112-01

67 Fourth Quarter — Balance Report on AB 1012 “Use It or Lose 3.6 A D
It” Provision for FFY 2010 Unobligated CMAQ and RSTP
Funds

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR

STIP Program/Project Amendments/Approvals for Action

68 The Department and Modoc County Transportation 2.1a.(2) Mitchell Weiss A D
Commission propose to amend the 2012 STIP to delete two John Bulinski
projects in Modoc County: the Alturas Route 299 Widening
project (PPNO 3368) and the Route 299/139 Canby Highway
Advisory Radio project (PPNO 3382).

STIP Amendment 12S-012
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STIP Program/Project Amendments/Approvals for Notice

69

The City of Thousand Oaks and the Ventura County
Transportation Commission are requesting an AB 3090 cash
reimbursement to use local funds to replace $15,764,000 in
FY 2015-16 Regional Improvement Program funds for
construction of the Los Angeles County Line to Route 23 — US
101 Improvements Phase 1 project (PPNO 2291), with later
reimbursement in FY 2015-16. There is also a related item on
this month’s agenda to program additional TCIF funding for
this project.

STIP Amendment 12S-013

2.1b.(1)

Mitchell Weiss
Rachel Falsetti

70

The Ventura County Transportation Commission proposes to
amend the 2012 STIP to delete the Metrolink Infrastructure
Annual Replace, Upgrade project (PPNO 2921) in Ventura
County.

STIP Amendment 12S-014

2.10.(2)

Mitchell Weiss
Rachel Falsetti

71

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation
Authority is requesting an AB 3090 cash reimbursement to
use local funds to replace $34,400,000 in FY 2016-17
Regional Improvement Program funds for construction of the
Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor project (PPNO 4027), with
later reimbursement in FY 2016-17 and 2017-18.

STIP Amendment 12S-015

2.10.(3)

Mitchell Weiss
Rachel Falsetti

POLICY MATTERS

72

State-Local Partnership Program - Formula Program
Amendment
Resolution SLP1B-P-1213-08

4.7

Laurel Janssen

Proposition 1B Route 99 Project Amendments for Action

73

The Department and the San Joaquin Council of
Governments propose to amend the SR 99 Corridor baseline
agreement for the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project
(PPNO 7668) to revise the project funding plan.

Resolution R99-PA-1213-14,

Amending Resolution R99-PA-1213-11
(Related Item under Tab 59.)

2.1c.(2d)

Laurel Janssen
Rachel Falsetti

Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects

74

Financial Allocation: $19,715,000 for six SHOPP projects.
Resolution FP-12-32

2.5b.(1)

Mitchell Weiss
Rachel Falsetti

Financial Allocations for STIP Projects

75

Financial Allocations: $1,521,000 for nine locally
administered STIP projects off the State Highway System, as
follows:

--$40,000 for two STIP projects.

--$865,000 for five STIP TE projects.

--$616,000 for two STIP Planning, Programming and
Monitoring projects.

Contributions from other sources: $707,145

Resolution FP-12-33

2.5¢.(3)

Mitchell Weiss
Rachel Falsetti

Financial Allocation Amendment for Proposition 1B TLSP Projects

76

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reallocate $530,000 from
Construction Capital to Construction Support for the San
Mateo Smart Corridor - Segment 3 (Project 5) Traffic Light
Synchronization Program project in San Mateo County.
Resolution TLS1B-AA-1213-01

Amending Resolution TLS1B-A-1213-01

2.59.(7)

Teresa Favila
Rachel Falsetti
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Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B SLPP Projects

77

Financial Allocation: $14,701,000 for 22 locally administered
SLPP projects off the State Highway System.

Contributions from other sources: $18,860,000.

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14

2.5g.(10a)

Laurel Janssen
Rachel Falsetti

78

Financial Allocation: $318,000 for the locally administered
Acquisition of Three Alternate Fuel Trolley Buses SLPP transit
project in Orange County.

Contributions from other source: $318,000.

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-15

2.59.(10b)

Laurel Janssen
Rachel Falsetti

79

Financial Allocation: $5,278,000 for three locally administered
SLPP projects on the State Highway System.

Contributions from other sources: $43,078,000

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-16

2.5¢.(10c)

Laurel Janssen
Rachel Falsetti

80

Financial Allocation: $21,985,000 for two State administered
SLPP projects on the State Highway System.

Contributions from other sources: $11,50,000

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-17

2.5g.(10d)

Laurel Janssen
Rachel Falsetti

Financial Allocations for STIP Transit Projects

81

Financial Allocation: $1,418,000 for two locally administered
STIP Transit projects.
Resolution MFP-12-05

2.6a.

Mitchell Weiss
Rachel Falsetti

Request to Extend the Period of Contract Award

82

Request to extend the period of contract award for nine
locally-administered STIP projects for $7,103,000, per
Resolution G 06-08

Waiver 13-01

2.8b.(1)

Laurel Janssen
Denix Anbiah

83

Request to extend the period of contact award for two SHOPP
projects for $21,277,000, per Resolution G-06-08.
Waiver 13-02

2.80.(2)

Laurel Janssen
Rachel Falsetti

Request to Extend the Period of Project Completion

84

Request to extend the period of project completion for
construction for the Lake Siskiyou Trail Wagon Creek Arm
Bridge project (PPNO 2405) in Siskiyou County for $745,000,
per STIP Guidelines.

Waiver 13-03

2.8c.

Laurel Janssen
Denix Anbiah

3:30 pm

Adjourn
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Highway Financial Matters

$ 19,715,000
$ 1,528,000
$ 42,282,000
$ 63,535,000

$ 11,991,000
$ 75,526,000

$ 74463145
$ 149,989,145

Total SHOPP/Minor Requested for Allocation

Total STIP Requested for Allocation

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

Delegated Allocations
Sub-Total, Highway Project Allocations

Contributions from Other Sources
Total Value

Total Jobs Created: 2,700 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced)

($160,841,550)

Total Proposition 1B Bond De-Allocations Requested

Mass Transportation Financial Matters

$ 1,418,000
$ 1,418,000

Total STIP Requested for Allocation
Total State Allocations

Total Jobs Created: 18 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced)
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CTC Financial Vote List

January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters
PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-12-32
1
$3,700,000 In Siskiyou and Shasta Counties, at various locations. 02-3452 2012-13
o Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 19 bridges by repairing SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $74,000
Siskiyou damage decks, sealing decks with methacrylate, placing $3,305,000 SHA
02\-/Salrs-5 polyester concrete overlays and repairing joint seals to extend 02000420070 30'2:'%5:390 $3,626,000
the useful life of the bridges. 3E6504 20.20.201.119
2
$800,000 Near Mineral, at Mill Creek Bridge #8-0133. 02-3215D 2012-13
Outcome/Output: Place Rock Slope Protection (RSP) at the SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $16,000
Tehama abutment and pier to prevent further scouring, maintain $1,300,000 SHA
02-Teh-36 structural integrity and reduce the risk of lives and properties 0200020139 302-0890 $784,000
91.5 4 FTF
2C2254 20.20.201.111
3
$1,193,000 In and near Sacramento, at the North Avenue Overcrossing 03-6693 2012-13
#24-106 and at the 80/244 Separation Bridge #24-292. SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $24,000
Sacramento Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate three bridges by patching deck $1,730,000 SHA
03-Sac-80 spalls, sealing hinge cracks, replacing joint seals and applying 0300000099 302-0890 $1,169,000
8.1/1.1 polyester concrete overlays on decks to extend the useful life 4 FTF
of the bridges. 0F6804 20.20.201.119
4
$1,340,000 Near the city of Santa Cruz, from Laguna Road to Waddell 05-1964 2012-13
Creek Bridge. Outcome/Output: Construct new guard railing, SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $27,000
Santa Cruz and upgrade existing guard railing, end treatments, crash $1,543,000 SHA
05-SCr-1 cushions and improve drainage to reduce the number and 0500000204 302-0890 $1,313,000
26.8/36.3 severity of traffic collisions at 31 different locations. 4 FTF
0M9804 20.20.201.015
5
$1,409,000 Near Guadalupe, from Simas Road to Black Road. 05-1850 2012-13
Outcome/Output: Relocate ditches, culverts, utility poles and SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $28,000
Santa Barbara other fixed objects to outside the 30-foot highway clear $3,731,000 SHA
05-SB-166 recovery zone (CRZ) at two locations in order to reduce the 0500000056 302-0890 $1,381,000
0.9/4.8 number and severity of traffic collisions 4 FTF
0G1604 20.20.201.015
(Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) federal grant contribution:
$1,000,000)
6
$11,273,000 Approximately 30 miles east of Barstow, at the C.V. Kane 08-0176F 2011-12
' Safety Roadside Rest Area (SRRA). SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $225,000
San Bernardino  Qutcome/Output: Upgrade the aging and heavily used $11,335,000 SHA
0%?5?315 northbound and southbound SRRA’s. Work will reconstruct, 0800020229 30'2:'%5:390 $11,048,000
' expand, and modernize comfort stations, walkways, parking,
and utilities. 0G8404 20.20.201.250
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-12-33

1
$15,000 West Bishop Roadway Reconstruction. In West Bishop, on 09-2599 2012-13
various residential streets. Reconstruct roadways. RIP/12-13 101-0042 $15,000
Inyo County PA&ED SHA
Inyo LTC Outcome/Output: This project will provide greater motorist $15,000 20.30.600.621
09-Inyo safety and extend the life of 3 miles of existing roadway. 0913000022
2
$25,000 Mt. Bullion Cutoff Road Rehabilitation Phase 2. Near the town 10-0209B 2012-13
of Mariposa, on Mt. Bullion Cutoff Road, from Route 140 to 1.1 RIP /12-13 101-0042 $25,000
Mariposa County  miles west of Route 49. Roadway Rehabilitation. PS&E SHA
Mariposa LTC $25,000 20.30.600.621
10-Mariposa 1013000080

Outcome/Output: Reconstruct the road surface of
approximately 2 lane-miles.
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects off the Resolution FP-12-33

State Highway System
3
$20,000 School Road Sidewalk and Bike Lane. In McKinleyville, between 01-2257 2011-12
Fischer Road and Salmon Avenue. Construct sidewalks and RIP TE/12-13 101-0890 $20,000
Humboldt County  bike lanes on School Road. R/W FTF
HCAOG $20,000 20.30.600.731
01-Humboldt Outcome/Output: This project will complete a pedestrian and 0100020174

bicycle route from the main arterial road in McKinleyville to the
Pacific Coast Bike Route. The expected benefit is less traffic
congestion, improved roadway safety and aesthetics, and a
reduction in human obesity.

4
$45,000 Miller Creek Class Il Bicycle Lanes and Pedestrian 04-2127S 2011-12
Improvements. Near San Rafael. Construct a Class Il bike RIP TE/ 12-13 101-0890 $45,000
Marin County lane on Miller Creek Road, from west of Route 101 to Las PS&E FTF
MTC Gallinas Avenue by narrowing the median and restriping the $45,000 20.30.600.731
04-Marin roadway. 0413000149
Outcome/Output: This project will provide increased bicycle
safety and use on Miller Creek Road between Novato and San
Rafael by adding approximately 1,200 linear feet of Class Il
bicycle lanes and will increase pedestrian safety by installing
new curb ramps at the intersection of Marinwood Avenue and
Miller Creek Road.
5
$728,000 Downtown Lancaster Gateway & Roundabout. In Lancaster in 07-4318 2011-12
the Gateway District, Lancaster Boulevard & 10th Street West.  RIP TE / 12-13 101-0890 $728,000
City of Lancaster  Install roundabout & enhancements. CON FTF
LACMTA $728,000 20.30.600.731
07-Los Angeles (Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-13-04; 0712000240
January 2013.)
(A 12-month time extension for FY 11-12 funds programmed for
CON was approved and expires on June 30, 2013.)
(Contributions from other sources: $699,231.)
Outcome/Output: This project will reduce the number of lanes
on Lancaster Boulevard, shorten crossing distance, add
approximately 600 feet of raised median, and add
approximately 50,920 square feet of landscaped
planter/park/plaza area at intersection. This project will reduce
speeds through the intersection by approximately 5 mph,
decrease pedestrian crossing distance by approximately 12 to
22 percent and eliminate all left turns and through movements
from driveways on Lancaster Boulevard.
6
$10,000 Ed Powers Bike Lanes. Near West Bishop, on Ed Powers 09-2598 2011-12
Road, from Red-Hill-Read Route 168 to Route 395. Construct  RIP TE/12-13 101-0890 $10,000
Inyo County Class Il bike lanes. PA&ED FTF
Inyo LTC $10,000 20.30.600.731
09-Inyo Outcome/Output: This project will provide a safer and less- 0913000021
congested alternative bicycle route along 2.4 miles of roadway.
7
$69,000 Mammoth Creek Gap Closure. In Mammoth Lakes, adjacent to 09-2597 2011-12
Old Mammoth Road from Minaret Road to Mammoth Creek. RIP TE/12-13 101-0890 $69,000
Town of Mammoth Construct Class | bike trail. PA&ED FTF
Lakes $69,000 20.30.600.731
I\ggnlsl LTC (Contributions from other sources: $7,914.) 0913000009
-Mono

Outcome/Output: This project will complete a multi-use path
system and provide a safer and less congested bicycle route.
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5¢.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-12-33
8
$316,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 06-6L01 2012-13
RIP /12-13 101-0042 $316,000
Council of Fresno CONST SHA
County $316,000 20.30.600.670
Governments 0613000131
COFCG
06-Fresno
9
$300,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 11-7200 2012-13
RIP /12-13 101-0042 $300,000
Imperial County CONST SHA
Transportation $300,000 20.30.600.670
Commission 1113000059
Imperial CTC
11-Imperial
Project# PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code  Fund Type
2.5f. Informational Report — Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))
1
$500,000 Near Hoopa, north of Sugar Bowl Ranch Road. On November 01-2370 2011-12
23, 2012, a landslide occurred at this location closing both SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $500,000
Humboldt lanes of traffic. This project is to remove and dispose of slide 0113000051 SHA
01-Hum-96 debris, remove unstable rocks and stabilize the slope, repair 4 20.20.201.130
7.9 the roadway surface, place erosion control measures, and 0C7704
provide traffic control as necessary.
Emergency
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/28/12: $500,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
2
$1,500,000 In Alameda County on Routes 580, 680, and 880 at various 04-0050Q 2011-12
locations. Copper wire theft in October 2012 from electrical pull SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $1,500,000
Alameda boxes and control cabinets resulted in shutting off highway 0413000138 SHA
04-Ala-680 electrical systems including overhead lighting, ramp meters, 4 20.20.201.130
Var traffic signals, and traffic operations systems (TOS). This 4H4104
project is to replace or repair damaged pull boxes, conduits,
and cabinets; and replace stolen electrical wires. New pull Emergency
boxes will be buried or welded shut to minimize the potential for
future thefts.
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/28/12: $1,500,000
3
$200,000 In Saratoga, at Saratoga Creek Bridge (Bridge #37-0074). On 04-0388R 2011-12
January 20, 2012, a vehicle crashed into the southbound bridge SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $200,000
Santa Clara rail damaging the concrete rail and completely dislodging 0412000229 SHA
04-SCI-9 section of the metal rail. The initial allocation was for the 4 20.20.201.130
4.9 reconstruction of the southbound bridge rail. The first 4G1704
supplemental was due to the inclusion of the northbound rail in
the scope of the original project to ensure that the bridge rails Emergency

are tied together to prevent rail failure in case of a heavy
vehicle hit. This supplemental is to grind and level deck slab
and pavement approaches, place a bicycle railing, and repair a
parking lot damaged pavement used for storage of equipment
during construction.

Initial G-11 Allocation 02/08/12: $800,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 05/21/12: $700,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 11/28/12: $200,000
Revised Allocation: $1,700,000
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Allocation date; 11/28/2012

Project# PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code  Fund Type
2.5f. Informational Report — Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))
4
$1,500,000 In Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties on Routes 85, 87, 04-0412Q 2011-12
101, 280, 680, and 880 at various locations. Copper wire theft SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $1,500,000
Santa Clara in October 2012 from electrical pull boxes and control cabinets 0413000141 SHA
04-SCI-680 resulted in shutting off highway electrical systems including 4 20.20.201.130
Var overhead lighting, ramp meters, traffic signals, and traffic 4H4204
operations systems (TOS). This project is to replace or repair
damaged pull boxes, conduits, and cabinets; and replace Emergency
stolen electrical wires. New pull boxes will be buried or
welded shut to minimize the potential for future thefts.
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/28/12: $1,500,000
5
$500,000 In San Bernardino and Riverside Counties on Routes 10, 15, 08-0033M 2011-12
210, 215, and 60 at various locations. Copper wire theft from SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $500,000
San Bernardino electrical pull boxes and control cabinets resulted in shutting off 0813000058 SHA
08-SBd-10 highway electrical systems including overhead lighting, ramp 4 20.20.201.130
Var meters, traffic signals, and changeable message signs (CMS). 1C8604
This project is to replace or repair damaged pull boxes,
conduits, and cabinets; and replace stolen electrical wires. Emergency
New pull boxes and electrical facilities will be equipped with
anti-theft measures.
Initial G-11 Allocation 10/31/12: $500,000
PPNO
Project # Program/Year Budget Year
Amount Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Location Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Codes Fund Type
Informational Report — SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))
1
$7,216,000 In Soledad and Gonzalez, between the Salinas River Bridge 05-1991 2011-12
and the South Gonzalez Overcrossing; also at post miles SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $144,000
Monterey 66.8/69.4. Qutcome/Output: Construct concrete median $8,000,000 SHA
05-Mon-101 barrier to reduce the severity and number of cross median 0500000316 302-0890 $7,072,000
61.0/64.6 collisions along 6.2 centerline miles. 4 FTF
0Q5704 20.20.201.010
Allocation date: 11/27/2012
2
$575,000 In Lake Forest, at the northbound off-ramp to Lake Forest 12-2726 2011-12
Drive. Outcome/QOutput: Modify and synchronize traffic SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $11,000
Orange signals, extend left-turn lane, install flashing beacon and new $575,000 SHA
12-Ora-5 guide signs, and modify drainage to reduce the number and 1200020237 302-0890 $564,000
19.5 severity of traffic collisions. 4 FTF
0L8704 20.20.201.010
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount
County Project Title Project ID
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Item # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type

2.59.(2a) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —State Administered
Multi-Funded SR99/SLPP Project on the State Highway System

Resolution R99-AA-1213-11,
Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-012

Resolution SLP1B-AA-1213-11,

Amending Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-31

1
$123,700,000 SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening. Near Stockton, from 0.3
$100,536,000 mile north of Arch Road to 0.1 mile south of Route 4 West.
Widen from 4 to 6 lanes and improve and reconstruct various

Department of interchanges.
Transportation
SJCOG Final Project Development - RIP:
San Joaquin Support Estimate: $16,472,000
10-SJ-99 Programmed Amount: $12,472,000
15.0/18.6 Adjustment: $4,000,000 (Debit)
Final Project Development - IIP:
Support Estimate: $1,529,000
Programmed Amount: $1,558,000
Adjustment: $ 0 (< 20%)
Final Right of Way - RIP:
Support Estimate: $ 519,000
Programmed Amount:. $ 551,000
Adjustment: $ 0 (< 20%)

(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-09-19;
March 2009.)

(Concurrent SR 99 baseline amendment under Resolution
R99-PA-1213-11; January 2013.)

(Contributions from other sources: $36;860,000 $28,922,000.)

Outcome/Output: Daily Travel Time Savings: $4,722 hours.
Peak Period Time Savings: 376,053 minutes.

Amend Resolution R99-A-1112-012 to de-allocate

$21,644,000 SR 99 CONST, and amend Resolution SLP1B-

A-1112-31 to de-allocate $1,520,000 SLPP CONST, to
reflect award savings.

10-7668
SR-99/11-12
CON ENG
$15,500,000
CONST
$101,100,000

SLPP/12-13
CONST
$7,100,000
1000000409
4
3A1004

004-6072
SR99

2011-12
304-6072
SR-99
20.20.722.000

2011-12
304-6060
SLPP
20.20.724.000

$15,500,000
$101,100,000

$79.456,000

$7,100.000
$5,580,000
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount
County Project Title Project ID
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Item # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.5g.(2b) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —State Administered Route 99 Project Resolution R99-AA-1213-12,
on the State Highway System Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-009
2
$46,600,000 Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane North Segment. Near Goshen, 06-6400A 004-6072 $6,600,000
$45,327,000 from 0.9 mile south of West Visalia Overhead to 0.2 mile north SR-99/11-12 SR99
of North Goshen Overhead. Convert to 6-lane freeway. CON ENG
Department of $6,600,000 2011-12
Transportation Final Project Development - RIP: CONST
TCAG Support Estimate: $2,344,000 $40.000,000 3%‘;68; 2 ?33’“33?‘“333
Tulare Programmed Amount:  $2,000,000 $38,727,000 y e
06-Tul-99 Adjustment; $ 0 (<20%) 0600020408 20.20.722.000
37.3/41.3 4
Final Project Development - IIP: 360214
Support Estimate: $2,344,000
Programmed Amount: $2,000,000
Adjustment: $ 0 (< 20%)

Final Right of Way - RIP:

Support Estimate: $ 890,000

Programmed Amount: $1,150,000

Adjustment: $ 260,000 (Credit)
Final Right of Way - IIP:

Support Estimate: $ 890,000

Programmed Amount: $1,150,000

Adjustment: $ 260,000 (Credit)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-67,
September 2009.)

(Concurrent SR 99 baseline amendment under Resolution
R99-PA-1213-12; January 2013.)

Outcome/Output: Daily vehicle hours of delay saved: 3,250.

Amend Resolution R99-A-1112-009 to de-allocate
$1,273,000 SR 99 CONST to reflect award savings.
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount
County Project Title Project ID
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Iltem # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.5g.(2c) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution R99-AA-1213-13,
Route 99 Project on the State Highway System Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-015
1
$37,100,000 Kiernan Avenue Interchange. In Salida, on Route 99 from 10-9463 2011-12
$33,401,000 0.6 mile south of Route 219 to 0.4 mile north of Route 219, SR-99/11-12 304-6072 $12,100,000
and on Route 219 from 0.1 mile west of Route 99 to 0.5 mile CONST SR99
Stanislaus County east of Route 219. Reconstruct interchange and construct $37,100,600 20.20.722.000
StanCOG auxiliary lanes. $33,401,000 e
Stanislaus ) ) ) ) 1000000100 2012-13 $25.000,000
10-Sta-99, 219 (Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution 4CONL $21,301,000
R22.0/R23.0, 0.0/0.5 E-12-45; June 2012.) 0L3304 3%4F;6§gz
(Concurrent SR 99 baseline amendment under 20.20.722.000
Resolution R99-PA-1213-13; January 2013.)
Outcome/Output: Daily travel time saving s of 3,276 hours,
and peak period time savings of 155,500 minutes.
Amend Resolution R99-A-1112-015 to de-allocate
$3,699,000 SR 99 CONST to reflect award savings.
PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #

RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5g.(5a) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-07,

TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-04
1
$332,600,000 San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation. (TCIF Project 15 07-TC15 2011-12 $332,600,000
$263,938,000 Phase Two) Perform fiber optic relocation and Sprint and Level TCIF/11-12 104-6056 $263,938,000
3 fiber optic communication lines will be relocated along the full CONST TCIF
Alameda Corridor- 2.2 miles of the San Gabriel Trench project. In eastern Los $332,600,000 20.30.210.300
East Construction Angeles County, the 2.2-mile San Gabriel Trench grade $263,938,000
Authority separation project will lower 1.4-mile section of UPRR railroad 0712000303
SCAG 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.

07-Los Angeles

(Related TCIF Programming Amendment under Resolution
TCIF-P-1112-45; June 2012.)

(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.

Amend Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-04 to de-allocate
$68,662,000 in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award
savings.
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(LONP for approved by the CTC [Resolution LONP1B-A-1011-
02] on 8/12/10.)

Outcome/Output: Decrease in traffic congestion and travel
time. Eliminate potential collision points and provide greater
driver safety.

Amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01 to de-allocate $1,633,000

in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award savings.

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #

RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5b) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-08,

TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01
1
$14,934.000 Placentia Avenue Undercrossing. (TCIF Project 36) 12-TC36 2009-10

$9,548,000 Placentia Avenue at the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad TCIF/10-11 104-6056 $14,934;000

(BNSF) tracks in the cities of Fullerton and Placentia, construct CONST TCIF $9,548,000
Orange County  undercrossing. $14,934,000 20.30.210.300
Transportation $9,548,000
Authority (Contributions from local sources: $44;981.000 $44,502,000.) 1200020072
OCTA 402894L

12-Orange (CEQA — CE, 01/20/10)
Outcome/Output: Decrease in traffic congestion and travel
time. Eliminate potential collision points and provide greater
driver safety.
Amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01 to de-allocate $5,386,000
in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award savings.

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year

Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #

RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5g.(5¢c) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-09,

TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01
1
$22.642.000 Kraemer Boulevard Undercrossing. (TCIF Project 38) 12-TC38 2009-10
$21,009,000 Kraemer Boulevard at the Burlington Northern Santa Fe TCIF/10-11 104-6056 $22;642;000
Railroad (BNSF) tracks. Construct undercrossing. CONST TCIF $21,009,000
Orange County $22.642,000 20.30.210.300
Transportation (Local match: $32,734;000 $30,372,000.) $21,009,000
Authority 1200020248
OCTA (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-10-74) 402894L
12-Orange

Page 8 of 17




CTC Financial Vote List

January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #
RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5d) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-10,
TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-03
1
$30,000.000 Sperry Road Extension Project. (TCIF Project 81) In 12-TC81 2010-11 $30,000,000
$23,582,000 Stockton, on Sperry Road from French Camp Road to TCIF/10-11 104-6056 $23,582,000
Performance Drive. Construct 4-lane arterial. CONST TCIF
Orange County $36:000,000 20.30.210.300
Transportation (Contributions from local sources: $20,000,000) $23,582,000
Authority 1000020431
OCTA (Future Consideration of Funding Resolution E-09-60, July 4A2564L
12-Orange 2009.)
Outcome/Output: Extend Sperry Road as a 4-lane arterial from
French Camp Road to Performance Drive to create an east
west connection linking the Airport to Interstate 5 and Route 99.
This will improve goods and regional freight movements serving
the Central Valley. This project will provide a reliable access to
Stockton’s Airport, businesses, and industrial facilities in the
region.
Amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-03 to de-allocate
$6,418,000 in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award savings.
PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type

2.5g.(5e) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered
TCIF Projects off the State Highway System

Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-11,
Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1112-01

1
$91,305,000 Colton Crossing Railroad Grade Separation
$41,228,450 (TCIF Project 83) In the city of Colton, construction
of a railroad grade separation of Union Pacific Railroad
Department of (UPRR) and Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad (BNSF)
Transportation railroad tracks.
SANBAG

08-San Bernardino (Contributions from other sources: $#3,200;000 $17,971,550;
TIGER Funding - $33,800,000.)

(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-11-51,
June 2011.)

Outcome/Output: Improve operational efficiency in the
regional rail network by eliminating conflicting train
movements at the Colton Crossing. Discourage a shift in
goods movement from rail to truck and support regional
passenger rail service by minimizing delays at the crossing.

Amend Resolution TCIF-A-1112-01 to de-allocate
$50,076,550 in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award
savings.

08-0150D
TCIF/13-14

CONST
$91,3065,000
$41,228,450
0000020887

S
FOOGBA

2010-11
304-6056
TCIF
30.20.723.000

$91:305:000
$41,228,450
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Project #
Allocation Amount Program
Recipient Agency Prgm'd Amt Budget Year
Dst-County Project ID Iltem # Amount by
RTPA/MPO Corridor Name / Project Location EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.59.(7) Proposition 1B - Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) Resolution TLS1B-AA-1213-01
Amending Resolution TLS1B-A-1213-01
1
$7,500,000 San Mateo County Smart Corridor — Segment 3 (Project 5). 04-2140T 004-6064 $530,000
In San Mateo County on US 101, SR 82 (EI Camino Real), SR TLSP/12-13 TLSP
Department of 84, 109 and 114 from Whipple Avenue in Redwood City of San CON ENG
Transportation Mateo/Santa Clara County line. This project will deploy $530,000 2012-13 $7,5600,000
MTC intelligent Transportation system (ITS) elements along state CONST 304-6064 $6,970,000
04-SM-101 routes. $7.500,600 TLSP
Var. $6,970,000 20.20.400.252
(CEQA - CE, 03/29/12) 0412000425
(NEPA - CE, N/A) 4A9254
Final Project Development Adjustment: N/A
Final Right of Way Share Adjustment: N/A
(This allocation was technically corrected at the December
2012 meeting to revise the Budget Item Number, Program
Code and also to include contingency language.)
Outcome/Output: Construct TOS, communication lines and
interconnection of traffic signal systems along SR 82, SR 84,
SR 109 and SR 114 and at select off ramps on US 101.
ALLOCATION IS CONTINGENT UPON APPROVAL OF A
BUDGET REVISION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE.
Amend Resolution TLS1B-A-1213-01 to reallocate
$530,000 TLSP_CONST to CON ENG.
Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’'d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects off the State Highway

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14

(Contributions from other sources: $1,298,000.)

Outcome/Output: 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.

1
$508,000 Street Resurfacing — Various Locations. In Foster City, on SLPP/12-13 2011-12
various streets. Asphalt overlay with ancillary work including AC CONST 104-6060 $508,000
Foster City base repair, pavement grinding, utility adjustment, and striping. $508,000 SLPP
MTC 0413000177 20.30.210.200
04-San Mateo  (CEQA — CE, 10/26/2012.)
Outcome/Output: Prevent costly rehabilitation work and enhance
driving conditions for the users. Improvements would extend the
useful life of the roads for at least 15 years.
2
$1,298,000 Sierra and Temperance Widening. In the city of Clovis, at the SLPP/12-13 2012-13
intersection of Sierra and Temperance Avenues. Widen to a CONST 104-6060 $1,298,000
City of Clovis four-lane divided expressway and install traffic signal. $1,298,000 SLPP
COFCG 0613000121 20.30.210.200
06-Fresno (CEQA - CE, 05/15/2012.)
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14
Projects off the State Highway
3
$3,650,000 Peach Avenue Widening. In the city of Fresno, on Peach SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Avenue between Kings Canyon Road and Belmont Avenue. CONST 104-6060 $3,650,000
City of Fresno Widen from two-lanes to four-lanes. $3,650,000 SLPP
COFCG 0613000123 20.30.210.200
06-Fresno (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-08;
January 2009.)
(Contributions from other sources: $3,650,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will improve traffic operations,
reduce traffic accidents, and provide safe pedestrian access.
4
$799,000 Herndon Avenue Widening. In the city of Clovis, on Herndon SLPP/12-13 2011-12
Avenue between Clovis and Fowler Avenues. Widen, provide CONST 104-6060 $799,000
City of Clovis dual left turn lanes, install traffic signal, sidewalks, median, curb $799,000 SLPP
COFCG and gutter. 0613000127 20.30.210.200
06-Fresno
(CEQA - CE, 09/19/2011.)
(Contributions from other sources: $799,000.)
Outcome/Output: 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 and efficient
management and operation system.
5
$567,000 4™ Street Rehabilitation. In the city of Madera, on 4™ Street SLPP/12-13 2011-12
from Pine Street to east of K Street. Rehabilitation, CONST 104-6060 $567,000
City of Madera reconstruction, and resurfacing. $567,000 SLPP
Madera CTC 0613000124 20.30.210.200

06-Madera (CEQA - CE, 08/26/2009.)
(Contributions from other sources: $793,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will extend the life of the roadway,
improve street drainage and safety.

6
$320,000 Kiowa Road Widening, Phase Il. In the Town of Apple Valley, SLPP/12-13 2012-13
on Kiowa Road from Tussing Ranch Road to Del Oro Road. CONST 104-6060 $320,000
Town of Apple Road widening $320,000 SLPP
Valley 0813000070 20.30.210.200
SANBAG (CEQA - CE, 07/27/2011.)

08-San Bernardino
(Contributions from other sources: $320,000.)

Outcome/Qutput: This project will improve motorist and bicyclist
safety and relieve traffic congestion.

7
$1,200,000 Village “L” Street Improvements. On Village Drive from Big SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Bear Boulevard to Stocker Road and on Pine Knot Avenue from CONST 104-6060 $1,200,000
City of Big Bear  Cameron Drive to Big Bear Boulevard. Reconstruct roadway, $1,200,000 SLPP
Lake replace curb, curb ramps, gutter, sidewalk, and install new 0813000072 20.30.210.200
SANBAG drainage facilities.

08-San Bernardino
(CEQA - CE, 07/17/2011.)

(Contributions from other sources: $3,341,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will reconstruct 0.7 mile of

roadway, improve motorist and pedestrian safety, and prevent
future flooding.
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects off the State Highway

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14

8
$400,000 National Park Drive Street Improvements. On National Park SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Drive from Twentynine Palms Highway (SR 62) to Utah Trail. CONST 104-6060 $400,000
City of Construct curb, gutter, sidewalk, and bicycle paths. $400,000 SLPP
Twentynine Palms 0813000080 20.30.210.200
SANBAG (CEQA - CE, 09/12/2011.)
08-San Bernardino
(Contributions from other sources: $415,000.)
Outcome/Qutput: This project will reconstruct approximately 1.1
miles of street improvements and improve pedestrian and
bicyclist safety.
9
$922,000 Redhill Avenue Rehabilitation. On Redhill Avenue from Bristol SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Street to Paularino Avenue. Rehabilitate asphalt concrete CONST 104-6060 $922,000
City of roadway including the replacement of curb ramps, curb, and $922,000 SLPP
Costa Mesa gutter and adjust utilities to grade. 1200020077 20.30.210.200
OCTA
12-Orange (CEQA - CE, 10/16/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $979,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 4-lane
facility and increase the useful life of 1.1 miles of roadway.
10
$216,000 Residential Road Rehabilitation. On various residential streets SLPP/12-13 2012-13
in the northeastern portion of Rancho Santa Margarita. CONST 104-6060 $216,000
City of Rehabilitate asphalt concrete roadway and adjust utilities to $216,000 SLPP
Rancho Margarita grade. 1200020084 20.30.210.200
OCTA
12-Orange (CEQA — CE, 09/06/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $264,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 2-lane
facilities and increase the useful life of 2.2 miles of roadway.
11
$336,000 Yorba Linda Boulevard Rehabilitation. In the city of Yorba SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Linda, along Yorba Linda Boulevard from Lakeview Avenue to CONST 104-6060 $336,000
City of Avocado Avenue and from Avenida Rio del Oro to Village Center $336,000 SLPP
Yorba Linda Drive. Replace curb, gutter, sidewalk, and median curb and 1200020348 20.30.210.200
OCTA gutter.
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 05/24/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $338,000.)
Outcome/Qutput: This project will rehabilitate the existing six-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of approximately 0.8
mile of roadway.
12
$318,000 Residential Road Rehabilitation. In the city of Dana Point, on SLPP/12-13 2012-13
various residential streets. Rehabilitate eight local streets. CONST 104-6060 $318,000
City of $318,000 SLPP
Dana Point (CEQA - CE, 06/25/2012.) 1213000053 20.30.210.200
OCTA
12-Orange (Contributions from other sources: $2,548,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing six
northbound lanes and increase the useful life of 1.3 miles of
roadway.
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects off the State Highway

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14

13
$410,000 Magnolia Avenue Reconstruction. In the city of Fullerton, on SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Magnolia Avenue from Orangethorpe Avenue to Ash Avenue. CONST 104-6060 $410,000
City of Fullerton  Replace curb, gutter, and drainage facilities and install ADA- $410,000 SLPP
OCTA compliant curb ramps. 1213000054 20.30.210.200
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 07/19/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $310,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing four-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of 0.4 mile of roadway.
14
$343,000 Berkeley Avenue Reconstruction. In the city of Fullerton, on SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Berkeley Avenue from Harbor Boulevard to 500 feet east of CONST 104-6060 $343,000
City of Fullerton ~ Lemon Street. Replace curb and gutter and adjusting utilities to $343,000 SLPP
OCTA grade. 1213000055 20.30.210.200
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 07/31/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $357,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing four-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of 0.4 mile of roadway.
15
$600,000 Jamboree Road Rehabilitation. In the city of Irvine, on the SLPP/12-13 2012-13
northbound lanes of Jamboree Road from MacArthur Boulevard CONST 104-6060 $600,000
City of Irvine to Campus Drive. Rehabilitate pavement surface. $600,000 SLPP
OCTA 1213000058 20.30.210.200
12-Orange (CEQA - CE, 11/14/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $268,000.)
Outcome/Qutput: This project will rehabilitate the existing six
northbound lanes and increase the useful life of 0.8 mile of
roadway.
16
$973,000 Campus Drive Rehabilitation. In the city of Irvine, on Campus SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Drive from University Avenue to Culver Drive. Replacement of CONST 104-6060 $973,000
City of Irvine median landscaping. $973,000 SLPP
OCTA 1213000059 20.30.210.200
12-Orange (CEQA - CE, 11/14/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $648,000.)
Outcome/Qutput: This project will rehabilitate the existing four-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of 1.4 miles of
roadway.
17
$343,000 El Toro Road and Ridge Route Drive Rehabilitation. In the SLPP/12-13 2012-13
City of Laguna Hills, on El Toro Road from Paseo de Valencia to CONST 104-6060 $343,000
City of Laguna Bridger Road and on Ridge Route Drive from Moulton Parkway $343,000 SLPP
Hills to Avenida de la Carlota. ADA-compliant curb ramps, 1213000063 20.30.210.200
OCTA replacements of curb and gutter, and adjusting utilities to grade..
12-Orange

(CEQA - CE, 10/17/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $594,000.)

Outcome/Qutput: This project will rehabilitate the existing six

and two- lane roadways and increase the useful life of 1.0 mile of

roadway.
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters
Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14

Projects off the State Highway

18
$318,000 Valencia Avenue Rehabilitation. From Yorba Linda Boulevard SLPP/12-13 2012-13
to the north city limits within the city of Brea. Rehabilitate asphalt CONST 104-6060 $318,000
City of Placentia  concrete roadway, construct ADA-compliant curb ramps and $318,000 SLPP
OCTA sidewalk and adjust utilities to grade. 1213000078 20.30.210.200
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 08/07/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $318,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 4-lane
facility and increase the useful life of 1.1 miles of roadway.
19
$95,000 Rose Drive and Yorba Linda Boulevard Intersection SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Improvements. At the intersection of Rose Drive and Yorba CONST 104-6060 $95,000
City of Placentia  Linda Boulevard. Modify existing traffic signals and create a $95,000 SLPP
OCTA dedicated right-turn lane. 1213000079 20.30.210.200
12-Orange
(CEQA — CE, 08/07/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $193,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will reduce traffic accidents and
provide congestion relief.
20
$99,000 Santa Margarita Parkway Rehabilitation. On Santa Margarita SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Parkway from Avenida de Las Flores to Antonio Parkway. CONST 104-6060 $99,000
City of Rancho $99,000 SLPP
Santa Margarita  (CEQA — CE, 09/28/2012.) 1213000080 20.30.210.200
OCTA
12-Orange (Contributions from other sources: $436,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 6-lane
facility and increase the useful life of 0.3 mile of roadway.
21
$293,000 El Toro Road Reconstruction. In the city of Laguna Woods, on SLPP/12-13 2012-13
El Toro Road from Calle Sonora to 900 feet west of Moulton CONST 104-6060 $293,000
City of Parkway. Repave roadway and construct ADA-compliant curb $293,000 SLPP
Laguna Woods  ramps. 1213000082 20.30.210.200
OCTA
12-Orange (CEQA - CE, 09/21/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $298,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing six-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of 0.3 mile of roadway.
22
$693,000 Balboa Boulevard and Channel Road Reconstruction. On SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Balboa Boulevard from G Street to Chanel Road and on Chanel CONST 104-6060 $693,000
City of Road from Balboa Boulevard to East Ocean Front Alley. $693,000 SLPP
Newport Beach 1213000085 20.30.210.200
OCTA (CEQA - CE, 09/06/2012.)
12-Orange

(Contributions from other sources: $693,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 2- lane
facilities and increase the useful life of 0.75 mile of roadway.
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation
Amount
Recipient
RTPA/CTC
District-County

Project Title
Project Description

Program/Year

Phase

Prgm’d Amount
Project ID
Adv Phase

EA

Fund Type
Program Code Fund Type

Budget Year

Amount by

2.5g9.(10b) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-15

1
$318,000 Acquisition of Three Alternate Fuel Trolley Buses. SLPP/12-13
Acquisition of three propane powered trolley buses. CONST 104-6060 $318,000
GCityof Laguna $318,000
Beach (CEQA - CE, 15302 (c).) 1213000089 30.10.724.000
Orange County S
Transportation  (Contributions from other sources: $318,000.) T321GA
Authority
OCTA Outcome/Output: Expand trolley services while reducing overall
12-Orange traffic congestion and greenhouse gas emissions.
Project #
Allocation
Amount PPNO
Recipient Program/Year
RTPAI/CTC Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project Title Project ID
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type

2.50.(10c) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects on the State Highway System

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-16

1
$1,000,000 Silva Valley Parkway / US 50 Interchange. In El Dorado 03-3302
County at the Silva Valley Parkway. Construct overpass, on SLPP/11-12 $1,000,000
El Dorado and off ramps, signalized intersection, bicycle and pedestrian CONST
County facilities. $1,000,000 20.20.724.000
El Dorado LTC 0300000258
El Dorado Final Project Development: N/A 4CONL
03-ED-50 1E2904
1.07/R2.40 Final Right of Way: N/A
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-12-13,
March, 2012.)
(A 12-month time extension for CON was approved and
expires on June 30, 2013.)
(Contributions from local sources: $35,000,000)
Outcome/Output: Construct one new interchange.
2
$3,500,000 I-15/Los Alamos Road Overcrossing Replacement. In the 08-0019N
City of Murrieta, at the intersection of Interstate 15 and the SLPP/12-13 $3,500,000
City of Murrieta Los Alamos Road overcrossing. Replace the existing 2-lane CONST
Riverside CTC overcrossing with a 4-lane structure. $3,500,000 20.20.724.000
Riverside 0800000250
08-Riv-15 (CEQA - CE, 05/18/2010.) 4CONL
9.5/10.5 0H3804
(Allocation consists of both competitive [$1,000,000] and
formula [$2,500,000] SLPP funds)
(Contributions from other sources: $6,400,000)
Outcome/Output: Reconstruct the existing overcrossing.
3
$778,000 Route 62 Median and Sidewalk Improvements. Inthe 08-2112
town of Yucca Valley, on Route 62 from La Honda Way to SLPP/12-13 304-6060 $778,000
Town of Yucca Dumosa Avenue. Provide sidewalk and install raised CONST
Valley medians. $778,000 20.20.724.000
SANBAG 0800000576
San Bernardino  (CEQA - CE, 01/20/2009.) 4CONL
08-SBd-62 (NEPA - CE, 01/20/2009.) 1A7904
9.6/12.2

(Contributions from other sources: $1,678,000.)

Outcome/Output: Construct sidewalks and raised median.
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation Amount PPNO
Recipient Program/Year
RTPAICTC Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type

2.5¢.(10d) Proposition 1B — State Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects on the State Highway System

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-17

1
$11,500,000 Kings Canyon Expressway — Segment 2. Near 06-0091B 004-6060 $4,000,000
Centerville, from Quality Avenue to Smith Road. Construct SLPP/12-13 SLPP
Department of 4 lane expressway on existing alignment. CON ENG
Transportation $4,000,000 2012-13
COFCG Final Project Development (RIP): CONST 304-6060 $7,500,000
Fresno Support Estimate: $1,347,000 $7,500,000 SLPP
06-Fre-180 Programmed Amount: ~ $1,100,000 0600000381 20.20.724.000
R71.8/74.5 Adjustment: $ 247,000 (Debit) 4
342524
Final Right of Way (RIP):
Support Estimate: $
Programmed Amount:  $4,959,000
Adjustment: $
(Contributions from local sources: $11,500,000)
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-13-03; January 2013.)
(Concurrent SLPP Program Amendment under Resolution
SLP1B-P-1213-08; January 2013.)
Outcome/Output: Construct 2.7 miles of new 4-lane
expressway.
2
$10,485,000 SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening. Near Stockton, from 10-7668 2012-13
0.3 miles north of Arch Road to 0.1 miles south of Route 4 SLPP/12-13 304-6060 $10,485,000
Department of West. Widen from 4 to 6 lanes and improve and reconstruct CONST SLPP
Transportation various interchanges. $10,485,000 20.20.724.000
SJCOG 1000000409
San Joaquin (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-19, 4
10-SJ-99 March, 2009.) 3A1004
15.0/18.6

(Concurrent SLPP Program Amendment under Resolution
SLP1B-P-1213-08; January 2013.)

Outcome/Output: Provide 28 new miles of lanes.
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2.6 Mass Transportation Financial Matters

(R/W savings of $800,000 to be returned to Sacramento
County regional share balance.)

Outcome/Output: Improve pedestrian safety and access to
the bus transfer station.

Dist-PPNO
Program / Year
Programmed:
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
Recipient Project ID ltem #
RTPAICTC Project Title Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.6a. Locally Administered STIP Transit Projects Resolution MFP-12-05
1
$718,000 Purchase 5 Transit Vehicles. 01-3061 2011-12
Procurement of five diesel powered transit vehicles. RIP/12-13 101-0046 $718,000
Lake Transit CONST PTA
Authority (CEQA - CE, 15302 (c).) $718,000 30.10.070.626
LCCAPC 0113000049
01-Lake Outcome/Qutput: Maintain existing service reliability, safety S
and emissions compliance. T323TA
2
$700,000 Louis/Orlando Transfer Point Improvements. 03-3147 2011-12
Right of way acquisition of additional property adjacent to RIP/10-11 101-0046 $700,000
City of Roseville the existing bus transfer station. R/W PTA
SACOG $1.500.000 30.10.070.625
03-Placer (Concurrent Future Consideration of Funding - Resolution $700,000
E-13-06; January 2013.) CONST
$500,000
(A 20-month time extension for allocation of FY 2010-11 0313000158
funds programmed for R/W and CONST expires 2/28/13 per S
Waiver-11-31.) T322TA
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Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.4&.(1)

Action ltem
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Brent Green
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Right of Way and
Land Surveys

RESOLUTIONS OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt a Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C- 20989
summarized on the following page.

ISSUE:

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

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

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

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 an appearance before
the Commission. The primary concern and objections expressed by the property owner is the
Department is not installing a left-turn pocket at his private road, Cattey Lane. The owner’s
objections and the Department’s responses 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
he may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt the Department’s
efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements, the owner has
been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at this time. Adoption will assist the
Department in the continuation of the orderly sequence of events required to meet construction
schedules.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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C- 20989 - Cattey, et al.

04-Sol-12-PM 22.8 - Parcel 62187-1, 2, 3 - EA 2A6209.

Right of Way Certification Date: 01/15/2013 — Ready to List Date: 01/28/2013 - Conventional
highway - Install left-turn pockets and standard shoulders along State Route 12 in Rio Vista, CA.
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, a permanent utility easement, and a
temporary construction easement. Located in the city of Rio Vista, CA at 7828 Highway 12.
APN 0048-120-420, 0048-320-020, 0048-320-010, 020, 030, 040, 050, 060, 070, 080, 090, 100.

Attachments:
Attachment A - Project Information
Exhibit A1 and A2 - Project Maps
Attachment B - Parcel Panel Report for Robert Cattey (Resolution C-20989)
Exhibit B1 and B2 - Parcel Maps

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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PROJECT INFORMATION

PROJECT DATA 04-Sol-12-PM 20.6/21.3 and 21.6/23.7
Expenditure Authorization (EA) 2A6209

Location: State Route (SR) 12 in Solano County near Rio Vista

Limits: From 0.1 mile west of Currie Road to 0.3 mile west of Summerset
Road

Cost: Programmed construction cost: $12,000,000
Current right of way cost estimate: $13,470,500

Funding Source: State Highway Operation and Protection Program

Number of Lanes: Existing: two lanes

Proposed: two lanes

Proposed Major Features:  Interchanges: None
Other: Shoulder-widening, left turn pockets and profile
correction

Traffic: Existing (2012): Average Daily Traffic = 19,600

Proposed (2035): Average Daily Traffic = 27,100

NEED FOR THE PROJECT

The purpose of this project is to reduce accidents and minimize accident severity involving fixed
objects along SR 12, from 0.1 mile west of Currie Road to 0.3 mile west of Summerset Road.
Under the Clean up the Roadside Environment (CURE) Program, which is funded by 201.015
Collision Reduction Program (CRP), this project will remove trees that are in the clear recovery
zone and widen the shoulders of SR 12 in both directions. Left-turn pockets will be added at the
three intersections of Currie Road, McCloskey Road, and Azevedo Road. This project also
proposes to overlay the existing main line at these locations.

PROJECT PLANNING AND LOCATION

The Project Report was approved on 09/02/10 and the environmental document (Initial Study
with Mitigated Negative Declaration) was approved on 08/31/10. The current estimate for
construction is $12 million. It is programmed under Fiscal Year 2012-13. The Right of Way
certification date is targeted for 01/15/13 and the Ready to List date is targeted for 01/28/13. The
tentative advertising date is early April 2013.



TV Hqiyx3

TAB 2

LOCATION MAP

:L LOCATION MAP

T

1ite 113

Project
Location

= .r~_.---| i

Route 12 Rio Vista’
Birds Landihg 2

Montezuma, Rio|Vista
Collimsville



[ARIEILLE

Project Location

Flannery Rd

McoCiormack Rd

D

To Fairfield

—

?

pd 811ing

B Buipuey sprg

Flannery Rd

By ybiaes

leCormack Rd

<
o
O
o
?
)
@
<
Py
o

wE LR

ROUTE 12

Py Opanazy

P UER| fusg

Libarty kland fd

TAB 2




TAB 2
Reference No.: 2.4a.(1)
January 8, 2013
Attachment B
Page 1 of 6

PARCEL PANEL REPORT
PARCEL DATA
Property Owner:  Robert V. Cattey, Trustee

Robert Cattey Family Trust
Abby Tiller Trust

Parcel Location: 7828 State Route (SR) 12 in city of Rio Vista, CA
Assessor Parcel Number (APN) 0048-120-420, 0048-320-020, 0048-
320-010, 020, 030, 040, 050, 060, 070, 080, 090, 100

Present Use: Agriculture/Industrial
Zoning: Agricultural/Industrial

Area of Property: 179.35 acres (multiple APN’s impacted)

Area Required: Parcel 62187-1: 104,825 sq. ft. - Fee
Parcel 62187-2: 475 sq. ft. - Utility Easement
Parcel 62187-3: 37,778 sg. ft. in temporary construction easement
(TCE)

PARCEL DESCRIPTION

The subject parcel is located in the city of Rio Vista, Solano County and comprised of 12
adjoining APNs under one ownership. The largest APN is 156.72 acres of rolling
agriculturally zoned grazing land with a single family residence, fencing and
miscellaneous outbuildings. The remaining APNs being impacted (22.63 acres) are
zoned industrial. There are multiple businesses currently leasing these properties from
the grantor.

NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY

A portion of the subject property is needed for the construction of new standard eight foot
shoulders and establishment of a clear recovery zone. The right of way requirements for
the project include the permanent acquisition of 104,825 sq. ft. or 1.3 percent of the total
property area, a utility easement of 475 sq. ft. to accommodate a utility relocation, and an
additional 37,778 sq. ft. TCE for re-establishing the owner’s fence adjacent to the new
right of way line.
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RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT

The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in Oakland on November 8, 2012. The
Panel members included Donald Grebe, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation
(Department) Headquarters (HQ) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Stacy
Lau, Department San Francisco Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ Division of
Design; and Paul Pham, Department HQ Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys,
Secretary to the Panel. Property owner, Robert V. Cattey, was in attendance as was his
brother, George Cattey.

This report summarizes the findings of the Panel with regard to the four criteria required
for a Resolution of Necessity and makes a recommendation to the Department’s

Chief Engineer. The primary concerns and objections expressed by the property owner
relate to his property due to construction of the project as currently designed. The
following is a description of the specific concerns expressed by the property owner,
followed by the Department’s response:

Owner:

The current design does not include a left-turn pocket into Cattey Lane. There have been
accidents which warrant the need for a left-turn pocket. An unsafe condition will
continue to exist at this location without the addition of a left-turn pocket.

There are two existing left-turn pockets on other private roads.
Department:

The two locations of the existing left-turn pockets are Nurse Slough Lane and Mauds
Lane. Nurse Slough Lane was a public road until 1993. A left-turn pocket was
constructed at Nurse Slough before it was discovered that it was no longer a public road.
Although Mauds Lane is a private road, the Department has a non-exclusive roadway
easement over Mauds Lane because it serves as the main entrance to the Western
Railway Museum.

Cattey Lane is a private road. Public funds typically are not used to provide a left-turn
lane into a private property.

The Department performed a traffic assessment in mid September 2012, and no
congestion or operational problems were observed. The Traffic Accident Surveillance
Analysis System’s data for the three-year period from September 1, 2005 to

August 31, 2008 within the project limit shows the actual accident rate (0.24 accidents
per million vehicle miles) is below the Statewide rate (0.77 accidents per million vehicle
miles). Also, according to District’s Office of Highway Operations, there were three
accidents (two injury accidents and one property damage only) during the

five-year period (March 1, 2006 - Feb 28, 2011) from 500 ft. west of Cattey Lane to
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500 ft. east of Cattey Lane). One of the accidents involved a vehicle waiting to make a
left turn onto the driveway. The other two accidents occurred away from the intersection.
Traffic data does not support the need for adding the left-turn pocket. Additionally, a
left-turn pocket at this location would require additional right of way from both

Mr. Cattey’s property and the parcels located on the north side of SR 12. The
Department cannot justify adding the left-turn pocket at this location. Mr. Cattey has
been provided with the opportunity to include a left-turn pocket to Cattey Lane, at his
cost.

Owner:

The current design does not address the flooding problem at this location. The existing
culverts do not adequately handle the drainage at the low spot located at this parcel. The
owner contends that by not enlarging the existing culvert or adding a new culvert at the
low spot, it would cause flooding to the home, water well and septic tank.

Department:

The Department has revised the profile alignment from the original design along the
floodplain area. The highway profile will match the existing elevation and will not
change the existing hydraulic conditions.

Based on Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) mapping, the 100-year
floodplain runs through the Cattey property. The owner’s proposal to place a culvert at
the low point of the roadway, adjacent to the wetland would result in significant impacts
to the wetland and the adjacent Well Creek, requiring consultation with resource agencies
and additional mitigations. Drainage changes are beyond the scope of this project.
Additionally, the proposed culvert will not solve the historic flooding problem on the

property.

Gutters are also re-established to carry surface runoff from the highway preventing water
flowing onto the adjacent lands.

The Department’s data shows two flooding events have occurred at this vicinity in the
last 20 years. The scope of this project does not address the existing drainage issues but
reduces accidents and minimizes accident severity involving fixed objects. The proposed
design on this project does not create any greater drainage impacts.

Owner:

The current project does not address the aerially deposited lead (ADL) issue.

Department:

According to the District’s Hazardous Waste Unit, the ADL concentration is below the
threshold set by the Department of Toxic Substance Control’s (DTSC) standard and is
classified as non-hazardous. No removal or disposal is required.
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Owner:

The proposed right of way line would be 38 feet away from the house. There is no
compensation that has been offered for the well and septic tank. The proposed
acquisition requires more land from his side of the highway than the north.
Department:

The well and septic compensation is not a matter to be considered by the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) and was addressed at the District
Condemnation Evaluation Meeting.

The centerline of the highway will remain the same with the acquired areas being roughly
the same on both the north and south side of the highway.

Owner:

The Department plans to cut down more trees than needed.

Department:

The Department will preserve up to three trees by installing a metal beam guardrail to
shield them. There are five trees located within the Department’s proposed right of way
and/or clear recovery zone that will be cut down due to a conflict with construction and to
enhance safety.

DEPARTMENT CONTACTS

The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owner:

Type of Contact Number of Contacts
Mailing of information 3
E-Mail of information 16
Telephone contacts 38
Personal / meeting contacts 5

STATUTORY OFFER TO PURCHASE

The Department has appraised the subject property and offered the full amount of the
appraisal to the owner of record as required by Government Code Section 7267.2. The
property owner has been notified that issues related to compensation are outside the
purview of the Commission.
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PANEL RECOMMENDATION

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

o The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

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

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

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

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

DONALD E. GREBE

Chief

Office of Project Delivery

Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys
Panel Chair

| concur with the Panel’s recommendation:

KARLA SUTLIFF
Chief Engineer
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW
MEETING ON NOVEMBER 8, 2012

Donald Grebe, HQ Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair
Stacy Lau, San Francisco Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member

Linda Fong, HQ Division of Design, Panel Member

Paul Pham, HQ Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary

Robert V. Cattey, Property Owner
George Cattey, Brother of the Property Owner

Bijan Sartipi, District 4, District Director

Helena (Lenka) Culik-Caro, District 4, Deputy District Director, Design

Nita Logan, District 4, Division Chief , Design- North

Ziad Abubekr, District 4, Design Engineer

Joe Peterson, District 4, Chief, Design North — Hydraulic

Stewart Lee, District 4, Design Engineer

Doanh Nguyen, District 4, Division Chief, Project Management - North
Nicolas Endrawos, District 4, Regional Project Manager

Toni Scoralle, District 4, Supervising Right of Way Engineering and Surveys
Allison Paich, District 4, Supervising Right of Way Agent
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency TAB 3
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.4&.(2)

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

Division of Right of Way and
Land Surveys

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt a Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-20990
summarized on the following page.

ISSUE:

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

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

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

3. The 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 owners are contesting the Resolution and have requested an appearance
before the Commission. The primary concerns and objections expressed by the property owners are
the ability to continue operating the business on a 24/7 basis and the reconfigured truck movement
on the remaining property. The owners’ objections and the Department’s responses are contained in
Attachments B.

BACKGROUND:

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

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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C-20990- Charles Toledo, et al.

10-SJ-4-PM 14.5 - Parcel 16469-2, 3, 4 - EA 0S1109.

Right of Way Certification Date: 05/23/13; Ready to List Date: 05/24/13. Freeway - extend
freeway from west end of State Route 4 to Navy Drive. Authorizes condemnation of a permanent
easement for right of way, and two temporary easements for highway construction. Located in the
city of Stockton at 2403 Navy Drive. APN 163-320-02.

Attachments:
Attachment A - Project Information
Exhibit A1 and A2 - Project Maps
Attachment B - Parcel Panel Report for Charles and Rebecca Toledo (Resolution C-20990)
Exhibit B1 and B2 - Parcel Maps

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



PROJECT DATA

Location:

Limits:

Cost:

Funding Source:

Number of Lanes:

Proposed Major Features:

Traffic:
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PROJECT INFORMATION

10-SJ-4-PM T14.6/R17.5 and 14.4/15.1
Expenditure Authorization 0S1109

State Route (SR) 4 Crosstown Freeway in Stockton in San Joaquin
County

From Fresno Avenue to Navy Drive

Construction Cost: $74,030,000
R/W Cost: $24,100,000

This project is programmed and funded through a combination of
the Proposition 1B Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF),
Measure K (San Joaquin County's one-half cent sales tax), and
Regional Transportation Impact Fees (RTIF)

SR 4: Existing: 4 Lanes
Proposed: 4 Lanes
Navy Drive: EXxisting: 2 Lanes
Proposed: 6 Lanes

The proposed construction comprises the following:

- Construct 4-lane freeway ramp extension from Fresno Avenue
to Navy Drive

- Construct ramp intersection with Navy Drive. Close existing
Fresno Avenue ramps

- Widen Navy Drive to accommodate turning movements

- Replace Tillie Lewis Drive pavement

- Construct three new signalized intersections (two on Navy
Drive and one at Tillie Lewis Drive/Charter Way)

- Construct drainage systems and storm water basins

The existing and projected traffic volumes on SR 4 between Fresno
Avenue and Interstate 5 are as follows:

- 2007 Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT): 26,000
- 2035 AADT: 40,700
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NEED FOR THE PROJECT
The need of the project is based on the following goals:

e Improved Connectivity - Currently, the connection between Interstate 5 and the Port is
inadequate. The existing Crosstown Freeway is terminated at Fresno Avenue, and traffic
associated with the Port and adjacent industrial uses already overloads the local roads. It
is expected to get worse as growth projected for the Port, adjacent industrial uses, and the
region increases demand on existing local roads.

e Reduced Traffic Impacts in Boggs Tract - As noted earlier, an estimated 4,400 trucks
bound for the Port and adjacent warehouse and industrial facilities traverse the residential
streets in the Boggs Tract neighborhood, primarily Fresno Avenue and West Washington
Street, each day. This traffic brings noise, air quality, visual, traffic and pedestrian safety,
and congestion impacts for the residents. The project would lessen the traffic impacts
and travel time by carrying traffic along the Crosstown Freeway extension clear to Navy
Drive. The project would reduce a significant number of trucks traveling through the
Boggs Tract neighborhood.

e Improved Localized Air Quality - The project is expected to reduce Mobile Source Air
Toxic emissions in the Boggs Tract neighborhood as the Port and industrial traffic use the
Crosstown Freeway extension in preference to local roads in the neighborhood.

PROJECT PLANNING AND LOCATION

The proposed extension would include approximately 0.5 mile of elevated structure spanning
over the Boggs Tract neighborhood and BNSF Railway, including Fresno Avenue, West
Hazelton Avenue, South Los Angeles Avenue, Del Norte Street, South Ventura Street and West
Scotts Avenue. The Project would introduce a new signalized T-intersection where the terminus
of the Crosstown Freeway extension connects with Navy Drive. New traffic signals are
proposed at the currently unsignalized intersections of Tillie Lewis Drive/West Charter Way
intersection and the Tillie Lewis Drive/Navy Drive intersection.

The project is one component in a balanced system of planned transportation improvements
within the Stockton Planning Area and San Joaquin County and is consistent with local and
regional plans, policies, and projects. The proposed project is called for in both the City of
Stockton General Plan and the San Joaquin County General Plan.

This project is programmed and funded through a combination of the Proposition 1B Trade
Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF), Measure K (San Joaquin County's one-half cent sales tax),
and Regional Transportation Impact Fees (RTIF).
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT
PARCEL DATA

Property Owner:  Charles Toledo and Rebecca Toledo, husband and wife as joint
tenants

Parcel Location:  Located in the city of Stockton at 2403 Navy Drive, CA
Assessor Parcel Number 163-320-02

Present Use: Industrial
Zoning: Industrial General

Area of Property: 1.97 acres

Area Required: Parcel 16469-2: 0.20 acre — Roadway Easement
Parcel 16469-3 and 16469-4: 37,778 sq. ft. in temporary construction
easement (TCE)

PARCEL DESCRIPTION

The subject property is located in the City of Stockton, San Joaquin County. Mr. and
Mrs. Toledo own and operate an animal food processing plant, C&R International Sales,
Inc., at this location. The total area of the parcel is 1.97 acres. The parcel has an
irregular though somewhat rectangular shape. The property is approximately 209 feet
deep along its western border and 270 feet deep along its eastern border. The shape of
the parcel appears adequate for the legally permissible uses. The parcel contains a
warehouse with production facilities, refrigeration, loading docks and administrative
offices. The property has approximately 318 linear feet of frontage along Navy Drive to
the south.

NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY

A portion of the subject property is needed for the construction of additional travel lanes
and sidewalks along Navy Drive west of the new State Route 4 Crosstown Freeway
Ramp terminus.

The right of way requirements for the project include a permanent roadway easement, 29
feet wide by 318 feet long strip of frontage along Navy Drive. The area is 0.20 acre, or
approximately 10 percent of the total property area. Two additional TCEs totaling

0.04 acre are needed to conform the owners’ driveways to the new grade of Navy Drive.
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RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT

The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in Stockton on November 6, 2012. The
Panel members included Donald Grebe, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation
(Department) Headquarters (HQ) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys (R/W);
Joe Carroll, Department HQ Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ Division of
Design; and Paul Pham, Department HQ R/W, Secretary to the Panel. Property owner,
Charles Toledo, was in attendance as was his son, Manuel Toledo, the owners’ attorney,
Steve Herum, and the owners’ engineer, Bob Barry.

This report summarizes the findings of the Panel with regard to the four criteria required
for a Resolution of Necessity and makes a recommendation to the Department’s Chief
Engineer. The primary concerns and objections expressed by the property owners relate
to their property due to construction of the project as currently designed. The following
is a description of the specific concerns expressed by the property owner, followed by the
Department’s response:

Oowners:

The project construction impacts the plant’s ability to continue operating the business on
the property. The plant operates 24/7, and the longest period it can be shut down is less
than four hours. Due to the intensive competition in animal food processing business, the
plant cannot stop buying raw materials from suppliers at any point. The materials are
perishable; therefore, they have to get to the plant immediately. If the plant is shut down,
even temporarily, the suppliers would sell them to Mr. Toledo’s competition. There are
limited numbers of raw material suppliers, and the operation cannot afford to lose any.

Additionally, the processed product must be transported to the animal food company on
customer’s demand. The operation requires shipping and receiving at all times.

Department:

The Department has incorporated a special provision into the construction contract
requiring the contractor to provide access to this parcel at all times. The plant would
have 24/7 access during the construction.

Owners:

The project intends to acquire 29.14 feet in width across the frontage of the property, and

the owner feels the truck drivers making deliveries will no longer be able to make the
necessary truck turning movements on the remaining property.
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Department:

The Department has changed the design of Navy Drive in front of the Toledo property
and reduced the right of way needed to 29.14 feet from the 41 feet original plan. This
change minimized the impact on the property to the greatest extent possible while still
allowing sufficient area to construct the improvements on Navy Drive.

The Department has proposed and provided to Mr. Toledo and his engineer, a new truck
circulation pattern within the remaining property and loading dock reconfiguration. The
Department’s Traffic Engineer and the project consultant have applied truck turning
templates on the remainder parcel and determined the site will be able to accommodate
truck turn movements around the site in the after condition.

The Department continues to work with the owners on reconfiguration of the loading
docks.

Oowners:

The Department’s acquisition, proposed truck circulation, and loading dock
reconfigurations create the need for additional storage area. The plant currently uses the
ground area in the back of the property as a “bone yard,” storing spare parts to be used in
fixing any broken machinery and as a parking area for refrigerated storage trailers. The
proposal displaces these ground areas to accommodate the proposed truck movements.

Products require refrigeration and have only 30-day shelf-life. Additionally, the
processed product requires the initial freezing before it can be shipped. On-site
refrigeration is a must. Once the product has been frozen, it can be transported to off-site
storage. However, off-site storage would be a very expensive option due to rental and
transportation costs. The owners would like to explore the possibility of exchanging the
portion of land being acquired by the Department for a portion of the parcel already
acquired by the Department located on the east side. The owners also expressed interest
to purchase a portion of the adjacent parcel, to the west, owned by City of Stockton if the
exchange option would not be possible.

Department:

The Department does not have available land to accommodate the owners’ request on a
permanent basis. Discussions arose about the possibility of using the Department-owned
land to the east of the Toledo property as a temporary storage area prior to the retention
basin being constructed. Once the temporary storage need had been satisfied the
retention basin could then be constructed. This basin is an important drainage feature for
the project, preventing flooding of the surrounding area.
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The Department and San Joaquin Council of Governments could arrange a meeting
between the owners and the City of Stockton to explore the possibility of owners’
acquisition from the City.

DEPARTMENT CONTACTS

The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owner:

Type of Contact Number of Contacts
Mailing of information 5

E-Mail of information 7

Telephone contacts 35

Personal / meeting contacts 7

STATUTORY OFFER TO PURCHASE

The Department has appraised the subject property and offered the full amount of the
appraisal to the owners of record as required by Government Code Section 7267.2. The
property owners have been notified that issues related to compensation are outside the
purview of the Commission.
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PANEL RECOMMENDATION

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

The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

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

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

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

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

DONALD E. GREBE

Chief

Office of Project Delivery

Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys
Panel Chair

| concur with the Panel’s recommendation:

KARLA SUTLIFF
Chief Engineer



TAB 3
Reference No.: 2.4a.(2)
January 8, 2013
Attachment B
Page 6 of 6

PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW
MEETING ON NOVEMBER 6, 2012

Donald Grebe, HQ Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair
Joe Carrol, HQ Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member

Linda Fong, HQ Division of Design, Panel Member

Paul Pham, HQ Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary

Charles Toledo, Property Owner
Manuel Toledo, Son of Property Owner
Steve Herum, Owners’ attorney

Bob Barry, Owners’ engineer

Kevin Sheridan, San Joaquin Council of Governments
Martha Dadala, R&M Engineering, Project Consultant

Carrie Bowen, District 10, District Director

Scott Guidi, District 10, Division Chief, Project Management
James Gonzales, District 10, Supervising Right of Way Agent
Sharon Parsons, District 10, Senior Right of Way Agent
Brenda McKenzie, District 10, Associate Right of Way Agent
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MINUTES

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

http://www.catc.ca.gov

December 5-6, 2012
Riverside, California

TAB 4

Thursday, December 6, 2012

9:00 a.m.

Commission Meeting

Riverside County Administration Center
4080 Lemon Street, Supervisors’ Chambers

Riverside, CA
9:00 am | GENERAL BUSINESS
1 Roll Call [1.1 | Joseph Tavaglione || [ C
CHAIR JOSEPH TAVAGLIONE Present
COMMISSIONER BOB ALVARADO Present
COMMISSIONER DARIUS ASSEMI Present
COMMISSIONER YVONNE B. BURKE Present
COMMISSIONER LUCETTA DUNN Absent
COMMISSIONER JIM EARP Present
COMMISSIONER DARIO FROMMER Present
COMMISSIONER JIM GHIELMETTI Absent
COMMISSIONER CARL GUARDINO Present
COMMISSIONER FRAN INMAN Present
COMMISSIONER JIM WARING Present
Present: 9

TOTAL Absent: 2
Senator Mark DeSaulnier, Ex-Officio Absent
Assembly member Bonnie Lowenthal, Ex-Officio Absent
2 IApproval of Minutes for October 24, 2012 1.2 Joseph Tavaglione |A C
Recommendation: Approve
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Guardino Vote result: 9-0
Second: Burke Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
3 1.3 Bimla Rhinehart A C

Executive Director’'s Report

Executive Director Rhinehart announced that the CTC Annual Report was posted on the CTC website on December 4
and hard copies will be distributed once they are received from the printer adding her thanks to staff for their efforts. Ms.
Rhinehart also discussed TCIF and Needs Assessment.
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4 Commission Reports 1.4 Joseph Tavaglione A C

Commissioner Inman acknowledged the Hotlink Pilot Project on Hwy 110.

Commissioner Assemi reported on his discussion with Norma Ortega and the Central Valley COG regarding SR-99 bond
savings.

o Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 15 Joseph Tavaglione A C
Recommendation: Approve

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0

Second: Alvarado Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Riverside County Transportation Commission Executive Director Anne Mayer welcomed the Commissioners and staff to
the Riverside County.

BUSINESOS, TRANSPORTATION & HOUQING AGENCY REPORT

6 Report by Agency Secretary and/or Deputy Secretary 1.6 Brian Kelly I B

As Acting Secretary Brian Kelly was absent, a report was not presented.

Public Speakers:
Rye Baerg - Safe Routes to School National Partnership - did not speak

CALTRANS REPORT

Report by Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director L7 Malcolm Dougherty I D

Caltrans Chief Financial Officer Norman Ortega gave an update on Caltrans personnel changes, federal earmarks, and
Caltrans attendance at the Senate Transportation Committee's hearing on Peer Review Panels.

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION REPORT

8 Report by US Department of Transportation 1.11 Vincent Mammano || R

Federal Highway Administration, District Administrator Vincent Mammano gave brief overview of the FHWA activities,
including the Everyday Counts Summit and DVE goals.

LOCAL REPORTS

9 Report by Regional Agencies Moderator 1.8 Wil Ridder I R

Orange County Transportation Authority, State and Federal Programming Manager Adriann Cardoso gave an update on
the RTPA.

10 Report by Rural Counties Task Force Chair 1.9 Sharon Scherzinger I R

Humboldt County Association of Governments Executive Director Marcella Clem briefly discussed the RCTF activities.
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11 Report by Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 1.10 Andy Chesley I R
As Andy Chesley was absent, a report was not presented.

POLICY MATTERS
12 Transportation California Action Plan Update 8 Mark Watts I R

Transportation California Executive Director Mark Watts gave an update on the Action Plan.

INFORMATION CALENDAR Stephen Maller
13 Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated Authority — [2.5f. I D
-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1)): $4,723,000 for seven
projects.
-- SHOPP Safety G-03-10 Allocations (2.5f.(3)): $5,655,000 for six
projects.
-- Minor G-05-05 Allocations (2.5f.(4)): $5,702,000 for nine District
minor projects.
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:
SHOPP Safety G-03-10 Allocations
--Revise Attachment and Vote List
— Project 4 (PPNO 11-1025) - Item # should be 302-0890 not 201-0890.
— Project 5 (PPNO 12-3157) - Item # should be 302-0890 not 201-0890-
14 Monthly Report on Projects Amended into the SHOPP by 3.1 I D
Department Action
This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.
15 Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for State Highway [3.2a I D
Projects, per Resolution G-06-08
This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.
16 Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for Local 3.2b I D
IAssistance STIP Projects, Resolution G-06-08
This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.
17 Update on Implementation of the Recovery Act of 2009 3.3 I D
This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.
3.7 I D

18 First Quarter FY 2012-13 — Rail Operations Report

This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.
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19 First Quarter FY 2012-13 - Project Delivery Report e ' D

This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

20 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1 I C

This Item was presented as part of the Information Calendar.

CONSENT CALENDAR Stephen Maller

21 The Sacramento Regional Transit District proposes to amend 2.1a.(1) A D
TCRP Project 115 — South Light Rail Extension Meadowview-

Calvine (PPNO 3L05) to transfer $1,043,000 from PS&E and
$10,429,000 from Right of Way, to the construction phase in FY
2012-13.

Resolution TAA-12-04,

Amending Resolution TAA-09-05

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 21-30, 32-70 with changes
Action Taken: Approved with changes

Motion: Alvarado Vote result: 9-0
Second: Earp Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
Action Item:

Caltrans Staff — Provide information to Commissioner Guardino regarding the current level of service and the project’s
impact on traffic congestion alleviation

22 Sacramento County proposes to amend TCRP Project 126 — Watt 21a.(2) A D

/Avenue at Route 50 Interchange Improvements (PPNO 0127A) to
un-program $5,112,000 TCRP from the construction phase.
Resolution TAA-12-05,

Amending Resolution TAA-11-07

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

23 The San Bernardino Associated Governments proposes to amend [2-1¢-(18) A D
the CMIA baseline agreement for the 1-10 Tippecanoe Avenue
Interchange Improvements (Phase 1) project (PPNO 0154F) to
update the project funding plan to include additional local funds.
Resolution CMIA-PA-1213-10,

Amending Resolution CMIA-P-1112-14B

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

24 The Department and the Sonoma County Transportation Authority -1¢.(1b) A D
propose to amend the CMIA baseline agreement for the Sonoma-
101 Airport Interchange Improvements (North Phase B) project
(PPNO 0749D) in Sonoma County to update the project funding
plan to include additional local funds.

Resolution CMIA-PA-1213-11,

Amending Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-028

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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25 The City of Fontana proposes to amend the CMIA baseline 2.1c.(1c) A
agreement for the 1-15 Duncan Canyon Road Interchange project
(PPNO 0168Q) to update the project funding plan to include
additional local funds.

Resolution CMIA-PA-1213-12,

Amending Resolution CMIA-P-1112-22B

D

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

26 The Department proposes to amend the CMIA baseline agreement2.1¢.(1d) A
for the Freeway Performance Initiative (FPI) - TOS and Ramp

Metering project (PPNO 0024) to update the funding plan.
Resolution CMIA-PA-1213-13,

Amending Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-025

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

27 The Department and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 2.1c.(1e) A
Transportation Authority propose to amend the CMIA baseline
agreement for the 1-5 HOV/Empire Avenue and Burbank Boulevard
project (PPNO 3985) to update the project funding plan and
delivery schedule.

Resolution CMIA-PA-1213-14,

Amending Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-037
(Related items under Tabs 50 & 81.)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:

CMIA project amendment for the I-5 HOV/Empire Avenue and Burbank YELLOW BOOK ITEM

Boulevard project (PPNO 3985)

28 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2a)/ A
Corridor allocation for construction by $1,248,000, from PEiEE)
$5,000,000 to $3,752,000, for the Goshen to Kingsburg Landscape
project (PPNO 6480Y) in Tulare and Fresno Counties, and revise
the project funding plan.

Resolution R99-AA-1213-04,

Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-016

Resolution R99-PA-1213-02

Amending Resolution R99-PA-1112-008

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

29 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2b)/ A
Corridor allocation for construction by $1,846,000, from PELIEY)
$17,610,000 to $15,764,000, for the SR 99/Riego Road
Interchange project (PPNO 3L44) in Sutter and Sacramento
Counties, and revise the project funding plan.

Resolution R99-AA-1213-05,

Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-007

Resolution R99-PA-1213-03

Amending Resolution R99-PA-1112-006

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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30 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2c)/ A D
Corridor allocation for construction by $195,000, from $2,566,000 [2-59-(2¢)
to $2,371,000, for the Los Molinos project (PPNO 3326) in
Tehama County, and revise the project funding plan.
Resolution R99-AA-1213-06,
Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-004
Resolution R99-PA-1213-04,
Amending Resolution R99-PA-1011-006
This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
31 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2d)/ A D
Corridor allocation for construction by $2,987,000, from gplien)
$50,600,000 to $47,613,000, for the Island Park 6-Lane project
(PPNO 6274) in Fresno and Madera Counties, and revise the
project funding plan.
Resolution R99-AA-1213-07,
Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-008
Resolution R99-PA-1213-05,
Amending Resolution R99-PA-1112-007
This Item was presented following the Consent Calendar.
Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Alvarado Vote result: 8-0
Second: Earp Absent: Assemi, Dunn, Ghielmetti
Recuse: Assemi due to the fact that his company owns land in proximity of the Item listed.
32 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2e)/ A D
Corridor allocation for construction by $2,357,000, from gl
$6,010,000 to $3,653,000, for the multi-funded SR99 Widening in
Manteca and San Joaquin Phase 3 project (PPNO 7634C) in San
Joaquin County, and revise the project funding plan.
Resolution R99-AA-1213-08,
Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-014,
Resolution STIP1B-AA-1213-05,
Amending Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-019
Resolution R99-PA-1213-06,
Amending Resolution R99-PA-1112-010
This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
33 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(2f)/ A D
Corridor allocation for construction by $1,417,000, from gy
$15,250,000 to $13,833,000, for the State 99/113 Interchange
project (PPNO 8373) in Sutter County, and revise the project
funding plan.
Resolution R99-AA-1213-09,
Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-011
Resolution R99-PA-1213-07,
Amending Resolution R99-P-1011-002

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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34 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99 2.1c.(29)/ A D
Corridor allocation for construction by $4,478,000, from 2.59.(29)
$27,300,000 to $22,822,000, for the South Bakersfield 8-Lane
\Widening project (PPNO 6268) in Kern County, and revise the
project funding plan.

Resolution R99-AA-1213-10,

Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-010

Resolution R99-PA-1213-08,

Amending Resolution R99-P-1112-003

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

35 The San Francisco Municipal Transportation Authority proposes to -1¢.(62) A D
amend the TLSP baseline agreement for the Franklin, Gough and
Polk Streets project to update the project schedule.

Resolution TLSP-PA-1213-02

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

36 The City of San Jose proposes to amend the TLSP baseline 2.1c.(6b) A D
agreement for the TLSP project to update the project scope and
schedule.

Resolution TLSP-PA-1213-03

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

37 Draft Environmental Impact Reports: 2.2b.(1) A D

Redwood Parkway — Fairgrounds Drive Improvement Project —

Interchange improvements on Interstate 80 at Fairgrounds Drive in
the City of Vallejo (DEIR)

197/199 Safe STAA Access Project — Roadway improvements to a
portion of State Route 197 in Del Norte County (DEIR)

Tulare Expressway Project — Construct a two-lane expressway on
new alignment on State Route 245 in Tulare County (DEIR)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

38 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2¢.(3) A C
02 — Tehama County Evergreen Road at SF Cottonwood Creek
Bridge

Construction of a new bridge over Cottonwood Creek, removal of
the existing bridge, and realignment of Evergreen Road in Tehama

County. (MND) (STIP) (PPNO 2379)
Resolution E-12-71

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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39 IApproval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding 2.2c.(4) A C
03 — Sacramento County Grant Line Road Widening

\Widen Grant Line Road 2.0 miles from two to four lanes, replace
existing at-grade UPRR crossing with a grade separated overhead

crossing in the City of Elk Grove. (MND) (HRCSA)
Resolution E-12-72

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

40 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding 2.2¢.(5) A C

10 — Calaveras County Arnold Rim Trail Cedar Center Bikeway

Connection Project

Construction of a bicycle path between Oak Circle and Pine Drive
in Calaveras County.

(MND) (STIP) (PPNO 16D)

Resolution E-12-73

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

41 One Route Adoption as Freeway 2.3a. A D
-- 11-SD-11-PM 0.0/2.8

From near the junction of SR 905/125 to the Otay Mesa East Port
of Entry

Resolution HRA 12-07

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

42 Two Relinquishment Resolutions 2.3c. A D

-- 08-SBd-15-PM 33.63/34.11

Right of Way along Route 15 on Mariposa Road, in the city of
Hesperia.

Resolution R-3861

-- 10-Mer-165-PM 12.1

Right of Way along Route 165 at Santa Fe Grade, in the county of
Merced.

Resolution R-3862

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

43 One Vacation Resolution — _ P A D

-- 10-Mer-99-PM R30.8

Right of way along Route 99 at North Pacific Avenue, in the county
of Merced.

Resolution A-890

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

44 8 Resolutions of Necessity 2.4b. A D
8 Ayes Resolutions C-20981 through C-20988

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.
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A4S Director’s Deeds e A D

Items 1 through 13
Excess Lands - Return to State: $497,374.30
Return to Others: $0

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:

Director's Deeds

Iltems 1 through 7 and 9 through 13

Excess Lands — Return to State: $497.:374-30 $496,874.30

Return to others: $0

» Item 8 (08- PM R-22.8, DD 002261-01-02, Margaret Jacobs) Withdrawn at the CTC Meeting.

46 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA 2.59.(1b) A D
allocation for construction by $1,539,000, from $9,426,000 to
$7,887,000, for the CMIA 1-80 ICM Adaptive Ramp Metering
project (PPNO 0062J) in Alameda County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-15,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-043

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

47 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA 2.59.(1c) A D
allocation for construction by $6,713,000, from $25,294,000 to
$18,581,000, for the CMIA 1-80 ICM Active Traffic Management
project (PPNO 0062E) in Alameda County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-16,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-044

This Item was presented and 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 for the CMIA 1-80 ICM Active Traffic Management project (PPNO 0062E6)
--Correct Attachment and Vote List; EA should be 3A7774 not 3A77744

48 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA 2.5g.(1d) A D
allocation for construction by $371,000, from $1,532,000 to
$1,161,000, for Contract 3 of the Freeway Performance Initiative-
TOS and Ramp Metering CMIA project (PPNO 0024) in Alameda,
Santa Clara, and Solano Counties.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-17,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-029

This Item was presented and 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: Reduce the original CMIA allocation for construction by $371,000, from $1,532,000 to $1,161,000,
for Contract 3 2 of the Freeway Performance Initiative-TOS and Ramp Metering CMIA project (PPNO 0024) in Alameda, Santa Clara,
and Solano Counties.

--Revise Agenda Language; contract number should be 2 not 3.

--Revise Attachment and Vote List; Project ID should be 0400020481 not 64000020481.

--Book Item is correct.
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49

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $5,432,000, from $21,000,000 to
$15,568,000, for Contract 5 of the Freeway Performance Initiative-
TOS and Ramp Metering CMIA project (PPNO 0024) in Alameda,
Santa Clara, and Solano Counties.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-18,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-047

2.59.(1€)

A

D

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

50

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
construction allocation by $34,997,000, from $99,100,000 to
$64,103,000; reduce the original SLPP construction allocation by
$7,062,000, from $20,000,000 to $12,938,000; and reduce the
original STIP allocation, per AB 608, of $105,098,000
($102,913,000 RIP and $2,185,000 IIP) to $67,984,000
($66,570,000 RIP and $1,414,000 IIP) for the multi-funded I-5
HOV/Empire Avenue and Burbank Boulevard project (PPNO 3985)
in Los Angeles County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-19,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-052

Resolution SLP1B-AA-1213-06,

Amending Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-029

Resolution FP-12-26,

Amending Resolution FP-11-61

(Related item under Tab 27.)

2.59.(1)

This Item was presented and 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: Reduce the original CMIA construction allocation by
$34,997,000 $34,387,000, from $99,100,000 to $64,103;000 $64,713,000; reduce the
original SLPP construction allocation by $#0662.600 $6,939,000, from $20,000,000 to
$12.938;000 $13,061,000; and reduce the original STIP allocation, per AB 608, of
$105,098,000 ($102,913,000 RIP and $2,185,000 IIP) to $67,984,000 $68,631,000
($66,570,000 $67,204,000 RIP and $1;414;000 $1,427,000 IIP) for the multi-funded I-5

HOV/Empire Avenue and Burbank Boulevard project (PPNO 3985) in Los Angeles County.

--Revise Agenda Language, Attachment, and Vote List. Yellow Book Item is correct.

YELLOW BOOK ITEM

51

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $1,163,000, from $19,028,000 to
$17,865,000, for the CMIA Eastbound 1-580 HOV Lane Segment 3
project (PPNO 0112E) in Alameda County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-20,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-049

2.59.(19)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

52

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $110,000, from $4,237,000 to
$4,127,000, for the CMIA [-215 HOV Bi-County HOV Gap Closure
project (PPNO 0041G) in San Bernardino and Riverside Counties.
Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-21,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-071

Resolution STIP1B-AA-1213-04,

Amending Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-018

2.59.(1h)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

10
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Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:

Financial Allocation Amendment for the CMIA 1-215 HOV Bi-County
HQOV Gap Closure project (PPNO 0041G)

Decemgrsp-6 2012

YELLOW BOOK ITEM

53

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $6,235,000, from $32,000,000 to
$25,765,000, for the CMIA [-880 Southbound HOV Lane Extension

— North Segment (Davis to Hagenberger) project (PPNO 0036J) in

Alameda County.
Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-22,
Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-041

2.5g.(1i)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

54

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $386,000, from $2,375,000 to

$1,989,000, for Contract 3 of the Freeway Performance Initiative —

TOS and Ramp Metering project (PPNO 0024) in Alameda, Santa
Clara, and Solano Counties.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-23,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-045

2.5g.(1j)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

55

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $1,212,000, from $6,245,000 to

$5,033,000, for Contract 4 of the Freeway Performance Initiative —

TOS and Ramp Metering project (PPNO 0024) in Alameda, Santa
Clara, and Solano Counties.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-24,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-046

2.5g.(1K)

This Item was presented and 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: Reduce the original CMIA allocation for construction
by $1;212,000 $711,000, from $6,245,000 to $5;033;000 $5,534,000, for Contract 4 of the
Freeway Performance Initiative — TOS and Ramp Metering project (PPNO 0024) in Alameda,

Santa Clara, and Solano Counties.
--Revise Agenda Language and Vote List. Yellow Book Item and Attachment are correct.

YELLOW BOOK ITEM

56

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $327,000, from $6,000,000 to
$5,673,000, for the Freeway Performance Initiative — TOS and
Ramp Metering Elements project (PPNO 0521J) in Alameda
County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-25,
Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-063

2.59.(11)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

11




CTC MEETING MINUTES

Decemgrsp-6 2012

57

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $7,476,000, from $42,821,000 to

$35,345,000, for the 1-580 Westbound HOV Lane (Segment 1) —

Greenville to Isabel — project (PPNO 0112B) in Alameda County.
Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-26,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-048

2.59.(1m)

A D

This Item was presented and 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 for the CMIA 1-580 Westbound HOV Lane (Segment 1) —
Greenville to Isabel — project (PPNO 0112B)

YELLOW BOOK ITEM

58

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $11,883,000, from $45,614,000 to

$33,731,000, for the 1-580 Westbound HOV Lane (Segment 2) —

Isabel to Foothill project (PPNO 0112F) in Alameda County.
Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-27,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-029

2.59.(1n)

A D

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

59

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $608,000, from $4,000,000 to
$3,392,000, for the Marin-Sonoma Narrows-Contract A2 (Novato
Creek Bridge [PPNO 0360M]) in Marin County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-28,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-064

2.59.(10)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

60

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $2,071,000, from $28,000,000 to

$25,929,000, for the CMIA Marin-Sonoma Narrows Contract C3 —
Modify Route 101/116 Interchange project (PPNO 0360R) in
Sonoma County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-29,
Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-066

2.59.(1q)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

61

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $80,000, from $3,088,000 to
$3,008,000, for the I-215 Newport Avenue Overcrossing project
(PPNO 0243E) in the San Bernardino County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-30,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-067

2.59.(1r)

This Item was presented and 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: Reduce the original CMIA allocation for construction
by $80;000 $81,000, from $3,088,000 to $3,008;000 $3,007,000, for the I-215 Newport

Avenue Overcrossing project (PPNO 0243E) in the San Bernardino County.
--Revise Agenda Language and Vote List. Yellow Book Item and Attachment are correct.

YELLOW BOOK ITEM
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62

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for construction by $350,000, from $21,135,000 to
$20,785,000, for the I-15 Ranchero Road Interchange (PPNO
0172l) project in San Bernardino County.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1213-31,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-059

Resolution STIP1B-AA-1213-016,

Amending Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-016

Resolution SLP1B-AA-1213-10,

Amending Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-025

2.59.(1s)

A

D

This Item was presented and 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 for the CMIA 1-15 Ranchero Road Interchange
project (PPNO 0172I)

YELLOW BOOK ITEM

63

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SLPP
allocation for the Bear Valley Road/Deep Creek Road Intersection
project, originally approved for $92,000 on October 26, 2011, by
$4,000 to $88,000 to reflect contract award savings.

Resolution SLP1B-AA-1213-07,

Amending Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-08

2.59.(10e

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

64

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SLPP
allocation for the Silva Valley Parkway Widening project, originally
approved for $993,000 on April 7, 2010, by $628,000 to $365,000
to reflect contract award savings.

Resolution SLP1B-AA-1213-08,

Amending Resolution SLP1B-A-0910-03

2.5g.(10f)

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

65

Technical correction to Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-01, originally
approved on August 22, 2012 for two locally administered SLPP
projects totaling $3,920,000. A technical correction is needed for

Project 1 — Peyton Drive Widening project in San Bernardino, to
correctly show the project location beginning at “Peyton Drive from

Chino Hills Parkway (State Route 142) to Eucalyptus Avenue”.

2.9a.

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

66

Technical correction to Resolution MFP-12-01, originally approved
IAugust 22, 2012 for $439,000 for the Modoc Transportation STIP
Transit project (PPNO 2249) in Modoc County. A technical
correction is needed to correct the project description. There is no

change the amount originally allocated for the project.

2.9b.

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:

Technical correction to Resolution MFP-12-01, originally approved August 22, 2012 for $439,000 for the Modoc Transportation STIP
Transit project (PPNO 2249 2449) in Modoc County.

--Revise Agenda Language and Book Item; PPNO should be 2449 not 2249. Attachment is correct.
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67

Technical correction to Resolution FP-11-48, originally approved
on April 26, 2012 for $39,117,000 for 11 SHOPP projects. A
technical correction is needed for Project 10 (PPNO 0106B) in
Alameda County to revised the Project ID and EA for the project.

2.9c.

A

D

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

68

Technical correction to Resolution FP-11-62, originally approved
on May 23, 2012 for $65,622,000 for 18 SHOPP projects. A
technical correction is needed for Project 12 (PPNO 0045H) in
Alameda County to revise the Project ID and EA for the project.

2.9d.

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

69

Technical correction to Resolution SHOP1B-A-1112-004, originally
approved May 3, 2012 for $5,000,000 for the Eastbound 1-580
HOV Lane (Segment 3) (PPNO 0832M) project in Alameda County
to revise the Project ID and EA for the project.

2.9e.

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

70

Technical correction to Resolution TLSP1B-A-1213-01, originally
approved September 27, 2012 for $7,500,000 for the San Mateo
County Smart Corridor — Segment 2 TLSP project. A technical

correction is needed to correct the Budget Item Number and
Program Code for the project which were listed incorrectly at the
time of allocation.

2.9f.

This Item was presented and approved as part of the Consent Calendar.

END OF CONSENT CALENDAR

PROGRAM STATUS

71

2012 Third Quarter Bay Area Toll Bridge Progress and Financial
Update

3.10

Stephen Maller

CTC Deputy Director Stephen Maller presented 2012 Third Quarter Bay Area Toll Bridge Progress and Financial Update.

72

Status Update on the Trade Corridor Investment Fund (TCIF)
Projects

3.5

Stephen Maller
Kenneth Kao
Patricia Chen
Jose Nuncio

A

D/R

CTC Deputy Director Stephen Maller, Kenneth Kao, Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Patricia Chen, Los Angeles

Metropolitan Transportation Authority, Jose Nuncio San Diego Association of Governments, gave a status update on

Trade Corridor Investment Fund (TCIF) Projects

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:

Status Update on the TCIF Projects

YELLOW BOOK ITEM
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73 Proposition 1B — Quarterly Reports 3.9 gtephheln':l\/llaller ' D
--Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (3.9a.) achel Falsett
--Route 99 Corridor (3.9b.)
--Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Program (3.9¢.)
--State-Local Partnership Program (3.9d.)
--Traffic Light Synchronization Program (3.9e.)
--Highway-Rail Crossing Safety Account (3.9f.)
--Intercity Rail Improvement Program (3.9g.)
--Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (3.9h.)
Caltrans Division Chief of Programming Rachel Falsetti gave an update on Proposition 1B Quarterly Reports.
74 First Quarter FY 2012-13 — Finance Report 3.6 Mitchell Weiss ' D
Steven Keck
Caltrans, Division of Budgets, Chief Steven Keck gave the First Quarter FY 2012-13 — Finance Report
POLICY MATTERS
75 Budget and Allocation Capacity Update 4.2 Mitchell Weiss I D
Steven Keck
Caltrans, Division of Budgets, Chief Steven Keck gave an update on the Budge and Allocation Capacity.
76 Status of 2004-06 Appropriation Act Federal Earmark Projects 4.3 Mitchell Weiss I D
Denix Anbiah

CTC Deputy Director Mitchell Weiss and Caltrans Division Chief of Local Assistance Denix Anbiah discussed the Status

of 2004-06 Appropriation Act Federal Earmark Projects.

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:

Status of 2004-06 Appropriation Act Federal Earmark Projects PINK REPLACEMENT ITEM
77 State-Local Partnership Program - 2012-13 Competitive Program -9 Laurel Janssen A C
Amendment
Resolution SLP1B-P-1213-06

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Earp Vote result: 8-0

Second: Alvarado Absent: Dunn, Frommer, Ghielmetti

78 State-Local Partnership Program - Formula Program Amendment (410 Laurel Janssen A C
Resolution SLP1B-P-1213-07

Recommendation: Approval

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Earp Vote result: 8-0

Second: Alvarado Absent: Dunn, Frommer, Ghielmetti

79 /Adoption of Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account Program 4.7 Teresa Favila A C

Baseline Agreements
Resolution GS1B-P-1213-03

Recommendation: Approval

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Alvarado Vote result: 9-0

Second: Inman Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
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30 Adoption of the Amendment to the Trade Corridors Improvement #.5 Stephen Maller A C

Fund Program — Port of West Sacramento
Resolution TCIF-P-1213-18

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0
Second: Earp Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
Action Item:

Caltrans and CTC Staff — All future items should provide more information regarding environmental challenges to project
delivery both cost and time at the request of Commissioner Earp

31 /Adoption of the Amendment to the Corridor Mobility Improvement @46 Stephen Maller A C
/Account Program - Devore Interchange & I-405 HOV Lane Project

Resolution CMIA-P-1213-03
(Related Items under Tabs 82, 83, & 84.)

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 81-84

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0

Second: Inman Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Proposition 1B CMIA Project Amendments for Action — Design/Build

82 IAdoption of the Corridor Mobility Improvement Account Baseline @11 Stephen Maller A C
IAgreement - Devore
Resolution CMIA-P-1213-04B

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 81-84

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0

Second: Inman Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Financial Allocation Amendment for a Design/Build SHOPP Project

83 Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SHOPP 2.50.(2)  Stephen Maller A D
allocation for construction by up to $137,608,000 for the 1-15 Rachel Falsetti
\Widening and Devore Interchange Reconstruction project (PPNO
0170M), in San Bernardino County.

Resolution FA-12-15,

Amending Resolution FP-12-03
(Related Items under Tabs 81, 82, & 84.)

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 81-84

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0

Second: Inman Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Adenda” handout as follows:
Financial Allocation Amendment (SHOPP) for the I-15 Widening and Devore Interchange YELLOW BOOK ITEM
Reconstruction project (PPNO 0170M)

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B CMIA Projects — Design/Build

16
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84 Financial Allocation: Up to $137,608,000 for the multi-funded 1-15 [2-59-(1a) |Stephen Maller A D
\Widening and Devore Interchange Reconstruction project (PPNO Rachel Falsetti
0170M) in San Bernardino County, on the State Highway System.
Contributions from other sources: $45,293,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1213-03
(Related Items under Tabs 81, 82, & 83.)

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 81-84

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0

Second: Inman Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Adenda” handout as follows:
Financial Allocation for the multi-funded 1-15 Widening and Devore Interchange YELLOW BOOK ITEM
Reconstruction project (PPNO 0170M)

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

85 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(1)  |Susan Bransen A C
12 — Orange County

La Pata Avenue Gap Closure and Camino Del Rio Extension
Extend La Pata Avenue and Camino Del Rio in the City of San

Clemente, Orange County. (FEIR) (SLPP)
Resolution E-12-69

Recommendation: Approval of ltems 85-86
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0
Second: Alvarado Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
36 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(2)  |Susan Bransen A C

08 — Riverside County Foothill Parkway Extension

Extend Foothill Parkway as a four lane roadway for approximately
2 miles in the City of Corona and unincorporated Riverside County.
(FEIR) (SLPP)

Resolution E-12-70

Recommendation: Approval of ltems 85-86

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0

Second: Alvarado Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

STIP Program/Project Amendments/Approvals for Notice

37 The Modoc County Transportation Commission and the Plumas ~ [2.1b.(1)  |Mitchell Weiss I D
County Transportation Commission propose to amend the 2012 Rachel Falsetti
STIP to program $30,000 in Plumas County RIP TE from Modoc
County (PPNO 2437) to R/W Support for the Greenville SR 89
Rehabilitation project (PPNO 3355) in Plumas County.

STIP Amendment 12S-011

CTC Deputy Director Mitchell Weiss noticed this item and will be placed on the agenda at a future meeting.
17



CTC MEETING MINUTES

Decemgrsp-6 2012

38 The Department and Modoc County Transportation Commission  [2.1b.(2)
propose to amend the 2012 STIP to delete two projects in Modoc
County: the Alturas Route 299 Widening project (PPNO 3368) and
the Route 299/139 Canby Highway Advisory Radio project (PPNO
3382).

STIP Amendment 12S-012

Mitchell Weiss
Rachel Falsetti

CTC Deputy Director Mitchell Weiss noticed this item and will be placed on the agenda at a future meeting.

Proposition 1B CMIA Project Amendments for Action

89 The Department and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan 2.1c.(1f)
Transportation Authority propose to amend the CMIA baseline
agreement for the Route 405 Northbound HOV Lane project
(PPNO 0851G) in Los Angeles County to update the project
funding plan, per AB 3x 20, and delivery schedule.

Resolution CMIA-PA-1213-15, Amending

Resolutions CMIA-PA-0910-029 and CMIA-AA-1112-016.
(Related item under Tab 81.)

Stephen Maller
Rachel Falsetti

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 89 and 104

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Inman Vote result: 9-0
Second: Burke Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Proposition 1B TCIF Project Amendments for Action

90 The Port of Los Angeles proposes to amend the TCIF baseline 2.1c.(5b)
agreement for Project 32- Segment 2 (West Basin Road Rail
IAccess Improvements, Segment 2 - Berth 200 Rail Yard Track
Connections [PPNO TC32A]) to update the delivery schedule.
Resolution TCIF-P-1213-20,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-1213-08

Stephen Maller
William Mosby

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 90, 92-97

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0

Second: Guardino Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

91 The City of Banning proposes to amend the TCIF baseline 2.1c.(5¢)
agreement for Project 46 (Sunset Avenue Grade Separation
[PPNO 1122]) to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding
plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-21,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B

Stephen Maller
William Mosby

This Item was withdrawn.

92 Riverside County proposes to amend the TCIF baseline 2.1c.(5d)
agreement for Project 48 (Avenue 56 Grade Separation on Yuma
Subdivision of UPR Mainline [PPNO 1124]) to update the delivery
schedule, cost, and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-22,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B

Stephen Maller
William Mosby
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Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 90, 92-97

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0

Second: Guardino Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

93 Riverside County proposes to amend the TCIF baseline 2.1c.(5¢)  |Stephen Maller A D
agreement for Project 50 (Clay Street Railroad Grade Separation William Mosby
[PPNO 1126]) to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding
plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-23,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 90, 92-97

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0

Second: Guardino Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

94 The City of Riverside proposes to amend the TCIF baseline 2.1c.(5f)  Stephen Maller A D
agreement for Project 51 (Riverside Avenue Grade Separation William Mosby
[PPNO 1127]) to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding
plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-24,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 90, 92-97

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0

Second: Guardino Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
TCIF project amendment for the City of Riverside (PPNO 1127)
--Revise Book Item; page 4, resolution TCIF-P-1112-24 should be TCIF-P-1213-24. Agenda is correct.

95 The City of Riverside proposes to amend the TCIF baseline 2.1c.(59) |Stephen Maller A D
agreement for Project 53 (Magnolia Avenue Railroad Grade William Mosby
Separation [PPNO 1129]) to update the delivery schedule, cost,
and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-25,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 90, 92-97
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0

Second: Guardino Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

96 The Riverside County Transportation Commission and the City of [2.1c.(5)  |Stephen Maller A D
Coachella propose to amend the TCIF baseline agreement for William Mosby

Project 85 (Avenue 52 Grade Separation [PPNO 1142]) to update
the delivery schedule.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-30,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-1112-08B

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 90, 92-97

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0

Second: Guardino Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
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97 The Department proposes to amend the TCIF baseline agreement [2.1c.(5m) Stephen Maller A D
for Project 68 — Segment 1 (SR11/SR 905 Freeway Connectors Rachel Falseti

[PPNO 0999A]) in San Diego County, to update the post mile limits
and project description.

Resolution TCIF-P-1213-31,

Amending Resolution TCIF-P-1112-40

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 90, 92-97

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Assemi Vote result: 9-0

Second: Guardino Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Proposition 1B HRCSA Project Amendments for Action

98 The Alameda Corridor-East Construction Authority proposes to 2.1c.(7a) [Teresa Favila A D
amend the HRCSA baseline agreement for the Nogales Street Bill Bronte
Grade Separation project in the City of Industry, to update the
project cost and schedule.

Resolution GS1B-P-1213-04,

Amending Resolution GS1B-P-1112-06

Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Alvarado Vote result: 9-0
Second: Burke Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
99 The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to amend [2.1c.(7b)  [Teresa Favila A D
the HRCSA baseline agreement for the San Clemente Beach Trail Bill Bronte
Crossings Safety Enhancement project to update the project
schedule.
Resolution GS1B-P-1213-05,
Amending Resolution GS1B-P-1112-11

This ltem was withdrawn.

Financial Allocations for District Projects

100 Financial Allocation: $2,383,000 for three District Minor Projects. [2-5a. Mitchell Weiss A D
Resolution FP-12-27 Rachel Falsetti

Recommendation: Approval

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0

Second: Assemi Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects

101 Financial Allocation: $65,056,000 for 11 SHOPP projects, as 2.5b.(1)  |Mitchell Weiss A D

follows: Rachel Falsetti

--$15,855,000 for seven SHOPP projects.

--$49,201,000 for four projects amended into the SHOPP by
Departmental action.

Resolution FP-12-28
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Recommendation: Approval

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Earp Vote result: 9-0

Second: Inman Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:

Financial Allocation SHOPP projects:
--Revise Book Item; Budget Act of 2011, should be Budget Act of 2012. Vote list is correct.

Financial Allocations for STIP Projects

102 Financial Allocation: $4,300,000 for the State administered 2.5¢.(1)  |Mitchell Weiss D
Estrella River Bridge Replacement (PPNO 0226E) STIP project in Rachel Falsetti
San Luis Obispo, on the State Highway System.
Resolution FP-12-29
Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Alvarado Vote result: 9-0
Second: Earp Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
103 Financial Allocations: $1,341,000 for 11 locally administered 2.5¢.(3) Mitchell Weiss D
STIP projects off the State Highway System, as follows: Rachel Falsetti
--$145,000 for two STIP projects.
--$1,134,000 for seven STIP Transportation Enhancement
projects.
--$62,000 for two STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring
projects.
Contributions from other sources: $101,000
Resolution FP-12-30
Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Earp Vote result: 9-0
Second: Frommer Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
Financial Allocations for Supplemental Funds
104 Financial Allocation: $26,100,000 for the locally administered I-  [2.59.(1p)  |Stephen Maller D
405 Carpool Lane 1-10 to US 101 (Northbound) CMIA project Rachel Falsetti
(PPNO 0851G) in Los Angeles County, on the State Highway
System.
Resolution CMIA-A-1213-04
(Related Items under Tabs 81 & 89.)
Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 89 and 104
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Inman Vote result: 9-0
Second: Burke Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
105 The Department is requesting an additional allocation of 2.1c.(2h)  |Stephen Maller D

$1,402,000 from the SR 99 Corridor Bond Program Reserve and 29" Rachel Falsetti
an amendment to the SR 99 Corridor Bond Program Baseline
Agreement for the SR 99/Avenue 12 Interchange project (PPNO
5346) in Madera County, and to revise the project funding plan.
Resolution R99-A-1213-03

Resolution R99-PA-1213-09,

Amending Resolution R99-PA-1112-011
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Recommendation: Approval

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0

Second: Assemi Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Decemgrsp-6 2012

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:

Financial allocation and Baseline Amendment for the SR 99/Avenue 12 Interchange (PPNO 5346) SR99 project
--Revise Book Item, Page 2, first sentence to read as: After this request and-a-concurrentrequestforthe Tulare to-Goshen-6-Lane-

North-Segmentproject{PPNO-6400A-are is approved by the Commission, the Reserve balance will stand at $64,098,000

$67,598,000.
--Agenda Language, Attachment and Vote List are correct.

106 The Department is requesting an additional allocation of 2.1c.(2i)/
$3,500,000 from the SR 99 Corridor Bond Program Reserve and 2-50.(2)
an amendment to the SR 99 Corridor Bond Program Baseline
IAgreement for the Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane North Segment
project (PPNO 6400A) in Tulare County to revise the project
funding plan.

Resolution R99-A-1213-04

Resolution R99-PA-1213-10, Amending Resolution R99-P-1112-
001

Stephen Maller
Rachel Falsetti

This ltem was withdrawn.

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B LBSRA Projects

107 Financial Allocation: $4,040,741 for Proposition 1B Local Bridge [2-59-(4)
Seismic Retrofit Program Bond Lump Sum for Federal Fiscal Year
2012-13. Resolution LSB1B-A-1213-01

Stephen Maller
Denix Anbiah

Recommendation: Approval

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Earp Vote result: 9-0

Second: Assemi Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B TCIF Projects

108 Financial Allocation: $12,705,000 for TCIF Project 87 - Cargo 2.59.(5)
Transportation Improvements Emission Reduction Program —

Phase 1 (PPNO TC87A) a locally administered TCIF Rail project in
Los Angeles County. Contributions from other sources:
$13,990,000.

Resolution TCIF-A-1213-03

Stephen Maller
Rachel Falsetti

Recommendation: Approval

Action Taken: Approved

Motion: Frommer Vote result: 9-0

Second: Inman Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B SLPP Projects

109 Financial Allocation: $6,612,000 for nine locally administered 2.59.(10a)
SLPP projects, off the State Highway System. Contributions from
other sources: $6,844,000.

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-10

Laurel Janssen
Denix Anbiah
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Recommendation: Approval of ltems 109-110
Action Taken: Approved
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Motion: Guardino Vote result: 9-0
Second: Frommer Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
110 Financial Allocation: $5,505,000 for the locally administered 2.59.(10b) |Laurel Janssen D
Replacement of 1998 Gillig Buses SLPP Transit project in San Denix Anbiah
Mateo County. Contributions from other sources: $7,750,000.
Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-11
Recommendation: Approval of ltems 109-110
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Guardino Vote result: 9-0
Second: Frommer Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
111 Financial Allocation: $1,000,000 for the locally administered Silva [2-59-(10¢) |Laurel Janssen D
Valley Parkway/US 50 Interchange (PPNO 3302) SLPP project in Denix Anbiah
El Dorado County, on the State Highway System.
Contributions from other sources: $35,000,000.
Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-12
This Item was withdrawn.
112 Financial Allocation: $18,191,000 for the locally administered I- ~ [2.59.(10d) |Laurel Janssen D
5/Cosumnes River Boulevard Interchange (PPNO 03-3L42) Denix Anbiah
SLPP/STIP project in Sacramento County, on the State Highway
System. Contributions from other sources: $64,255,000.
Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-13
Resolution FP-12-31
Recommendation: Approval
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Alvarado Vote result: 9-0
Second: Frommer Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
Financial Allocations for STIP Transit Projects
113 Financial Allocation: $108,768,000 for three locally administered [?-6a. Laurel Janssen D
STIP transit projects. Contributions from other sources: Jane Perez
$259,416,152.
Resolution MFP-12-04
Recommendation: Approve
Action Taken: Approved
Motion: Guardino Vote result: 9-0
Second: Assemi Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
Reguest to Extend the Period of Contract Award
114 Request to extend the period of contact award for five SHOPP 2.8b.(1)  |Laurel Janssen D
projects for $20,047,000, per Resolution G-06-08. Rachel Falsetti
Waiver 12-66

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 114-117 with changes
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Action Taken: Approved with changes

Motion: Earp Vote result: 9-0
Second: Frommer Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
Extension Recommendations
P;oj PPNO )C/:ount Agency Request Caltrans CTC Staff Notes
1 05-1963 SCR Caltrans 6 months 6 months 6 months Specifications changed.
04- Withdrawn prior to meeting
2 0425G SCL Caltrans 6 months 6 months n/a - project awarded.
Withdrawn prior to meeting
3 02-3291 SIS Caltrans 6 months 6 months n/a - project awarded.
4 11-0842 IMP Caltrans 3 months 3 months 3 months Site c_ondmons changed due
to Railroad.
5 04-0485K SCL Caltrans 6 months 6 months 6 months Delay due to utility relocation.
Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
Request to extend the period of contact award for five SHOPP projects
» Project 2 (PPNO 04-0425G) Withdrawn prior to CTC Meeting
» Project 3 (PPNO 02-3291) Withdrawn prior to CTC Meeting
115 Request to extend the period of contract award for three locally 2.8b.(2)  |Laurel Janssen A D
administered STIP TE projects for $3,541,000, per Resolution G- Rachel Falsetti
06-08.
Waiver 12-67
Recommendation: Approval of ltems 114-117 with changes
Action Taken: Approved with changes
Motion: Earp Vote result: 9-0
Second: Frommer Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
Extension Recommendations
PLOJ PPNO )(/:ount Agency Request Caltrans CTC Staff Notes
Delay in determination of
01- landscaping due to California
1 0302M HUM Arcata 6 months 6 months 6 months Coastal Commission permit
requirements.
. Withdrawn prior to meeting
2 06-6553 KERN Arvin 6 months 6 months n/a - project awarded.
3 08-4434K SBDO SANBAG 6 months 6 months 6 months Pending approval of SCAG

FTIP amendment.

Changes to this item were listed on the pink “Changes to CTC Agenda” handout as follows:
Request to extend the period of contract award for three locally administered STIP TE projects
» Project 2 (PPNO 06-6553) Withdrawn prior to CTC Meeting

116 Request to extend the period of contract award for 12 locally- 2.8b.3)  |Laurel Janssen A D
administered STIP projects for $22,635,000, per Resolution Denix Anbiah
G 06-08.
Waiver 12-68

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 114-117 with changes
Action Taken: Approved with changes

Motion: Earp Vote result: 9-0
Second: Frommer Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti
Extension Recommendations
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PLOJ PPNO )(/:ou nt Agency Request Caltrans CTC Staff Notes
Shasta - )
1 02-2490 SHA County 3 months 3 months 3 months Delay due to utility relocation.
Delay due to splitting project
2 04-2011F CC Hercules 9 months 9 months 9 months into two contracts (FTA and
FHWA).
Delay due to splitting project
3 04-2025E CC Hercules 9 months 9 months 9 months into two contracts (FTA and
FHWA).
4 04-2025F cc El Cerrito 4 months 4 months 4 months Delay in processing Federal
Authorization (E-76).
Delay due to utility and project
5 06-6556 KERN Kern County 3 months 3 months 3 months coordination with multiple
parties.
Delay due to loss of
6 07-4090 LA Culver City 9 months 9 months 9 months redevelopment funds and
identification of replacement
funds.
Mono Delay due to inclement
7 09-2558 MONO County 6 months 6 months 6 months weather conditions.
Mono Delay due to inclement
8 09-2021 MONO County 6 months 6 months 6 months weather conditions.
9 10-0205 SJ Stockton 6 months 6 months 6 months Delay due to utility relocation.
Delay due to PUC and
10 11-7421S SD SANDAG 20 months 20 months 20 months Railroad agreements.
Delay due to processing of
11 11-7421z2 SD SANDAG 3 months 3 months 3 months Federal Authorization (E-76)
and bidding inquiries.
Mission Delay due to need to resubmit
12 12-2135Y OR Vieio 2 months 2 months 2 months authorization package
! (missing CCC requirement).
117 Request to extend the period of contract award for $750,000 for ~ [2.80.(4)  |Laurel Janssen A D
the 10" Avenue Widening and Reconstruction project in the city of Denix Anbiah

Hanford, per SLPP Guidelines.
Waiver 12-69

Recommendation: Approval of Iltems 114-117 with changes
Action Taken: Approved with changes

Motion: Earp
Second: Frommer

Vote result: 9-0

Absent: Dunn, Ghielmetti

Extension Recommendations
P;#OJ PPNO ;:OU nt Agency Request Caltrans CTC Staff Notes
Delay due to utility relocation,
which will not be complete
1 N/A KINGS Hanford 15 months 15 months 15 months until December 2013.

Additional 3 months requested
so as to award in spring for
construction in summer.

QTHER MATTERS / PUBLIC COMMENT

Commissioner Assemi thanked Caltrans staff, CTC staff working with the eight COGs to take a looks at funds for SR-99.

1.00 pm

Adjourn
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Chair Tavaglione adjourned the meeting at 10:32 am.

BIMLA G. RHINEHART, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR

DATE
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TAB 5

1.3

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’'S REPORT

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



TAB 6

1.4

COMMISSION REPORTS

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



TAB 7

M emorandum
To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Date: January 8, 2013
From: BIMLA G. RHINEHART File 15
Executive Director Action

Subject: Meeting for Compensation for November 2012 (October 31 — November 29, 2012)

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

The following list of meetingsis being submitted for Commission approval.

Commission Meeting Activities:

Bob Alvarado
e November 7 —Meeting re: Caldecott Update w/Randy Iwasaki and Ross Chittendon. Oakland.

Darius Assemi

e November 19 — Meeting re: SR 99 Bond Savings w/Ted Smalley, Executive Director/Tulare County
Association of Governments, Patricia Taylor, Executive Director/Madera County Transportation
Commission; Carlos Yamzon, Interim Executive Director/Stanislaus Council of Governments,
Marjie Kirn, Interim Executive Director/Merced County Association of Governments, Tony Boren,
Executive Director/Fresno Council of Governments, Michael Sigala, Principal/Sigala Inc. Fresno.

¢ November 21 — Teleconference re: CTC meeting w/Andre Boutros and CTC staff. Fresno.

Yvonne Burke

¢ November 1 — Attended Groundbreaking Ceremony for the San Gabriel Trench Grade Separation
Project w/Supervisor Mike Antonovich, David Gutierrez, ACE Chair Cong Judy Chu, Ed Royce,
State Senator, Mayor John Fasana, Carol Liu, Ed Hernandez, Commissioner Inman. Alameda East
Corridor.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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e November 7 —Meeting re: Metro Express Lane-Business Roundtable update w/Mayor Antonio
Villaraigosa, Hilary Norton, James Thomas, President Fixing Angelenos Stuck in Traffic, Mayor
John Fasana. Los Angeles.

e November 27 — Teleconference re: CMIA Savings I-5, CTC Agenda Item 81, backfill CMIA
Savings move to Devore Project w/Mike Miles, Caltrans Regional Director. Los Angeles.

L ucetta Dunn

e November5— Meeting re: state transportation issues w/Commission Inman, Art Leahy and Michael
Turner. Anaheim.

e November 6 — Toured Rancho Mission Viegjo w/Darrell Johnson, OCTA and Dan Kelly, RMV.
Mission Vigo.

e November 7 — Teleconference re: opening of express lanes on Metro Express Lanes Business
Roundtable w/Hillary Norton. Irvine.

e November 16 — Teleconference re: Transportation Finance Subcommittee Meeting w/Ruby Moreno.
Irvine.

e November 20 — Attended OCTA Gene Autry Way Bridge Dedication. Spoke at event. Anaheim.

e November 28 — Meeting re: transportation issues w/Disney staff Carrie Nocellaand Adam Gilbert,
Anaheim.

Jim Earp
e No additional meetings to report for this period.

Dario Frommer
e No additional meetings to report for this period.

James Ghie metti
e November 13 — Teleconference re; Measure B-2 w/Art Dao, ACTA. Pleasanton.

Carl Guardino

e November 14 — Meeting re: Bay Areawide transportation improvement and planning
w/Congressmember Ellen Tsucher. San Jose.

e November 20 — Meeting re: Bay Areawide transportation plan and improvement w/Bay Area
Council CEO Jim Wunderman. San Francisco.

e November 29 — Meeting re: BART to Silicon Valley and High-Speed Rail w/MTC commissioner
Sam Licardo. San Jose.

Fran Inman

e November 1 — Attended ACE Groundbreaking ceremony. San Gabriel.

e November 2 — Attended Silicon Valley Leadership meeting. Santa Clara.

e November 5— Teleconference re: Improving Freight Infrastructure. City of Industry.

e November 5 — Meseting re: State Transportation Issues w/Lucy Dunn, Art Leahy, Michael Turner.
Anaheim.

e November 7 — Attended PMSA Women in Logistics meeting re: Focus of the Future Conference.
Oakland.

e November 12 — Attended CTC dinner. Laguna Beach.
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e November 15— Speaker at Milken Institute panel. Beverly Hills.
e November 28 — Spoke at ITS Freight Working Group. Rancho Dominguez.

Joseph Tavaglione
e No additional meetings to report for this period.

JamesWaring

e November 9 — Attended Project Briefingsre: 1-15/Mid City BRT Station & Border Projects w/Gary
Gallegos, Laurie Berman, Jim Linthicum, Jose Nuncio, Muggs Stoll, Gustavo Dallarda, Mario Orso,
Barrow Emerson. San Diego.

e November 11-13 — Attended Focus of the Future Conference. Newport Beach.



TAB 8

1.12

ELCTION OF CHAIR AND VICE CHAIR

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



TAB 9

1.6

REPORT BY AGENCY SECRETARY
AND/OR DEPUTY SECRETARY

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THISITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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1.7

REPORT BY CALTRANS DIRECTOR
AND/OR DEPUTY DIRECTOR

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THISITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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1.11

REPORT BY UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

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



TAB 12

1.8

REPORT BY REGIONAL
AGENCIESMODERATOR

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



TAB 13

1.9

REPORT BY RURAL COUNTIES
TASK FORCE CHAIR

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



TAB 14

1.10

REPORT BY SELF-HELP COUNTIES
COALITION MODERATOR

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



To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 15

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013

Reference No.: 4.1
Action

BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

STATE AND FEDERAL LEGISLATION

ISSUE:

1.) Does the California Transportation Commission (Commission) have comments to the
legislation identified and monitored by staff? The State Legislature convened on December 3,
2012 for an organizational session and returned from winter recess on January 7, 2013 to begin
the first year of a new two-year session. Attachment A of this book item provides a tentative
schedule and Attachment B provides a list of legislation staff is monitoring.

2.) Should the Commission adopt a support position on Senate Constitutional Amendment (SCA)
4 by Senator Liu and SCA 8 by Senator Corbett? SCA 4 and 8 would provide that the
imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a local government for the purpose of
providing funding for transportation projects would require the approval of 55% of its voters.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends that the Commission:

1.) Accept the staff report and provide direction to staff on legislation of interest to it.

2.) Adopt the following positions:
SCA 4 - Support
SCA 8 — Support

SUMMARY':

SCA 4 (Liu) — Local government transportation projects: special taxes: voter approval

This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a local
government for the purpose of providing funding for local transportation projects requires the
approval of 55% of its voters voting on the proposition. The measure would also make conforming
and technical, non-substantive changes.

Bill Status: Introduced December 3, 2012. Not yet in Committee.
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January 8, 2013
Page 2 of 3

SCA 8 (Corbett) — Transportation projects: special taxes: voter approval

This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a local
government for the purpose of providing funding for transportation projects requires the approval
of 55% of its voters voting on the proposition. The measure would also make conforming and
technical, non-substantive changes.

Bill Status: Introduced December 14, 2012. Not yet in Committee.

Several counties are giving serious consideration to new transportation sales tax measures to help
fund critical transportation needs, but prospects for success are slim in the face of a two-thirds
voter approval requirement. Many small counties have won majority votes for local transportation
improvement sales taxes, but were unable to make the two-thirds requirement. SCA 4 and SCA 8
both seek to provide counties with the ability to raise funding for transportation projects through a
majority vote. SCA 4 specifies the use of funding for local transportation projects and SCA 8
specifies the use of funding for transportation projects. As a result of both measures, local-initiated
funding would reduce highway congestion, improve public transportation, and assist in funding
critical transportation needs of the state. The loss of local sales tax as a viable revenue source for
transportation purposes will only increase the funding burden on the state

Draft letters for the Commission Chair’s signature are provided in Attachments C and D, along
with copies of the constitutional amendments.

BACKGROUND:

The Commission approved criteria to guide Commission staff in monitoring legislation and
selecting bills that should be brought forward for Commission consideration. 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.

e Funding/Financing - funding or a funding mechanism for transportation (capital and
operations)

e Environmental Mitigation - implementation of greenhouse gas emissions reduction and
transportation (e.g., AB 32), and/or involve the environmental process and transportation (e.g.,
CEQA)

e Planning - implementation of transportation and land use planning (e.g., SB 375)

e Project Delivery - changes to the way transportation projects are delivered

Additional criteria for bringing a bill forward include:

e Direct Impact to Commission - changes in Commission responsibility, policy impact or
operations

e 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



TAB 15

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 4.1

January 8, 2013
Page 3 of 3

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

A — 2013 Tentative Legislative Schedule

B — Status of State and Federal Legislation

C — SCA 4 Draft Letter of Support and Constitutional Amendment
D — SCA 8 Draft Letter of Support and Constitutional Amendment



January 7
February 22
March 21
April 1

April 26

May 10

May 17

May 24

May 24
May 31
June 15

July 3

August 5

August 9

August 16

August 30
September 6
September 13
September 13

October 13

TAB 15
ATTACHMENT A

2013 TENTATIVE LEGISLATIVE CALENDAR

Legislature reconvenes (first-year of new two-year session begins)
Last day for bills to be introduced

Spring Recess

Legislature reconvenes from Spring Recess

Last day for policy committees to hear and report to fiscal committees
fiscal bills introduced in their house

Last day for policy committees to meet and report to the floor non-fiscal
bills introduced in their house

Last day for policy committees to meet prior to June 3

Last day for fiscal committees to meet and report to the floor bills
introduced in their house

Last day for fiscal committees to meet prior to June 3
Last day for bills to pass out of house of origin
Budget Bill must pass by midnight

Summer Recess begins on adjournment provided Budget Bill has been
passed

Legislature reconvenes from Summer Recess

Last day for policy committees to hear and report to fiscal committees
fiscal bills

Last day for policy committees to hear and report to the floor non-fiscal
bills

Last day for fiscal committees to hear and report bills
Last day to amend bills on the floor

Last day for any bill to be passed

Interim Recess begins on adjournment

Last day for Governor to sign or veto bills passed by the Legislature on or
before September 13 and in the Governor’s possession after September 13

1



ATTACHMENT B

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION TAB4S1 of 1
Status of State Legislation
January 8, 2013 Commission Meeting
New Legislation Introduced
FUNDING/FINANCING
Bill # Author Bill Title Subject Status
SCA4 Liu Local Government | This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a local Last Action
Transportation government for the purpose of providing funding for local transportation projects requires the Introduced in Senate
Projects: Special approval of 55% of its voters voting on the proposition. The measure would also make conforming December 3, 2012
;axes. Vloter and technical, non-substantive changes. Curr_ent Location -
pprova Not yet assigned to committee
SCA6 DeSaulnier and Initiative Measures: | This measure would prohibit an initiative measure that would result in a net increase in state or Last Action
Wolk Funding Source local government costs, other than costs attributable to the issuance, sale or repayment of bonds, Introduced in Senate
from being submitted to the electors or having any effect unless and until the Legislative Analyst December 3, 2012
and the Director of Finance jointly determine that the initiative measure provides for additional c .
. . . urrent Location
revenues in an amount that meets or exceeds the net increase in costs. Not yet assigned to committee
SCAS8 Corbett Transportation This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a local Last Action
Projects: Special government for the purpose of providing funding for transportation projects requires the approval Introduced in Senate
Taxes: Voter of 55% of its voters voting on the proposition. The measure would also make conforming and December 14, 2012
Approval technical, non-substantive changes. Current Location
Not yet assigned to committee
HR 6662 Blumenauer Motor Vehicle Fuel | Directs the Secretary of the Treasury to establish a pilot program to study alternatives to the Last Action

Tax Alternative
Pilot Program

current system of taxing motor vehicle fuels, including systems based on the number of miles
traveled by each vehicle. Staff is awaiting full text of the bill to become available.

Introduced in House
December 13, 2012

Current Location
House Committee on Science,
Space and Technology

DIRECT IMPACT TO COMMISSION

Bill # Author Bill Title Subject Status

AB 14 Lowenthal State Freight Plan This bill would require the Business Transportation and Housing Agency (Agency) to prepare a )
state freight plan with specified elements to govern the immediate and long-range planning Last Action
activities and capital investments of the state with respect to the movement of freight. The bill also Introduced in Senate
requires the Agency to establish a freight advisory committee which will include participation December 3, 2012
from the Commission. The initial state freight plan would be submitted to the Legislature, the Current Location
Governor, and certain state agencies, including the Commission, by December 31, 2014, and Not yet assigned to committee
updated every 5 years thereafter

SCA1 Wyland State Auditor: This measure would require the California State Auditor to biennially conduct a specified

Duties

financial audit and performance evaluation of each state program, including the administration or
oversight of that program by the department or agency that is responsible for the program, and
submit a report of the results of that financial audit and performance evaluation to the Legislature,
as prescribed. This measure would require the committee that considers the budget in each house
of the Legislature to meet and consider recommendations made in each performance evaluation
within 90 days of submission by the California State Auditor. This measure would require the
California State Auditor to make each financial audit and performance evaluation available to the
public on an Internet Web site and in hardcopy format and require the Legislature to appropriate to
the California State Auditor's Office funds as necessary to implement these provisions

Last Action
Introduced in Senate
December 3, 2012

Current Location
Not yet assigned to committee

As of December 19, 2012
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January 14, 2013

The Honorable Carol Liu
Member of the Senate
State Capitol, Room 5061
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Support Senate Constitutional Amendment (SCA) 4
Dear Senator Liu:

As part of its statutory charge, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) advises the
Administration and the Legislature in formulating and evaluating state policies and plans for
California’s transportation programs. | am writing to inform you that the Commission, at its January
8, 2013 meeting, adopted a support position on SCA 4. The Commission applauds your leadership on
this issue in light of our dwindling resources and growing transportation system demands.

The useful life of the existing system, which represents decades of major investments, is placed
at risk due to the lack of necessary funding to meet basic maintenance, operation and
rehabilitation needs. Congestion in urban areas, safety and unexpected delays in rural areas, and
growing challenges of freight movement are only a few examples of the compelling issues facing
California’s transportation agencies. Our existing transportation system continues to deteriorate
while demand increases, adversely affecting mobility, commerce, quality of life, the environment
and the operational efficiency of key transportation assets.

Sales tax investments, directed towards local transportation needs, have proven to provide
tremendous benefit to the overall state transportation system. Funds generated from sales tax
measures serve to reduce congestion, improve public transportation, and enable local
governments to better address the critical transportation needs of the state. The Commission is
concerned that passing new or extending existing transportation sales tax measures in the face of
a two-thirds voter approval requirement has proven difficult. Therefore, to promote locally-
initiated funding directed to transportation needs, it is important that local governments have the
ability to raise funding for transportation projects through a majority vote as proposed in SCA 4.
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If you have any questions, please call the Commission’s Executive Director, Ms. Bimla Rhinehart, at
916-654-4245.

Sincerely,

Original Signed Electronically

JOSEPH TAVAGLIONE

Chair

c: The Honorable Bonnie Lowenthal, Assembly Transportation Committee Chair
The Honorable Mark DeSaulnier, Senate Transportation and Housing Committee Chair
California Transportation Commissioners



Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 4

Introduced by Senator Liu

December 3, 2012

Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 4—A resolution to propose
to the people of the State of California an amendment to the Constitution
of the State, by amending Section 4 of Article XIII A thereof, and by
amending Section 2 of Article X111 C thereof, relating to taxation.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

SCA 4, as introduced, Liu. Local government transportation projects:
special taxes: voter approval.

The California Constitution conditions the imposition of a special tax
by a city, county, or special district upon the approval of % of the voters
of the city, county, or special district voting on that tax, except that
certain school entities may levy an ad valorem property tax for specified
purposes with the approval of 55% of the voters within the jurisdiction
of these entities.

This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase
of a special tax by a local government for the purpose of providing
funding for local transportation projects requires the approval of 55%
of its voters voting on the proposition. The measure would also make
conforming and technical, nonsubstantive changes.

Vote: 5. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no.
State-mandated local program: no.

1 Resolved by the Assembly, the Senate concurring, That the
2 Leqgislature of the State of California at its 2011-12 Regular
3 Session commencing on the sixth day of December 2010,
4 two-thirds of the membership of each house concurring, hereby
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SCA 4 —2—

O©Coo~No ok~ wNE

proposes to the people of the State of California that the
Constitution of the State be amended as follows:

First—That Section 4 of Article XIII A thereof is amended to
read:

Section 4. Cities—Ceunties—and-specialdistricts,—Except as
otherwise provided by Section 2 of Article XI11 C, a city, county,

or special district, by a two-thirds vote ofthe-guatified-electors-of
sueh—district its voters voting on the proposition, may impose

speeiataxes-en-sueh-distriet a special tax within that city, county,
or special district, except an ad valorem-axes tax on real property
or a-transaction transactions tax or sales tax on the sale of real
property within—sueh—City,—Ceunty that city, county, or special
district.

Second—That Section 2 of Article XIII C thereof is amended
to read:

SEC. 2. Lecal-GovernmentTax-timitation—Notwithstanding
any other provision of this Constitution:

(a) Alaxes-A tax imposed by any local government-shat-be
deemedtobe is either a general-taxes tax or a special-taxes—Speetat

tax. A special district or—agenetes agency,
including a school-districts—shal-have district, has no—-power
authority to levy a general-+axes tax.

(b) Ne-A local government-may shall not impose, extend, or
increase any general tax unless and until that tax is submitted to
the electorate and approved by a majority vote. A general tax-shal
is not-be deemed to have been increased if it is imposed at a rate
not higher than the maximum rate so approved. The election
required by this subdivision shall be consolidated with a regularly
scheduled general election for members of the governing body of
the local government, except in cases of emergency declared by
a unanimous vote of the governing body.

(c) Any general tax imposed, extended, or increased, without
voter approval, by any local government on or after January 1,
1995, and prior to the effective date of this article,—shat may
continue to be imposed only if that general tax is approved by a
majority vote of the voters voting in an election on the issue of the
imposition, which election-shat-be is held-within-twe-years-of the
effective-date-ofthis-article no later than November 6, 1998, and
in compliance with subdivision (b).
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(d) Ne-(1) Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (2), a
local government-may shall not impose, extend, or increase any
special tax unless and until that tax is submitted to the electorate
and approved by-a two-thirds—vete of the voters voting on the
proposition. A special tax shaH-is not-be deemed to have been
increased if it is imposed at a rate not higher than the maximum
rate so approved.

(2) The imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a
local government for the purpose of providing funding for local
transportation projects under its jurisdiction, as may otherwise
be authorized by law, requires the approval of 55 percent of the
voters voting on the proposition. A special tax for the purpose of
providing funding for local transportation projects is not deemed
to have been increased if it is imposed at a rate not higher than
the maximum rate previously approved in the manner required by
law. The Legislature shall define local transportation projects for
purposes of this paragraph.
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January 14, 2013

The Honorable Ellen M. Corbett
Member of the Senate

State Capitol, Room 313
Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Support Senate Constitutional Amendment (SCA) 8
Dear Senator Corbett:

As part of its statutory charge, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) advises the
Administration and the Legislature in formulating and evaluating state policies and plans for
California’s transportation programs. | am writing to inform you that the Commission, at its January
8, 2013 meeting, adopted a support position on SCA 8. The Commission applauds your leadership on
this issue in light of our dwindling resources and growing transportation system demands.

The useful life of the existing system, which represents decades of major investments, is placed
at risk due to the lack of necessary funding to meet basic maintenance, operation and
rehabilitation needs. Congestion in urban areas, safety and unexpected delays in rural areas, and
growing challenges of freight movement are only a few examples of the compelling issues facing
California’s transportation agencies. Our existing transportation system continues to deteriorate
while demand increases, adversely affecting mobility, commerce, quality of life, the environment
and the operational efficiency of key transportation assets.

Sales tax investments, directed towards local transportation needs, have proven to provide
tremendous benefit to the overall state transportation system. Funds generated from sales tax
measures serve to reduce congestion, improve public transportation, and enable local
governments to better address the critical transportation needs of the state. The Commission is
concerned that passing new or extending existing transportation sales tax measures in the face of
a two-thirds voter approval requirement has proven difficult. Therefore, to promote locally-
initiated funding directed to transportation needs, it is important that local governments have the
ability to raise funding for transportation projects through a majority vote as proposed in SCA 8.
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If you have any questions, please call the Commission’s Executive Director, Ms. Bimla Rhinehart, at
916-654-4245.

Sincerely,

Original Signed Electronically

JOSEPH TAVAGLIONE

Chair

c: The Honorable Bonnie Lowenthal, Assembly Transportation Committee Chair
The Honorable Mark DeSaulnier, Senate Transportation and Housing Committee Chair
California Transportation Commissioners



Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 8

Introduced by Senator Cor bett

December 14, 2012

Senate Constitutional Amendment No. 8—A resolution to propose
to the people of the State of California an amendment to the Constitution
of the State, by amending Section 4 of Article XIII A thereof, and by
amending Section 2 of Article X111 C thereof, relating to taxation.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

SCA 8, as introduced, Corbett. Transportation projects: special taxes:
voter approval.

The California Constitution conditions the imposition of a special tax
by a city, county, or special district upon the approval of % of the voters
of the city, county, or special district voting on that tax, except that
certain school entities may levy an ad valorem property tax for specified
purposes with the approval of 55% of the voters within the jurisdiction
of these entities.

This measure would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase
of a special tax by a local government for the purpose of providing
funding for transportation projects requires the approval of 55% of its
voters voting on the proposition. The measure would also make
conforming and technical, nonsubstantive changes.

Vote: 5. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: no.
State-mandated local program: no.

1 Resolved by the Senate, the Assembly concurring, That the
2 Leqgislature of the State of California at its 2013-14 Regular
3 Session commencing on the third day of December 2012,
4 two-thirds of the membership of each house concurring, hereby
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proposes to the people of the State of California that the
Constitution of the State be amended as follows:

First—That Section 4 of Article XIII A thereof is amended to
read:

Section 4. Cities—Ceunties—and-specialdistricts,—Except as
otherwise provided by Section 2 of Article XI11 C, a city, county,

or special district, by a two-thirds vote ofthe-guatified-electors-of
sueh—district its voters voting on the proposition, may impose

speeiataxes-en-sueh-distriet a special tax within that city, county,
or special district, except an ad valorem-axes tax on real property
or a-transaction transactions tax or sales tax on the sale of real
property within—sueh—City,—Ceunty that city, county, or special
district.

Second—That Section 2 of Article XIII C thereof is amended
to read:

SEC. 2. Lecal-GovernmentTax-timitation—Notwithstanding
any other provision of this Constitution:

(a) Alaxes-A tax imposed by any local government-shat-be
deemedtobe is either a general-taxes tax or a special-taxes—Speetat

tax. A special district or—agenetes agency,
including a school-districts—shal-have district, has no—-power
authority to levy a general-+axes tax.

(b) Ne-A local government-may shall not impose, extend, or
increase any general tax unless and until that tax is submitted to
the electorate and approved by a majority vote. A general tax-shal
is not-be deemed to have been increased if it is imposed at a rate
not higher than the maximum rate so approved. The election
required by this subdivision shall be consolidated with a regularly
scheduled general election for members of the governing body of
the local government, except in cases of emergency declared by
a unanimous vote of the governing body.

(c) Any general tax imposed, extended, or increased, without
voter approval, by any local government on or after January 1,
1995, and prior to the effective date of this article,—shat may
continue to be imposed only if that general tax is approved by a
majority vote of the voters voting in an election on the issue of the
imposition, which election-shat-be is held-within-twe-years-of the
effective-date-ofthis-article no later than November 6, 1998, and
in compliance with subdivision (b).
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(d) Ne-(1) Except as otherwise provided in paragraph (2), a
local government-may shall not impose, extend, or increase any
special tax unless and until that tax is submitted to the electorate
and approved by-a two-thirds—vete of the voters voting on the
proposition. A special tax shaH-is not-be deemed to have been
increased if it is imposed at a rate not higher than the maximum
rate so approved.

(2) The imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a
local government for the purpose of providing funding for
transportation projects under its jurisdiction, as may otherwise
be authorized by law, requires the approval of 55 percent of the
voters voting on the proposition. A special tax for the purpose of
providing funding for transportation projects is not deemed to
have been increased if it is imposed at a rate not higher than the
maximum rate previously approved in the manner required by law.
The Legislature shall define transportation projects for purposes
of this paragraph.
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 4.6
Information Item

rrom: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by:  Steven Keck
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Budgets

subject: 2014 STIP FUND ESTIMATE OVERVIEW

ISSUE:

Over the next several months, the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) will work closely with
California Transportation Commission (Commission) staff to identify key issues and assumptions,
and prepare the 2014 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Fund Estimate for
adoption on August 6, 2013. The key milestones for the development o the 2014 STIP Fund
Estimate are:

e January 2013 — Overview

e March 2013 — Present Draft Assumption and Key Issues

e May 2013 — Approve Assumptions (pending changes to the May Revision of the 2013-14
Governor’s Budget)

e June 2013 — Present Draft Fund Estimate

e August 2013 — Adopt Fund Estimate

Section 14524 (d) of the California Government Code allows the Commission to postpone the
issuance of the Fund Estimate due to pending legislation for up to 90 days after August 15.

BACKGROUNG:

Section 14524 (a) of the California Government Code requires the commission to adopt the STIP
Fund Estimate by August 15 of each odd-numbered year. The purpose of the Fund Estimate is to
provide both an estimate of all federal and state resources expected to be available for programming
in the subsequent STIP and a plan to manage these funds over the subsequent five years. The

2014 STIP Fund Estimate will include a five-year forecast from 2014-15 through 2018-19 for the
State Highway Account, the Federal Trust Fund, the Public Transportation Account, Proposition
1A, and Proposition 1B. In addition to the STIP Fund Estimate, Caltrans will concurrently prepare
a three-year Fund Estimate for the Aeronautics Account.

Attachment

Enclosed. Fund Estimate Overview Presentation

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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What is the Fund Estimate (FE)?
1

® Five year projection of available resources
m Required by statute
m Prepared biennially
m Estimates STIP & SHOPP capacity

® California Transportation Commission (CTC)
m Provides guidance on FE
m Adopts FE by August 15
m Adopts STIP consistent with FE
m Submits STIP on April 1

t Mma 2
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



TAB 16

Statutory Deadlines
—

Due Dates in Statute T

July 15
Draft FE to CTC

August 15
CTC adopts FE

April 1
CTC adopts STIP and
e

submits to Legislatur

® GC 14525 (d) allows delays of FE adoption
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Fund Estimate Time Periods
I

2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 201/-18 2018-19

2010 FE

5-Year Fund Estimate

2012 FE

5-Year Fund Estimate

2014 FE

5-Year Fund Estimate

NIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT/



Major Accounts Included in the 46 16

2014 Fund Estimate:
I

® State Highway Account (SHA) and Federal Trust
Fund (FTF)

® Public Transportation Account (PTA)

® Proposition 1A & Proposition 1B

t Mma 5
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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Statutory Guidance

® Revenues: “Existing statutes”
per GC 14524 (c)

® Expenditures (S&HC 163):

m Administrative

m Maintenance and Operations
m SHOPP

m Local assistance

m STIP

t Wm' 6
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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Cash Flow Methodology

BEGINNING
BALANCE

v

~~~~~~
~
~

+ ANTICIPATED
REVENUES

| >

e O\ Assumptions
NON-gROGtRAM COMMITMENTS X will affect

e Suppor T T

L « Local Assistance "

e Maintenance and Operations

e Other

o ————— ———

these
estimates

. J
I EXISTING PROGRAM COMMITMENTSJ

— —————— ———— ———

\

-
—————

AVAILABLE FOR PROGRAMMING
(for next 5 years)

t Wm' 7
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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Timeline with CTC Meetings
N

Date Objective
March 5 Draft FE Assumptions presented to Commission.
May 7 FE Assumptions approved by Commission.
June 11 Draft of FE presented to Commission.
August 6 Final FE presented to Commission for adoption.

t Mma 8
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION



TAB 17

4.2

BUDGET AND ALLOCATION CAPACITY UPDATE

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE JANUARY 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 4.3
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Transportation Programming

REVIEW AND COMMENT ON THE PROPOSED 2013 TEN-YEAR STATE HIGHWAY
OPERATION AND PROTECTION PROGRAM PLAN

SUMMARY::

In accordance with Streets and Highways (S&H) Code Section 164.6, the Department of
Transportation (Department) prepares a ten-year state rehabilitation plan every two years that
identifies the rehabilitation and reconstruction needs of all highways and bridges on the State Highway
System. Additionally, S&H Code Section 164.6 requires that the Department to submit the plan to the
California Transportation Commission (Commission) for review and comment by January 31 before
transmittal to the Governor and the Legislature by May 1 of each odd-numbered year.

BACKGROUND:

The Department prepares a ten-year state rehabilitation plan every two years that identifies the
rehabilitation and reconstruction needs of all highways and bridges owned by the state. Because the
projects to implement the plan are primarily funded through the State Highway Operation and
Protection Program (SHOPP), the plan is also referred to as the Ten-Year SHOPP Plan (Plan). The
proposed 2013 Plan covers Fiscal Years (FY) 2014-15 through 2023-24. The plan provides input for
the funding distribution in the fund estimate adopted by the Commission in August of each odd-
numbered year. S&H Code Section 164.6 contains specific requirements as to the content of the plan,
all of which are included in the attached document. Additionally, S&H Code Section 164.6 requires
submittal of the plan to the Commission for review and comment by January 31 before transmittal to
the Governor and the Legislature by May 1 of odd-numbered years.

Attachment
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California Department of Transportation
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is responsible for maintaining and
operating the approximately 50,000 lane-mile State Highway System (SHS), the backbone

of California’s transportation infrastructure. Caltrans monitors the condition and operational
performance of the SHS through periodic inspections, traffic studies, and system analysis.
Caltrans uses information obtained through these activities to prepare the Ten-Year State
Highway Operation and Protection Program Plan (SHOPP Plan) as required by Government
Code section 14526.5 and Streets and Highways Code section 164.6. The SHOPP Plan provides
input for the funding distribution in the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Fund
Estimate. Streets and Highways Code section 164.6 requires the SHOPP Plan to include
identified needs for a ten-year period based on quantifiable accomplishments and a cost estimate
for at least the first five years.

The total ten-year goal-constrained need for the rehabilitation and operation of the SHS for the
period from FY 2014-2015 through FY 2023-2024 is $71 billion. This equates to an average
annual cost of §7.1 billion per year. This is the current cost estimate for capital construction,
right-of-way acquisition, and project development and construction engineering support. This
estimate does not include expected future increases in construction costs caused by escalation.
The goal-constrained needs do not address all the needs on the SHS.

2013 TEN-YEAR SHOPP GOAL-CONSTRAINED NEEDS

Average Average Total
Annual Annual Average
Capital Support Annual
Cost Cost Cost
Inventory | (3 Million) | ($ Million) | ($ Million) Performance Goal
Major Damage
Restoration N/A $250.0 $96.3 $346.3 | Restore damage within 180 days
Reduce collision trend by 10 percent.
Collision Reduction Reduce roadside worker fatalities to
] N/A $299.3 $132.7 $432.0 | zero. Retain safe stopping locations
Mandates N/A $298.1 $127.7 $425.8 Comply with laws and regulations
Reduce daily vehicle hours of delay
Mobility Improvement N/A $3349 $2153 $550.2 (DVHD) by 10 percent
Minor Program N/A $ 90.0 $60.0 $150.0 | N/A
. dve'?Pt‘;se;ﬁ;ifi.zil B 12,924 $908.2 $391.6 §1.299.8 | Reduce to 3 percent of bridges
Sl | bridges distressed (400 bridges)
49,518 Reduce to 10 percent of system
Roadway Preservation lane $2,649.0 $654.0 $3,303.0 | distressed (5,000 lane miles)
miles
Reduce to 20 percent of acres
29, 830 distressed (6,000 acres) and mandate
Roadside Preservation acres $2248 $1124 $337.2 ;:ompllance.at 580'[0cat10ns
mplement immediate safety and
87 rest mandate needs at all existing locations
areas and address capacity needs for safety
440
Facility Improvement facilities § 1242 §£55.7 §179.9 | Rehabilitate 22 facilities
Support for.development of planning documents $103.0 §$103.0
TOTAL § 7,127
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As the roadways, bridges, and ancillary infrastructure on the SHS age and near the end of their
service lives, the demands of vehicle and truck traffic are accelerating the deterioration of these
assets. Compounding this deterioration is the deferment, due to lack of funding, of necessary
rehabilitation and restoration work to restore the transportation infrastructure to good operating
conditions. The increased demands and deferred rehabilitation and restoration result in lower
operational performance, higher user operating costs (additional vehicle repair costs, increased
fuel consumption, increased tire wear, and accelerated vehicle depreciation), and ultimately
require a higher investment when needed repairs to the system are eventually undertaken.
Deferred funding for infrastructure such as signs, lighting, drainage, planting, mandate
compliance, and maintenance over the past 10 years has resulted in increased worker exposure to
traffic due to the need for more frequent maintenance and preventable expenditures for
emergency repairs.

The sole funding source for the SHOPP is the State Highway Account (SHA), funded primarily
through excise taxes on gasoline and diesel fuel. SHA funding is declining as a result of reduced
fuel consumption, funding shortfalls in the Federal Highway Trust Fund, and redirection of
funding for highway maintenance.

Projected SHA funding available for the SHOPP is $2 billion a year, which is 28 percent of the
estimated goal-constrained need. Because funding is insufficient to preserve and maintain the
existing transportation infrastructure, Caltrans will continue to focus available resources on the
most critical categories of projects in the SHOPP (emergency, safety, bridge, and pavement
preservation). Even with this strategy, the percentage of lane miles of highway pavement in a
distressed condition, which is pavement with significant rutting, cracking, potholes, or other
signs of deterioration, is projected to increase during the next ten years. In addition, few
maintenance facility, safety roadside rest area, highway planting, and mobility improvements
will be made. The condition of the SHS will continue to deteriorate.

As compared to the prior SHOPP Plan, $7.1 billion per year is a four percent reduction. Three
areas of significant decrease between the 2011 and 2013 SHOPP Plan are in the needs estimated
for collision reduction, ADA compliance, and highway planting preservation. Needs for
collision reduction reduced to match the continued downward collision trend, needs for ADA
compliance reduced to match the recent lawsuit settlement, and needs for highway planting
preservation reduced as a result of new highway planting strategies to achieve lower life-cycle
costs.

The long-term growth trend in the estimated needs for rehabilitation and operation of the SHS
has been momentarily slowed by the infusion of one-time funding from the Highway Safety,
Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1B). However,
this one-time infusion of funding into the SHOPP has only served to temporarily slow the growth
of backlogged necessary rehabilitation and reconstruction work. In the absence of new revenue
sources, the condition of the transportation system will continue to decline, affecting Caltrans’
ability to improve mobility across California, and in turn affecting California’s economic vitality
and security.

vi
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I. OVERVIEW OF THE SHOPP

BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE OF THE SHOPP

Caltrans develops and manages the State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP)
as authorized in Government Code section 14526.5 and Streets and Highways Code

section 164.6 (see Appendices A and B for full text of both sections). The purpose of the SHOPP
is to maintain and preserve the State Highway System (SHS) and its supporting infrastructure.
Projects in the SHOPP are limited to capital improvements relative to maintenance, safety, and
rehabilitation of State highways and bridges, capital improvements that do not add capacity to
the system.

THE CALIFORNIA STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

The transportation system assets that comprise the California SHS includes nearly 50,000 lane
miles of pavement, 12,924 bridges, 205,000 culverts and drainage facilities, 87 roadside rest
areas, 29,830 acres of roadside landscaping and 182,225 acres of non-landscaped roadside. The
magnitude of the transportation system is illustrated in figure 1. Also included in the
transportation infrastructure are the additional support facilities, including maintenance stations,
equipment shops, and transportation materials laboratories and testing facilities. Much of this
system was built in the 1950s, 1960s, and early 1970s to serve California’s growing population
and economy. Many of the infrastructure assets have reached or are reaching the end of their
service lives and are at an age where deterioration is accelerating at a faster rate than in previous
decades. Appendix D describes examples of some deficiencies on the SHS.
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Figure 1. The California State Highway System
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OPERATIONAL DEMANDS

The demands placed upon the transportation infrastructure continue to increase at a steady pace.
In the decade between 1995 and 2005, annual vehicle miles traveled increased 20 percent. The
increasing travel combined with the advanced age of the transportation system is causing a faster
rate of pavement and bridge deterioration, new vehicle collision concentration locations, and
increasing hours of traffic congestion. The growth in vehicle miles traveled also increases the

use of roadside assets, such as safety roadside rest areas and vista points. Shown below

in Figure 2 is a chart depicting the increase in annual vehicle miles traveled as compared with the
investment in the SHS

Figure 2. Population, Travel, and Per Capita Highway Capital Expenditures in California

Population, Travel and Per Capita Highway Capital Expenditures in California’
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Increased goods movement and the resulting increase in truck traffic are also expected to
continue. The Federal Highway Administration, Office of Freight Management, projects the tons
of frelght moved on California h1ghways in 2035 will more than double over 2002 volumes,

increasing from 971 million tons in 2002 to 2,179 million tons in 2035."

! “Freight Analysis Framework,” Office of Freight Management and Operations, Federal Highway

Administration, U.S. Department of Transportation, April 2002.
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Much of the growth will occur in urban areas and on the fifty-year-old Interstate Highway
System. This growth will continue to increase the rate of pavement deterioration and wear on
bridges.

STRUCTURE OF THE SHOPP

The SHOPP has eight categories: (1) major damage restoration, (2) collision reduction, (3) legal
and regulatory mandates, (4) mobility improvement, (5) bridge preservation, (6) roadway
preservation, (7) roadside preservation, and (8) facility improvement.

These eight categories compose two major groupings, those that relate to its operational
performance (major damage restoration, collision reduction, legal and regulatory mandates, and
mobility improvement) and those that relate to the condition of the transportation system (bridge
preservation, roadway preservation, roadside preservation, and facility improvement).

OPERATIONAL PERFORMANCE

Caltrans continually measures and evaluates the operational performance of the transportation
system.

Major Damage Restoration.

The goal of the major damage restoration category is to respond to earthquakes, floods, fires, and
other emergencies to restore the roadway to essential traffic within 180 days after major damage
and full restoration to predisaster conditions within three years. Major damage restoration
projects resulting from a federally declared disaster are eligible for federal reimbursement,

As expected, the level of major damage restoration varies annually in response to human-caused
and natural disasters. In general, as the SHS ages, system assets are more vulnerable to the
impact of damaging events and increases the cost to restore the affected SHS to predamage
condition.

Collision Reduction.

The goal of the collision reduction category is to reduce the number and severity of fatal and
injury collisions and reduce roadside worker fatalities to zero.
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In the ten-year period from 2001 - 2010, the fatality rate for users of State highways decreased
by 39 percent. For the same period, the fatality rate for users of freeways decreased by

40 percent and the fatality rate for users of nonfreeways decreased by 36 percent. Although therée
are many factors involved, collision reduction improvements implemented through the SHOPP
have contributed significantly to these reductions. An analysis of completed projects in the
collision reduction category shows a 31.84 percent reduction of fatal collisions and a 5.7 percent
reduction of injury collisions, with fatalities reduced by 39.6 percent and injuries reduced by

9.8 percen‘[.2

The risk of injury or fatality increases with the length of time an employee is exposed to traffic
without protection. Ninety Caltrans employee fatalities have occurred since 1972: 45 percent
involved workers on foot, on the shoulder, or within 30 feet of vehicle traffic. Improvements
implemented through the Roadside Safety Improvements program will significantly reduce
worker exposure to traffic.

Seventy-four percent of the safety roadside rest areas do not meet water quality mandates.
Preventing closures due to noncompliance with drinking water quality and wastewater treatment
standards will maintain the traveler safety benefits provided by the Safety Roadside Rest Area
System. Fatigue-related collisions decrease by a statistically significant amount downstream of
rest area locations. The number of collisions due to fatigue tend to decrease immediately
downstream of rest areas, while suddenly increasing after about 30 miles.

Legal and Regulatory Mandates.

The goal of the legal and regulatory mandates category is to comply with State and federal laws
and regulations, such as the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Wat. Code,

§ 13000 et seq.) and evolving stormwater requirements, the Federal Clean Water Act (CWA)
(33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.), the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) of 1990 (P.L. 101-336
[July 26, 1990], as amended by P.L. 110-325 [September 25, 2008]), and various hazardous
waste remediation regulations.

Caltrans’ stormwater discharges are subject to National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
(NPDES) permit issued under the CWA and pursuant to separate authority under the Porter-
Cologne Water Quality Control Act (including regional water quality control board basin plans),
various water board orders, and other legal mandates. In addition, Caltrans’ stormwater systems
are also subject to the total maximum daily load requirements (TMDLs) of the CWA. The State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) defines TMDLs as a written plan that describes how
an impaired water body will meet water quality standards.

Section 303(d) of the CWA requires states to identify water bodies that do not meet water quality
standards and pollutants that impair them. TMDLs are developed in response to the pollutant
impairments. In California, TMDLs are developed either by the Regional Water Quality Control

242011-2012 Highway Safety Improvement Program Annual Report,” California Department of
Transportation, Business, Transportation and Housing Agency, August 2012,
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Boards or by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). The SWRCB has
interpreted the state law to require that implementation be addressed when TMDLs are
incorporated into Water Quality Control Plans. Caltrans is a named stakeholder for 68 adopted
TMDLs and increasingly will be subject to additional TMDL regulations as they are adopted
around the State.

Transportation facilities historically have been designed and constructed to collect, convey, and
discharge stormwater run-off rapidly and efficiently for user safety and for the protection of
property. Thus, the majority of the SHS was designed and built without water quality treatment
devices for stormwater. These systems now require retrofitting to accommodate the newly
approved requirements.

In addition, the California Ocean Plan, enforceable under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality
Control Act, prohibits the discharge of wastes into Areas of Special Biological Significance
(ASBS). Caltrans has approximately 77 direct discharge points—the most of any discharger—
along 50 miles of the SHS within seven ASBS areas along the state’s coastline.

The requirements of the storm water regulation are dynamic in nature. The current needs plan
will be updated as the new permit, has been adopted on September 19, 2012. The new permit
most likely will change the priorities of the Stormwater Program as it has extensive location
specific requirements, TMDL requirements, and the requirements to maintain natural water
quality at ASBS areas.

Another significant legal requirement is retrofitting and updating the SHS to comply with ADA
regulations. Much of the cost of updating the SHS to enhance accessibility to persons with
disabilities will be borne by the SHOPP.

Mobility Improvement.

The goal of the mobility improvement category is to reduce congestion on, and restore
productivity of, the SHS. Mobility improvements include operational improvements,
transportation management systems, and commercial vehicle enforcement facilities and
weigh-in-motion systems.

Mobility improvements focus on reducing vehicle delay on the SHS. Daily vehicle hours of
delay (DVHD) are defined as the travel time (in hours) to cover a given distance under congested
conditions as compared to the travel time at 35 miles per hour. This indicator of congestion
continues to increase.

As stated in the adopted 2010 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Guidelines,
operational improvements that do not expand the design capacity of the transportation system
and are intended to address spot congestion are eligible for SHOPP funding. Regions may
nominate these types of projects in their own Regional Transportation Improvement Programs
(RTIPs) if timely implementation through the SHOPP is not possible.
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SYSTEM CONDITION

Caltrans continually measures and evaluates the condition of the transportation system.
Bridge Preservation.

The goal of the bridge preservation category is to preserve all bridges on the SHS in a safe and
economic manner so that no bridge failures occur.

The SHS contains 12,924 bridges. The median age of these bridges is 43 years. Many of these
bridges are reaching the end of their service life and are in need of rehabilitation and
reconstruction.

Eight percent (1,064) of the bridges on the SHS are in distressed condition and in need

of rehabilitation. Distressed condition is defined as a bridge with an identified replacement,
rehabilitation, scour, or seismic need that must be addressed to keep it functional and safe.
The trend over the last five years is a net increase in the number of distressed bridges.

Roadway Preservation.

The goal of the roadway preservation category is to keep distressed roadway lane miles at a
steady managed state. The historic goal of Caltrans has been to reduce the number of distressed
lane miles of pavement to 5,000, or approximately 10 percent of the total system.

The percentage of distressed lane miles (those with poor structural condition or poor ride quality)
is an indicator of the condition of the pavement on the SHS. Pavement distress is commonly
associated with significant rutting, cracking, potholes, or other signs of deterioration. The 2011
Pavement Condition Survey reports 53 percent (26,132 lane miles) of the SHS are in excellent
condition, 22 percent (11,053 lane miles) require pavement maintenance, and 25 percent

(12,333 lane miles) are distressed and require rehabilitation and reconstruction work.?

Roadside Preservation.

The goal of the roadside preservation category is to preserve the investment in roadsides, reduce
the long-term maintenance costs of roadside infrastructure, improve worker and traveler safety,
reduce deficient highway planting, comply with regulatory and legal mandates, improve capacity
and operations at safety roadside rest areas and vista points, and provide safe stopping
opportunities on the State Highway System.

Approximately 65 percent of the highway planting and irrigation inventory has deteriorated
beyond the ability of maintenance forces to correct and no longer functions as intended.
Deteriorated landscape results in recurrent maintenance activities of excessive duration and
frequency exposing maintenance worker to traffic. Deficient vegetation no longer performs as
viable stormwater control, allows for weed growth and contains dying vegetation that increases
fire risk, and does not provide for traveler safety by reducong glare and visual screening .

The number of distressed acres of highway planting has increased from 12,000 to 19,000 acres in

#2011 State of the Pavement,” California Department of Transportation
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the past ten years. In addition, 72 percent of the safety roadside rest areas have capacity,
or operational deficiencies.

Facility Improvement.

The goal of the facility improvement category is to address worker safety, comply with ADA and
California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA) regulations, and improve
operational efficiency. The facility improvement category includes projects for improvements at
equipment facilities, maintenance facilities, office buildings, and transportation materials
laboratories and testing facilities.
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Il. TEN-YEAR COSTS AND PERFORMANCE OUTCOMES

GOAL-CONSTRAINED AND FINANCIALLY-CONSTRAINED PLAN COST ESTIMATES

The total ten-year goal-constrained need for the rehabilitation and operation of the SHS for the
period from FY 2014-2015 through FY 2023-2024 is $71 billion. This equates to an average
annual cost of §7.1 billion per year. This is the current cost estimate for capital construction,
right-of-way acquisition, and project development and construction engineering support. This
estimate does not include expected future increases in construction costs caused by escalation.
The goal-constrained needs do not address all the needs on the SHS.

The sole funding source for the SHOPP is the State Highway Account (SHA), funded primarily
through excise taxes on gasoline and diesel fuel. SHA funding is declining as a result of reduced
fuel consumption, funding shortfalls in the Federal Highway Trust Fund, and redirection of
funding for highway maintenance.

The following two tables present a summary of the total ten-year funding needs to achieve
SHOPP goals and summarize Caltrans’ constrained annual funding plan based on forecasted
SHA funding. Table 1, titled 2013 Ten-Year Goal-Constrained Needs Plan, presents Caltrans’
estimated cost of rehabilitation needs to achieve acceptable performance goals. This estimate is
required by Streets and Highways Code section 164.6.

Table 1
2013 TEN-YEAR GOAL-CONSTRAINED NEEDS PLAN
(Annual Estimates in 2012 Dollars)
Annual Cost (3 Millions)
Category Capital Support Total Annual Performance Units

Emergency Damage Repair $126.0 $40.3 $ 166.3 | TBD locations
Permanent Restoration $ 88.0 $42.0 § 130.0 | TBD locations
Roadway Protective Betterment $ 36.0 $14.0 $50.0 | 7 locations
RESTORATION RN (.S 2> 00 | L SSRE ) SE265H

300 fatal and injury collisions
Safety Improvements $ 148.7 $733 $222.0 | reduced

190 fatal and injury collisions
Collision Severity Reduction § 88.1 $31.9 § 120.0 | reduced
Roadside Safety Improvements $62.5 $27.5 $90.0 | 1,116 locations

_COLLISIONREDUCTION __ $2993 $1327
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Table 1 (cont.)

2013 TEN-YEAR GOAL-CONSTRAINED NEEDS PLAN

(Annual Estimates in 2012 Dollars)

Annual Cost ($ Millions)

Category Capital Support Total Annual Performance Units
Relinquishments $12.0 $4.0 §16.0 | 12 centerline miles
Railroad At-Grade Crossings $1.0 $0.0 $1.0 | TBD location
Hazardous Waste Mitigation 51.0 50.0 $1.0 | TBD location
Stormwater $262.1 $95.7 $ 357.8 | 3.495 acres treated
ADA Curb Ramp $16.0 $20.0 $36.0 | 800 ADA units
ADA Pedestrian Infrastructure $6.0 5£8.0 $14.0 | 300 ADA units
MANDATES $298.1 $127.7 $425.8
Operational Improvements §144.2 $57.7 §201.9 | 20,000 DVHD reduced
Transportation Management § 82.0 $66.4 §148.4 | 529 new elements
Systems $53.5 $33.2 $ 86.7 | 1.573 replacement
Commercial Vehicle Enforcement $25.7 $27.0 $52.7 | 2 new locations
Facilities and Weigh-in-Motion
Systems $29.5 $31.0 $ 60.5 | 12 rehabilitation
MOBILITY IMPROVEMENT $ 3349 $ 2153 $ 550.2
Minor Program $ 90.0 $ 60.0 $150.0 | TBD
SUBTOTAL OPERATIONAL
PERFORMANCE $1,272.3 $ 632.0 $1,004.3
Bridge Rehabilitation $199.2 $89.6 § 288.8 | 42 bridges
Bridge Preventive Program $303 $10.8 $41.1 | 166 bridges
Bridge Scour Mitigation $29.1 $13.1 $42.2 | 7 bridges
Bridge Rail Replacement/Upgrade $371.5 $156.0 $527.5 | 61,920 feet
Bridge Seismic Restoration $2349 $105.7 $340.6 | 67 bridges
Permit Requirements for Bridges $43.2 $164 $59.6 | 11 bridges
ERIDGE PRESERVATION BSUSE, i B L2098
Roadway Rehabilitation (3R) $ 400.0 $120.0 $ 520.0 | 400 lane miles
Roadway Rehabilitation (2R) § 840.0 $210.0 $1,050.0 | 1,050 lane miles
Capital Preventive Maintenance § 1,068.0 $214.0 $1.,282.0 [ 3,050 lane miles
Drainage System Restoration $260.0 5 82.0 $342.0 | 2,255 culverts
Signs and Lighting Rehabilitation $81.0 $28.0 $109.0 | 2.375 signs
ROADWAY PRESERVATION $2,649.0 $ 3,303.0

ROADSIDE PRESERVATION

$112.4

10

Roadside Protection and Restoration $24.8 $11.2 $36.0 | 58 locations
Highway Planting Rehabilitation $133.0 $62.5 $195.5 [ 1,900 acres
Roadside Rest Area Rehabilitation $94 $4.5 $ 13.9 | 6 locations
New Safety Roadside Rest Areas $57.6 $34.2 $91.8 | 4 locations

$337.2
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Table 1 (cont.)

2013 TEN-YEAR GOAL-CONSTRAINED NEEDS PLAN

(Annual Estimates in 2012 Dollars)

Annual Cost ($ Millions)
Category Capital Support Total Annual Performance Units

Equipment Facilities $7.0 526 $9.6 [ 1 facility
Maintenance Facilities $75.7 $425 $ 118.2 | 20 facilities
Office Buildings $375 $9.0 $46.5 | 5 facilities in 10 years
Materials Labs and Testing Facilities $4.0 $1.6 $ 5.6 | 4 facilities in 10 years

PRO 9 Vi S 0
Support for development of planning documents $103.0

TOTAL ANNUAL NEED $ 7,127

The estimate of $7.1 billion per year in the goal-constrained needs plan is a four percent
reduction as compared to the prior plan. The three areas of significant decrease between the
2011 and 2013 SHOPP Plan are in the goal-constrained needs estimated for collision reduction,
ADA compliance, and highway planting preservation.

Needs for collision reduction have declined as a result of reductions in recent fatal and injury
collision statistics. In 2010, California’s traffic fatalities decreased 11.9 percent, reaching their
lowest level since the federal government began recording traffic fatalities in 1975. Taking into
account the downward trend in collision fatal and injury collision statistics and the inclusion of
safety enhancements in other STIP and SHOPP projects, the total estimated needs for collision
reduction are lower.

In addition, needs for ADA compliance have been adjusted downward following the lawsuit
settlement and field assessment of infrastructure access barriers. The estimate in the prior plan
was based on a possible “worst case” court decision that could have required Caltrans to improve
all of its 60,000 access barriers within ten years as opposed to the annual commitment of funding
required in the settlement which allows the improvements to be made over a much longer
timeframe.

Finally, the estimated needs of highway planting preservation decreased as planting strategies
have improved to achieve lower life-cycle costs.

Table 2, titled 2013 Ten-Year Financially-Constrained Needs Plan, presents the estimated
performance based on the anticipated funding available during the ten-year timeframe for the
2013 SHOPP Plan.

11
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Table 2
2013 TEN-YEAR FINANCIALLY-CONSTRAINED NEEDS PLAN

(Annual Estimates in 2012 Dollars)

Annual Cost ($ Millions)

Category Capital Support Total Annual Performance Units

Emergency Damage Repair $75.8 $24.2 $ 100.0 | TBD locations
/Permanent Restoration $67.7 $32.3 $100.0 | TBD locations
Roadway Protective Betterment e ---- ---- | 0 locations
MAJOR DAMAGE ; -.

300 fatal and injury collisions
Safety Improvements $148.7 $733 $222.0 | reduced

190 fatal and injury collisions
Collision Severity Reduction §388.1 $31.9 $120.0 | reduced
Roadside Safety Improvements $62.2 $27.8 $90.0 | 1,116 locations
COLLISIONREDUCTION R s A R, YL e
Relinquishments e e ---- | 0 centerline miles
Railroad At-Grade Crossings — o --=- | 0 locations
Hazardous Waste Mitigation --—- -—-- ---- | 0 locations
Stormwater $ 66.8 $23.2 $90.0 | 1,163 acres treated
ADA Curb Ramp $16.0 $20.0 $36.0 | 800 ADA Units
ADA Pedestrian Infrastructure 56.0 $ 8.0 $ 14.0 | 300 ADA Units
MANDATES $.88.8 $51.2 $140.0
Operational Improvements — — ---- | 0 DVHD reduced
Transportation Management i e --— | 0 new elements
Systems $24.6 $11.1 §$ 35.7 | 266 replacement
Commercial Vehicle Enforcement ---- - - 10
Facilities and Weigh-in-Motion
Systems $55 $2.0 $ 7.5 | 3 rchabilitation
MOBILITY IMPROVEMENT $30.1 $13.1 $43.2
Minor Program 5 90.0 $ 60.0 $150.0 | TBD
SUBTOTAL OPERATIONAL
PERFORMANCE $ 651.7 $313.5 $ 965.2
Bridge Rehabilitation $129.9 $43.1 $173.0 | 39 bridges
Bridge Preventive Program $29.6 $115 $41.1 | 166 bridges
Bridge Scour Mitigation $13.7 $6.3 $20.0 | 10 bridges
Bridge Rail Replacement/Upgrade $17.1 $6.5 $23.6 [ 13,745 feet
Bridge Seismic Restoration $353.1 $21.9 $75.0 | 27 bridges
Permit Requirements for Bridges 56.7 §2.7 $9.4 | 11 bridges
BRIDGE PRESERVATION $250.1 $92.0 $342.1
Roadway Rehabilitation (3R) $91.5 $275 $119.0 [ 90 lane-miles
Roadway Rehabilitation (2R) $201.2 $50.3 $251.5 | 250 lane-miles
Capital Preventive Maintenance $262.1 $52.4 $314.5 | 750 lane-miles
Drainage System Restoration $52 $2.5 $7.7 | 61 culverts
Signs and Lighting Rehabilitation -—-- ---- --—- | () signs
ROADWAY PRESERVATION
Roadside Protection and Restoration o o --— | 0 locations
Highway Planting Rehabilitation o - --— | 0 acres
Roadside Rest Area Rehabilitation — ---- --— | 0 locations
New Safety Roadside Rest Areas 0 locations

ROADSIDE PRESERVATION

12
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2013 TEN-YEAR FINANCIALLY-CONSTRAINED NEEDS PL.AN

(Annual Estimates in 2012 Dollars)

Table 2 (cont.)

Category

Annual Cost ($ Millions)

Capital

Support Total Annual Performance Units

Equipment Facilities

— - 0 facilities in 10 years

Maintenance Facilities

— —— 0 facilities in 10 years

Office Buildings

— —— 0 facilities in 10 years

Materials Labs and Testing Facilities
FACILITY IMPROVEMENT

Support for development of planning documents

e = 0 facilities in 10 years

TOTAL

ANNUAL NEED $2,028

13
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TRENDS FOR SHOPP FUNDING

During the past five SHOPP programming cycles, the identified needs continued to grow while
the available funding remained flat. Figure 3 displays the trend in the annual value of needs
defined in prior ten-year plans versus the annual value of SHOPP projects in past programming
cycles. The increase in value of the ten-year need is a symptom of the increased age of the
infrastructure, increased usage, and deferment of needed rehabilitation. The gap between the
needs and available funding continues to widen.

Figure 3. Comparison of Needs vs. Programmed SHOPP ($ Billions)
$8 ' $7:4 §7:1
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$6 55.5
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$2 $1.7
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® Annual Value of Programmed Projects (Capital Outlay plus Capital Outlay Support)

B Annual Value of Ten-Year Needs (Capital Outlay plus Capital Outlay Support)

The functional life of the SHS is greatly affected by the ability to perform timely restoration
work. The consequence of deferring necessary rehabilitation and restoration is a degraded
system condition. This deferment results in lower operational performance, higher user
operating costs (additional vehicle repair costs, increased fuel consumption, increased tire wear,
and accelerated vehicle depreciation), and ultimately higher overall long-term costs when needed
repairs to the highway are eventually undertaken.

14
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Furthermore, increasing construction costs reduce buying power of the limited SHOPP funding.
The Highway Construction Cost Index between 1972 and 2011 is shown on the chart in Figure 4.
This index is a measure of the cost of key materials needed for highway and bridge construction
over time. Highway construction costs increased at predictable and steady rates between 1972
and 2000. From 2003 to 2007, construction costs escalated at rapid and unforeseen rates.
Although costs have recently declined from peak levels in 2006 and 2007, they still are
significantly above levels experienced in 2003. Escalating construction costs reduce buying
power and further limit the ability of the SHOPP to effectively maintain and preserve the
investment in the SHS.

Figure 4. Highway Construction Cost Index
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In the ten-year horizon, the available SHA funding for the SHOPP is not expected to grow. With
the passage of time, the buying power of the available funding will decline as a result of cost
escalation. The result of this condition is that a larger percentage of available funding will be
directed to meet major damage restoration, collision reduction, and regulatory mandates, leaving
an ever declining value available for pavement, bridge, mobility, roadside, facility, and minor
program needs. This condition is illustrated in Figure 5.

Figure 5. Impact of Cost Escalation on the SHOPP
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CONSEQUENCES OF CONSTRAINED FUNDING

Following is a description of the consequences of the funding limitation on each category of the
SHOPP.

Major Damage Restoration. Need $346 million a year; $200 million a year available.

This funding is used to respond to emergencies and other sudden, unforeseen infrastructure
needs. The need is based on average expenditures over the last ten years (excluding major
disasters, which are assumed to qualify for federal aid).

The following are major consequences of the funding shortfall:

e Delays to construction of programmed projects in other SHOPP categories if
additional emergency response funding is needed.

e Increases in the need for emergency repairs as SHOPP funding decreases.

Collision Reduction. Need $432 million a year; $432 million a year available.

Collision reduction programs are intended to reduce the numbers and severity of collisions that
occur on the SHS. The safety improvement projects are selected based on collision history and a
cost-benefit analysis that compares the associated savings of reduced collisions with the project
cost. Typical projects include signal installation, curve improvements, median barrier
installation, run-off-road-type collision reduction, traffic safety device installation within the
clear recovery zone, wet pavement improvements, and worker safety improvements.

Legal and Regulatory Mandates. Need $426 million a year; $140 million a year available.

The mandates programs comply with various State and federal court orders, laws, and
regulations for stormwater, ADA compliance, and relinquishment of redundant SHS segments
to local agencies.

The funding shortfall ultimately delays compliance with the Federal CWA and other laws,
resulting in the risk of enforcement actions, violations and potential State and federal court
orders. Violation of permit, state and federal laws and their implementing regulations may result
in substantial administrative civil penalties, Cease and Desist Orders, citizen’s suits and contempt
citations. The risk level as well as financial impact is high.

Penalties for violating the CWA may include both fines up to $50,000 a day for each violation
and imprisonment. Typically, an enforcement action requires compliance and levy penalties
typically at three times the cost of initial compliance. Further, the loss of credibility with
regulatory agencies causes additional delay to deliver projects and increases in project costs, thus
impacting the delivery and stewardship goals of Caltrans Strategic Plan. The current plan funds
only 21 percent of the known TMDLs needs and none of the needs for ASBS.

17
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Currently Caltrans is facing the following legal and regulatory mandates:

e Revised NPDES Permit adopted by the SWRCB on September 19, 2012, with extensive
new requirements.

o The USEPA October 26, 2010 Order for Compliance issued to Caltrans.

e (Cease and Desist Order No. 2001-198, California Department of Transportation, San
Joaquin Hills Transportation Corridor (SR—73), affecting District 12 in Orange County.

e The U.S. District Court, Central District of California, Civil Action No. 93—-6073
ER(JRx) Stipulation and Order, affecting District 7 in Los Angeles, the largest
metropolitan area within California.

At the constrained funding level for ADA improvements, Caltrans commits only to the minimum
required funding level for the 2010 ADA lawsuit settlement. If funding levels are further
reduced for ADA needs, Caltrans will be in violation of the 2010 settlement agreement and will
face additional lawsuits and liability.

Mobility Improvements. Need $550 million a year; $43 million a year available.

The mobility improvement programs reduce congestion on the SHS by constructing auxiliary
lanes, widening shoulders, and building commercial vehicle enforcement facilities and
weigh-in-motion systems. These programs also enhance the existing transportation system by
providing traveler information and managing traffic flow through real time traffic analysis,
signalization projects, ramp metering, changeable message signs, highway advisory radio, and
detection stations.

18
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The following are major consequences of the funding shortfall:

e Increases in the total recurrent and nonrecurrent daily vehicle hours of delay (DVHD)
from an estimated 712,300 DVHD in 2009 to an estimated 880,300 DVHD by 2019.

e The inability to maintain existing transporation system management elements risks
serious declines in Caltrans ability to effectively monitor, and manage to reduce
existing, and future traffic congestion.

o The inability of Caltrans to meet Federal requirements for highway travel data
reporting due to failures of traffic data collection and monitoring equipment.

e Requires Caltrans to convince local and regional agencies to fund high-benefit
operational improvements and transportation mangement systems (TMS) on the SHS,

e Delays in construction of weigh-in-motion systems, negatively affecting the federal
requirement to report annual weigh-in-motion information.

o Closes commercial vehicle enforcement facilities (CVEF) as a result of mold damage,
leaking roofs, inoperable heating systems, and failed septic systems, which will
adversely affect workplace conditions for California Highway Patrol personnel.

o Unconstructed, closed or underfunctioning CVEF exposes travelers to drivers and
trucks that do not meet licensing or inspection standards and pose potential hazards.
In addition the SHS is at heightened risk for severe pavement degradation due to the
inability to intercept trucks that exceed maximum weight standards.

Although only a small percentage of the mobility needs can be funded, other funding
opportunities exist for these projects outside the SHOPP. The majority of mobility needs
originate in high-density population centers and result from land-use planning decisions.
Opportunities include local and measure funding in addition to the State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP). As stated in section 13 of the adopted 2010 STIP Guidelines,
these types of projects may be nominated for inclusion in the STIP if timely implementation
through the SHOPP is not possible.

Minor Program. Need $150 million a year; $150 million a year available.

The minor program funding is used to respond to critical low-cost SHOPP needs in all areas.
The minor program is an annual allocation for projects with construction contract values under
$1 million. The minor program most recently has been used for modest investments

for underfunded programs, including mobility improvements, pavement preservation, and
drainage improvements.

19



TAB 18
:t January 2013 PROPOSED 2013 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan

Bridge Preservation. Need $1,300 million a year; $342 million a year available.

The bridge programs preserve 12,924 of the State highway bridges. The available funding in the
SHOPP is insufficient to address the deterioration of the bridge inventory caused by structural
aging and the effects of increasing traffic or to address seismic and scour vulnerability.

Major consequence of the funding shortfall will result in bridge rehabilitation or replacement
needs increase from 893 bridges to 1,153 bridges (8.9 percent) over the ten-year period.

Roadway Preservation. Need $3,303 million a year; $693 million a year available.

The roadway programs preserve the 49,518 lane miles of State highways and 205,000 drainage
culverts.

The following are major consequences of the funding shortfall:

e Twenty-five percent (one out of every four lane miles) of pavement on the SHS
has deteriorated to the point where it needs to be reconstructed to get it back into
acceptable condition.

e Increased cost to the traveling motorist. Motorists pay twice for poor pavement
conditions, first for the additional vehicle maintenance and operating costs resulting
from driving on pavement in poor condition and a second time for the higher costs
to reconstruct highly degraded pavement.

e Increased risk of highway closures caused by culvert collapse.

Roadside Preservation. Need $337 million a year; no funding is available except through
minor program

The roadside programs address worker and motorist safety, environmental commitments, and
mandates for approximately 221,000 acres of roadsides, 29,380 acres of highway planting, and
87 safety roadside rest areas. Roadside SHOPP programs were significantly changed in 2003 to
focus primarily on worker safety issues. It is not an aesthetics improvement program. Caltrans
will not be able to address commitments to roadside safety and stewardship because of the
funding shortfall.

20



cf.

TAB 18
January 2013 PROPOSED 2013 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan

altrans-

The following are major consequences of the funding shortfall:

Increases the number and duration of maintenance tasks on 19,000 acres of highway
planting, resulting in increased worker exposure to traffic and increased risk of fatal
and injury collision.

Increases exposure to regulatory agency compliance fines and third-party lawsuits,

Increases highway life-cycle and recurring maintenance costs caused by delays in the
relinquishment of environmental mitigation sites to resource agencies.

Delays reduction of fatal and injury collisions caused by drowsy and distracted
driving by not providing 5,000 car and long-vehicle parking spaces to the Safety
Roadside Rest Area System.

Increases the potential for roadside fires that may spread to adjacent wildlands and
urban areas.

Reduces Caltrans’ ability to implement roadside design strategies to comply with the
2000 chemical reduction Environmental Impact Report.

Facility Improvements. Need $180 million a year; only available funded through minor

program.

The facility improvement programs preserve the 440 buildings that support the operations and
maintenance of the SHS.

The following are major consequences of the funding shortfall:

Increases the possibility of litigation and public agency citations for code violations in
office buildings, materials laboratories and testing facilities, equipment shops, and
maintenance facilities.

Increases response times during winter operations because of delayed repairs to salt
and sand storage facilities.
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lll. OTHER REQUIREMENTS

PROCESS IMPROVEMENTS

Caltrans continues to define and implement process improvements to expedite the delivery and
enhance the management of projects and programs. Some of these improvements already have
been implemented, yielding positive results.

Programming SHOPP Capital Outlay Support. Beginning with the 2008 SHOPP, capital
outlay support is a programmed element of each SHOPP project. Capital outlay support is
programmed for each phase of the project (environmental, design, right-of-way,

and construction). Programming capital outlay support enhances the ability to manage the
entire project budget to maximize the anticipated project outcomes.

Support Estimate for Development of Planning Documents. Annual resource estimates for
the development of project initiation documents has recently evolved to a workload-based
methodology. This change, and the continued focus on management of shelf-ready project
initiation documents, is primarily responsible for a reduction of the estimated cost for
development of project initiation documents in the goal constrained needs plan.

Ten-Year Plan Development Process. The process for developing the needs identified in this
plan for the ten-year horizon has improved through implementation of the following actions:

e Standardized the process used to determine the cost for meeting the goal by reviewing
construction and support cost for completed projects

e Compared and contrasted changes for performance goals and cost between the 2011 and
2013 Plans.

e Ensured the projected needs identified in the financially-constrained plan are focused on
the highest priority areas.

o Ensured the workplan for pre-programming development of project initiation documents
is consistent and coordinated with this plan.
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RELATIONSHIP TO OTHER INITIATIVES

Five-Year Maintenance Plan. Streets and Highways Code section 164.6 also requires Caltrans
to prepare a five-year maintenance plan that addresses the maintenance needs of the SHS.
Together, the 2013 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan and the 2013 Five-Year Maintenance Plan attempt to
balance resources between SHOPP and maintenance activities in order to achieve identified
milestones and goals at the lowest possible long-term total cost.

Preventive maintenance is the most cost-effective means of protecting the State’s infrastructure
investment. As implemented, the Maintenance Plan prevents the deterioration and extends the
life of the roadway, bridge, and drainage infrastructure that is in fair or good condition. The
average cost for a SHOPP roadway rehabilitation project to treat one lane mile of minor
pavement damage is $350,000 while the average cost for preventive maintenance is $90,000 a
lane mile. Thus, preventive maintenance results in a cost-benefit ratio of about 4:1. Similarly,
the benefit ratio for structures is 12:1 ($720,000 for minor damage rehabilitation versus $60,000
for preventive maintenance), and 5:1 for drainage ($115,000 for minor damage versus $27,000
for preventive maintenance). Preventive costs are a combination of State forces and contract
work.

Investing in preventive maintenance while the asset is in good to fair condition avoids future
SHOPP costs for rehabilitation. Table 3 summarizes the cost-benefit ratios for preventive
maintenance of roadway, structural, and drainage elements of the SHS.

Table 3

COMPARISON OF PREVENTIVE MAINTENANCE VERSUS REHABILITATION COSTS"

Cost of
Cost of Preventive Unit of
Rehabilitation Maintenance Measure Cost-Benefit Ratio
Roadway $350,000 $90,000 Lane mile 4:1
Structural $720,000 $60,000 Bridge 12:1
Drainage $115,000 $27,000 Culvert 5:1

* Costs reported above are capital construction costs only.

The annual baseline funding for the 2011 Maintenance Plan is $412.1 million. This Ievel of
investment is projected to produce future SHOPP cost avoidance of approximately $3.1 billion:
$1.4 billion for pavement, $1.6 billion for bridges, and $115 million for drainage. The

2011 Maintenance Plan implements this recommendation by including $234 million of roadway
projects to preserve 2,700 lane miles of pavement annually, $155 million of bridge projects to
preserve 689 bridges annually, and $23 million of drainage projects to preserve 174 culverts

annually.4

442011 Five-Year Maintenance Plan,” California Department of Transportation, January 2011,
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[V. CONCLUSION

As the roadways, bridges and ancillary infrastructure on the SHS age and near the end of their
service lives, the demands of vehicle and truck traffic is accelerating the deterioration of these
assets, Compounding this deterioration is the deferment, due to lack of funding, of necessary
rehabilitation and restoration work to restore the transportation infrastructure to good operating
conditions. The increased demands and deferred rehabilitation and restoration result in lower
operational performance, higher user operating costs (additional vehicle repair costs, increased
fuel consumption, increased tire wear, and accelerated vehicle depreciation), and ultimately
require a higher overall investment when needed repairs to the system are eventually undertaken.
Deferred funding for infrastructure such as signs, lighting, drainage, planting, mandate
compliance and maintenance and office buildings over the past 10 years has resulted in increased
worker exposure to traffic due to the need for more frequent maintenance and preventable
expenditures for Director’s Orders. In addition, the ever-increasing cost of meeting legal,
statutory, and regulatory mandates is a significant contributor to the ten-year needs.

The total ten-year goal-constrained need for the rehabilitation and operation of the SHS for the
period from FY 2014-2015 through FY 20232024 is $71 billion. This equates to an average
annual cost of $7.1 billion per year. This is the current cost estimate for capital construction,
right-of-way acquisition, and project development and construction engineering support. This
estimate does not include expected future increases in construction costs caused by escalation.
The goal-constrained needs do not address all the needs on the SHS.

Projected SHA funding available for the SHOPP is $2 billion a year, which is 28 percent of the
estimated goal-constrained need. Because funding is insufficient to preserve and maintain the
existing transportation infrastructure, Caltrans will continue to focus available resources on the
most critical categories of projects in the SHOPP (emergency, safety, bridge, and pavement
preservation). Even with this strategy, the percentage of lane miles of highway pavement in a
distressed condition, which is pavement with significant rutting, cracking, potholes, or other
signs of deterioration, is projected to increase during the next ten years. In addition, few
maintenance facility, safety roadside rest area, highway planting, and mobility improvements
will be made. The condition of the SHS will continue to deteriorate.

As compared to the prior SHOPP Plan, $7.1 billion per year is a four percent reduction. The
three areas of significant decrease between the 2011 and 2013 SHOPP Plan are in the needs
estimated for collision reduction, ADA compliance, and highway planting preservation. Needs
for collision reduction reduced to match the continued downward collision trend, needs for ADA
compliance reduced to match the recent lawsuit settlement, and needs for highway planting
preservation reduced as a result of new highway planting strategies to achieve lower life-cycle
costs,

Although the long-term growth trend in the estimated needs for rehabilitation and operation of
the SHS has been momentarily slowed by the infusion of one-time funding from the Highway
Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1B).
However, this one-time infusion of funding into the SHOPP has only served to temporarily slow
the growth of backlogged necessary rehabilitation and reconstruction work. In the absence of
new revenue sources, the condition of the transportation system will continue to decline,
affecting Caltrans’ ability to improve mobility across California, and in turn affecting
California’s economic vitality and security.
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APPENDIX A

GOVERNMENT CODE SECTION 14526.5

14526.5.

(2)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

The department shall prepare a state highway operation and protection program for the
expenditure of transportation funds for major capital improvements that are necessary to
preserve and protect the state highway system. Projects included in the program shall be
limited to capital improvements relative to maintenance, safety, and rehabilitation of state
highways and bridges which do not add a new traffic lane to the system.

The program shall include projects which are expected to be advertised prior to July 1 of
the year following submission of the program, but which have not yet been funded.

The program shall include those projects for which construction is to begin within four
fiscal years, starting July 1 of the year following the year the program is submitted.

The program shall be submitted to the commission not later than January 31 of

each even-numbered year. Prior to submitting the plan, the department shall make a draft
of its proposed program available to transportation planning agencies for review and
comment and shall include the comments in its submittal to the commission.

The commission may review the program relative to its overall adequacy, level of annual
funding needed to implement the program, and the impact of those expenditures on

the state transportation improvement program. The commission shall approve and submit
the program to the Legislature and the Governor not later than April 1 of each
even-numbered year.

Expenditures for these projects shall not be subject to Sections 188 and 188.8 of the
Streets and Highways Code.
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164.6.
(2)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

APPENDIX B

STREETS AND HIGHWAYS CODE SECTION 164.6

The department shall prepare a 10-year state rehabilitation plan for the rehabilitation and
reconstruction, or the combination thereof, by the State Highway Operation and
Protection Program, of all state highways and bridges owned by the state. The plan shall
identify all rehabilitation needs for the 10-year period beginning on July 1, 1998, and
ending on June 30, 2008, and shall include a schedule of improvements to complete all
needed rehabilitation during the life of the plan not later than June 30, 2008. The plan
shall be updated every two years beginning in 2000. The plan shall include specific
milestones and quantifiable accomplishments, such as miles of highways to be repaved
and number of bridges to be retrofitted. The plan shall contain strategies to control cost
and improve the efficiency of the program, and include a cost estimate for at least the
first five years of the program.

The department shall prepare a five-year maintenance plan that addresses the
maintenance needs of the state highway system. The plan shall be updated every two
years, concurrent with the rehabilitation plan described in subdivision (a). The
maintenance plan shall include only maintenance activities that, if the activities were not
performed, could result in increased State Highway Operation and Protection Program
costs in the future. These activities may include roadway, structural, and drainage
maintenance. The maintenance plan shall identify any existing backlog in these
maintenance activities and shall recommend a strategy, specific activities, and an
associated funding level to reduce or prevent any backlog during the plan’s five-year
period. The maintenance plan shall include specific goals and quantifiable
accomplishments, such as lane-miles of highway to be repaved and the number of bridge
decks to be sealed. The maintenance plan shall contain strategies to control cost and
improve the efficiency of these maintenance activities, and include a cost estimate for the
five years of the plan.

The rehabilitation plan and the maintenance plan shall attempt to balance resources
between State Highway Operation and Protection Program activities and maintenance
activities in order to achieve identified milestones and goals at the lowest possible
long-term total cost. If the maintenance plan recommends increases in maintenance
spending, it shall identify projected future State Highway Operation and Protection
Program costs that would be avoided by increasing maintenance spending. The
department’s maintenance division shall develop a budget model that allows it to achieve
the requirements of this subdivision.

The rehabilitation plan shall be submitted to the commission for review and comments
not later than January 31 of each odd-numbered year, and shall be transmitted to the
Governor and the Legislature not later than May 1 of each odd-numbered year. The
maintenance plan shall be transmitted to the Governor, the Legislature, and the
commission not later than January 31 of each odd-numbered year.

The rehabilitation plan and the maintenance plan shall be the basis for the department’s
budget request and for the adoption of fund estimates pursuant to Section 163.
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APPENDIX C
DESCRIPTION OF THE ELEMENTS IN EACH SHOPP CATEGORY

MAJOR DAMAGE RESTORATION CATEGORY

The major damage restoration category has three elements: emergency opening, permanent
restoration, and roadway protective betterments.

Emergency Opening. The primary purpose of this element is to reopen facilities damaged by
and protect facilities imminently threatened by natural disasters, catastrophes, or events, such as
storms, floods, fires, earthquakes, tsunamis (tidal waves), or volcanic action. Responses to
human-caused disasters, such as large-scale civil unrest, explosions, and acts of war or terrorism,
are also included.

Typical improvements include:

Emergency road openings to temporary or permanent levels of traffic.

Debris removal and demolition.

Construction or operation of detours.

Earthwork, blasting, or replacement of rock to protect facilities from additional
damage or to remove an imminent threat.

e Repair or replacement of drainage facilities needed to forestall immediate threat of
additional washout or erosion and replacement of traffic safety devices (guardrails,
signals, etc.) lost as a result of catastrophic damage.

It is expected that emergency opening projects will restore the roadway to essential traffic within
180 days of the damage incident.

Typically, emergency opening projects are allocated under Commission Resolution
G-00-11, authorizing Caltrans to allocate funds for emergency projects.

Permanent Restoration. The primary purpose of this element is to restore facilities to their
predamage condition after the emergency opening phase is complete. To be considered as
permanent restoration, the project must be tied to an identifiable event.

Typical improvements include:

Final grading and earthwork.

Full restoration of roadway and all appurtenances to predamage condition.
Construction of permanent geotechnical, structural, and drainage fixtures.
New alignments when the existing damaged alignment is no longer feasible.

It is expected permanent restoration projects will achieve construction completion within three
years of the damaging incident.
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Roadway Protective Betterments. The primary purpose of this element is to protect facilities
from anticipated future catastrophic damage from natural events (storms, floods, landslides, etc.)
or human-caused events.

Typical improvements include:

Rock slope protection.

Rock fall prevention (rock nets, etc.).

Stabilization trenches.

Slope corrections.

Pumps and pumping stations at depressed sections.
Retaining walls and soil nailing.

Security improvements (capital improvements only).

COLLISION REDUCTION CATEGORY

The collision reduction category has three elements: safety improvements, collision severity
reduction, and roadside safety improvements.

Safety Improvements. The primary purpose of this element is to reduce the number or severity
of collisions on the existing SHS. Project identification is based on the calculation of a Safety
Index (SI).

Projects may be spot locations where collision history indicates a pattern susceptible to
correction by a safety improvement.

Typical improvements include:

Traffic signals (school zone signals included).
Wet pavement corrections.

Curve corrections.

Shoulder widening.

Left turn channelization.

This element also includes projects that meet the warrant for study program criteria and,
following an analysis, that have been determined to improve safety by the installation of median
barrier, soft barrier, or other safety improvement to address cross-median- or crossover-type
collisions.

Collision Severity Reduction. The primary purpose of this element is to upgrade existing
highway safety features within the clear recovery area of the roadbed that will lead to reduced
collisions and severity of collisions.
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Typical improvements include:

e Installation of new guardrail end treatments and crash cushions.

e Installation of rumble strips, glare screen, rock fall mitigation, and overcrossing
pedestrian fencing.

e Clean Up the Roadside Environment (CURE) projects. CURE project goals are to
remove, relocate, make breakaway, or shield objects within the clear recovery zone.

e Crosswalk safety enhancments.

The intent of this element is the proactive in enhancement of safety on the SHS. As such, this
element is not subject to an SI analysis. Projects are prioritized based on the projected collision
severity reduction benefits.

Roadside Safety Improvements. The primary purpose of this element is to reduce the
frequency and duration of highway workers’ exposure to traffic by providing features to reduce
recurrent maintenance activities, provide safe access, and maintain traveler safety benefits
provided by the SRRA System by preventing closures due to drinking and waste water quality
noncompliance.

Typical improvements include:

e Relocating and clustering existing facilities to safe work locations.

e Minor pavement for areas beyond the gore, slopes adjacent to bridge structures,
low-visibility areas, road edge, and narrow areas.

e Vegetation control treatment under guardrail and around sign posts, or providing low
fuel alternative vegetation.

e Inert materials for slopes and low-visibility areas.

e Access gates, staircases, trails for light-duty vehicles, and maintenance vehicle
pullouts.

e Upgrading safety railing, and spot location barriers and end treatments.

e Upgrading chain control areas.

o Upgrading drinking and waste water systems to comply with water quality mandates.

LEGAL AND REGULATORY MANDATES CATEGORY

The legal and regulatory mandates category has four elements: relinquishments, stormwater
mitigation, ADA curb ramps, and ADA pedestrian infrastructure.

Relinquishments. The primary purpose of this element is to provide funding for Legislative
relinquishments of State highways to local agencies, relinquishments considered to be in the best
interest of the State.

Stormwater Mitigation. The primary purpose of this element is to ensure that Caltrans’
stormwater discharges to California and federal waters meet applicable water quality standards,
construct stormwater mitigation projects that arise from judicial and regulatory orders, and
implement improvements that comply with Caltrans’ National Pollution Discharge Elimination
System permits.
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ADA Curb Ramps. The primary purpose of this element is to construct curb ramps at existing
crosswalks and other defined pedestrian pathways to make the path of travel accessible. It
should be noted that Caltrans’ actions to upgrade facilities consistent with ADA regulations are
not limited to this funding category. Compliance with ADA regulations is incorporated into
Caltrans’ design standards.

ADA Pedestrian Infrastructure. The primary purpose of this element is to provide
improvements to existing pedestrian infrastructure to make the path of travel accessible and
comply with ADA regulations on all Caltrans-owned highways. Pedestrian infrastructure
includes sidewalks, crosswalks, pedestrian bridges and tunnels, and pedestrian/traffic signals that
facilitate the movement of pedestrians. This infrastructure also includes pedestrian pathways to
Caltrans-owned facilities, such as vista points , safety roadside rest areas and park-and-ride lots.

MOBILITY IMPROVEMENT CATEGORY

The mobility improvement category has three elements: operational improvements,
transportation management systems, and commercial vehicle enforcement facilities and
weigh-in-motion systems.

Operational Improvements. The primary purpose of this element is to improve traffic flow on
existing State highways by reducing congestion and operational deficiencies at spot locations.
As stated in section 13 of the adopted 2006 State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP)
Guidelines, State highway operational improvements that do not expand the design capacity of
the transportation system and are intended to address spot congestion are eligible for the SHOPP.

Typical improvements include:

¢ Interchange modifications (but not to accommodate traffic volumes that are
significantly larger than for what the existing facilities were designed).

e Ramp modifications (acceleration-deceleration/weaving).

e Auxiliary lanes for merging or weaving between adjacent interchanges.
Curve corrections and alignment improvement.

Signals and intersection improvements.

Two-way left-turn lanes.

Channelization.

Turnouts.

Shoulder widening.

e @ o o

Transportation Management Systems. The primary purpose of this element is to improve
traffic flow on existing State highways by addressing system-wide recurrent and nonrecurrent
congestion through system management techniques.

Transportation management systems facilitate the real-time management of the SHS
by providing vehicle collision and incident detection, verification, response, and clearance.
These systems provide SHS status information to travelers.
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Typical improvements include:

Traffic detection.

Changeable message signs.

Closed-circuit television cameras.

Ramp meters.

Communications systems and highway advisory radio.

Traffic signal interconnect projects.

e Traffic Management Centers, including necessary computer software and hardware.

Commercial Vehicle Enforcement Facilities and Weigh-in-Motion Systems. The primary
purpose of this element is to provide for commercial vehicle enforcement facilities (commonly
called weigh stations) and weigh-in-motion systems.

The weigh stations are needed to support the Commercial Vehicle Enforcement Plan. Truck
safety, size, and weight regulations are enforced by the California Highway Patrol, reducing
truck-related collisions or incidents and protecting State highways from premature damage.

The weigh-in-motion systems provide data for federally required data systems and special
studies, design and maintenance strategies, size and weight policies, enforcement and planning
strategies, and traffic and truck volume publications.

BRIDGE PRESERVATION CATEGORY

The bridge preservation category has six elements: bridge rehabilitation, bridge preventive
program, bridge scour mitigation, bridge rail replacement and upgrade, bridge seismic
restoration, and transportation permit requirements for bridges.

Bridge Rehabilitation. The primary purpose of this element is to restore or replace structures
when, due to deterioration or other causes, they become inadequate. Emphasis is placed on
bridges with the most urgent needs and the highest cost-benefit ratios.

Included is work to meet standards as required under ADA and Cal/OSHA regulations and work
required to restore or replace appurtenances attached to structures for use in maintenance, such
as inspection walkways, movable scaffolds, and air and water service lines.

Major transportation structures include bridges, tunnels, tubes, drainage pumping plants, marine
fenders, ferryboats, and the mechanical and electrical machinery associated therewith.

It is recognized that when bridges are replaced or rehabilitated it is sometimes appropriate to
make some geometric and structural improvements. Therefore, approved improvements may be
considered as part of a restoration or replacement project, but the original need for the project
must have been to restore or replace structures.

Bridge Preventive Program. The primary purpose of this program is to perform timely actions
to delay major rehabilitation of structures. Projects funded by this program may include deck
treatments, deck joints and seal repair/replacement, painting, and other preventive work.

This program is authorized under the 2007 Five-Year Maintenance Plan as an annual reservation
under the 2008 SHOPP beginning July 1, 2008.
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Bridge Scour Mitigation. The primary purpose of this element is to mitigate or replace bridges
that are vulnerable to collapse from erosion of channel or streambeds beneath
bridge foundations.

This element may also include any monitoring projects that are necessary to collect data that will
show when the bridge becomes scour critical and requires further action.

Bridge Rail Replacement and Upgrade. The primary purpose of this element is to bring all
noncrashworthy bridge rails up to current federal standards.

Bridge Seismic Restoration. The primary purpose of this element is to repair seismic
deficiencies of existing bridges not identified in the Seismic Retrofit Phase I Program and
bridges where site conditions have changed since the retrofit program.

Transportation Permit Requirements for Bridges. The primary purpose of this element is to
upgrade low and weak bridges to allow safe and efficient movement of oversized or overweight
vehicles and loads on major State highways.

ROADWAY PRESERVATION CATEGORY

The roadway preservation category has four elements: roadway rehabilitation (3R), pavement
rehabilitation (2R), capital preventive maintenance (CAPM) and drainage system restoration.

The historic goal of Caltrans has been to reduce the number of distressed lane miles of pavement
to 5,000, or approximately 10 percent of the total system.

Roadway Rehabilitation (3R) and Pavement Rehabilitation (2R). The primary purpose
of these two elements is to rehabilitate roadways that exhibit major structural distress. Both
elements also address repair and/or enhancement of other important elements such as traffic
safety systems, pedestrian/bicycle accessibility, curbs, dikes, and drainage facilities.. 3R Projects,
in addition to the above, also may replace and upgrade other highway appurtenances and
facilities within the project limits that are failing, worn out or functionally obsolete such as
geometric features. The determination of whether a segment of highway is to proceed as either a
2R or 3R Project is to be made by a safety screening.

A pavement or other appurtenance that is rehabilitated under these elements should provide
minimum twenty years of service life with relatively low maintenance expenditures. Life cycle
cost analysis is used to determine the optimum service life and pavement strategy.
Rehabilitation, with its provision of extending the service life of the facility, is distinct from
maintenance, which simply repairs or preserves the facility in a safe and usable condition.
Roadway rehabilitation projects must qualify for rehabilitation on the basis of existing Pavement
Management System criteria.

Capital Preventive Maintenance (CAPM). The primary purpose of this element is to repair
minor pavement distress and/or ride rougher than established maximums in order to extend the
service life a minimum of five years. The Capital Preventive Maintenance must qualify on the
basis of the existing Pavement Management System criteria. This task may also be used to
correct major pavement distress as an intermediate fix until the full roadway rehabilitation
project may be delivered. Other operational improvements, geometric corrections, widening is
not typically added to a CAPM.
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Drainage System Restoration. The primary purpose of this element is to provide for the
replacement or in-place rehabilitation of culverts and highway drainage systems that have lost
serviceability because of age, wear, or degradation. Upgrades or modifications of culverts and
highway drainage systems to increase flow or improve drainage alignment are included. Projects
to abandon culverts are also included.

ROADSIDE PRESERVATION CATEGORY

The roadside preservation category has four elements: roadside protection and restoration,
highway planting rehabilitation, safety roadside rest area rehabilitation, and new safety roadside
rest areas.

Roadside Protection and Restoration. The primary purpose of this element is to comply with
regulatory agency mandates, improve corridor functionality, reduce highway facility life-cycle
costs, and improve worker safety. Compliance with Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of
1975 (Pub. Resources Code, § 2710 et seq.) and Storm Water Construction General Permit
regulations are included. Rehabilitation of vista points and experimental or new features,
treatments, and practices are included. Relinquishment of environmental mitigation sites, and
fish and wildlife preservation and protection are also included.

Highway Planting Rehabilitation. The primary purpose of this element is to reduce

the long-term maintenance costs of roadside infrastructure, provide for replacement, restoration,
and rehabilitation of existing highway plantings to an economically maintainable state following
damage by weather, acts of nature, or deterioration, and improve worker and traveler safety,

This element also provides for erosion control to comply with Caltrans’ National Pollution
Discharge Elimination System permit requirements, design of safety features for worker safety,
and improvements for roadside appearance and coordination with community character.

Safety Roadside Rest Area Rehabilitation. The primary purpose of this element is to correct
deficiencies and restore existing safety roadside rest areas to a safe condition.

Typical improvements include:

Operational improvements.
Capacity expansion (parking and comfort stations).
Existing comfort station or other structural element rehabilitation or replacement.

Compliance with Cal/OSHA regulations.Maintenance facilities, crew rooms, and
office space for California Highway Patrol personnel.

Electrical system upgrades.
Ramp upgrades to current design standards.
Relocation of existing safety roadside rest areas.

Auxiliary facility construction where expansion and upgrading an existing site is not
feasible.

33



: . TAB 18
t January 2013 PROPOSED 2013 Ten-Year SHOPP Plan

New Safety Roadside Rest Areas. The primary purpose of this element is to provide for new,
conveniently spaced stopping opportunities as an integral part of the SHS where the traveler may
stop, rest, relax, obtain travel information, and return to the highway more alert and driving
safely.

Partnerships and joint development of safety roadside rest areas with the private sector or public
agencies are included.All land, structures, landscaping, utilities, and other facilities, such as
restrooms, office and storage space, tables, drinking fountains, telephones, motorist information,
and trash receptacles, are included.

FACILITY IMPROVEMENT CATEGORY

The goal of the facility improvement category is to address worker safety, comply with ADA
and Cal/OSHA regulations, and improve operational efficiency. The facility improvement
category has four elements: equipment facilities, maintenance facilities, office buildings, and
materials laboratories and testing facilities.

Equipment Facilities. The primary purpose of this element is to provide facilities needed for
the support of the Division of Equipment’s operations.

Typical improvements include:

* Resident mechanic facilities in maintenance stations, whether stand-alone or
contiguous to a maintenance structure district shop’s subshops.

e Headquarters shop.
e Equipment storage areas.

At maintenance stations and district facilities, mechanics repair and maintain Caltrans’ fleet of
equipment, such as trucks, pickups, loaders, and snowplows.

At the Headquarters location, in addition to repairs, the facility is primarily devoted to the
fabrication of new replacement equipment for the fleet.

Maintenance Facilities. The primary purpose of this element is to provide facilities needed for
the support of the Division of Maintenance’s operations.

Typical improvements include:

e Rehabilitation of existing maintenance stations and construction of new ones.

o [Installation of new fuel tanks and replacement of existing fuel tanks as part of a larger
rehabilitation contract.

Office Buildings. The primary purpose of this element is to provide facilities needed for the
support of State transportation activities, including all district and Headquarters office buildings.

Materials Laboratories and Testing Facilities. The primary purpose of this element is to
provide facilities needed to conduct specialized laboratory, field-testing, and inspection services
for all phases of transportation engineering work involving materials and manufactured products.
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APPENDIX D

EXAMPLE PHOTOGRAPHS
EMERGENCY RESPONSE

Heavy rainfall in January 2010 caused extensive damage
to highways throughout California. A large landslide

e Route 96 near Eureka.
3 B 2R

damaged Stat

The Station Fire ravaged the Los Angeles County
roadside late summer 2009, causing damage along State
Route 2. The area took a second hit from storms in
January 2010.
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COLLISION REDUCTION
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This picture shows a location in need of metal
beam guardrail, which reduces the number and
severity of run-off-road-type collisions.

This is an example of an older and obsolete crash cushion on a
State highway. It does not meet current crash-test guidelines and
needs to be upgraded to a State-approved crash cushion to ensure

proper performance in the event of a collision.
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This photo demonstrates the current condition of many areas
adjacent to ramps. Paving these areas will eliminate the need for
maintenance workers to be on foot to manually control weeds and
pick up trash and debris. Eliminating or relocating signage, or
converting to quick change posts in these areas also contribute to
reducing worker exposure to traffic.

This photo demonstrates how vegetation control treatments under
guard rail eliminates the need for a worker to be on foot to
manually control weeds for fire prevention.
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Clustering roadside facilities at safe locations away from traffic
minimizes worker exposure to traffic.
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VAR

Slopes along this section of highway have repeatedly eroded,
resulting in sediment deposits in the Tuolumne River, affecting the
quality of State waters. Although maintenance forces have
attempted to repair and stabilize the slopes, erosion continues with
significant rainfall. Stormwater mitigation projects are needed to
reduce maintenance efforts and ensure compliance with the National

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System permit.

This photograph demonstrates the condition of pedestrian walkway
facilities along a State highway. This not only is a problem for
pedestrians in general but also is a barrier for those pedestrians with
accessibility limitations.
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MOBILITY IMPROVEMENTS
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Approaching Jeffrey/University IC

These are two bottleneck locations on Interstate 405 in Irvine.
The platoon of vehicles merging onto the freeway is causing
bottlenecks, which in turn cause delay on the mainline. The

cumulative effect of multiple bottlenecks along a freeway
segment can cause considerable delay in the corridor. Similar
effects are being experienced in several freeway corridors across
the State.
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Weigh stations help the California Highway Patrol efficiently
conduct commercial vehicle inspections and weight enforcement
to reduce pavement damage and enhance traffic safety. The
pavement at this weigh station located on Interstate 5 near
Santa Nella is in a severe state of disrepair. Similar conditions
can be found at other weigh stations.

The sign at this weigh station located on Interstate 5 near Castaic
has deteriorated and is in need of replacement.
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BRIDGE PRESERVATION

A seven-foot-long hole opened up in the concrete deck of the
bridge on Interstate 5 in San Diego County at the Oceanside
Boulevard structure in February 2009.

The concrete in the Temple Street overcrossing structure has
become severely deteriorated, leading to corrosion of the
underlying reinforcing steel.
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ROADWAY PRESERVATION

This is an example of severe corner cracking of Portland cement

concrete pavement caused by loss of base support, heavy loading,

and severe pumping. Maintenance forces have patched the failed
pavement to keep the lane in service.

This is an example of severe fatigue cracking, also known as
alligator cracking, on hot-mix asphalt concrete pavement.
Maintenance forces have sealed the cracks to extend the service
life of the pavement.
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ROADSIDE PRESERVATION
Highway Planting Rehabilitation

Deteriorated landscapes increase the risk of erosion and roadside fires

spreading to urban areas. Exposed soundwalls require regular graffiti

removal, and weed-covered slopes require vegetation management to

minimize the threat of fire, both requiring maintenance workers to be
exposed to traffic.
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Safety Roadside Rest Areas

These photographs indicate the result of inadequate truck parking spaces at
safety roadside rest areas. Parking lots are full beyond capacity, forcing
truck drivers to park along ramp and mainline shoulders, causing safety

concerns. Inadequate stopping opportunities result in human waste and other
biohazards dumped along the roadside.
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Maintenance facilities throughout the State are outdated and in need of
modernization.
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.: 5.1
Information Item

From: NORMA ORTEGA
Chief Financial Officer

subject: CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION PLAN

The attached package includes Fact Sheets and Executive Summaries, where applicable, of the
following documents:

+«+ California Interregional Blueprint

% Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan
+« Corridor System Management Plans

% Freight Mobility Plan

+« California Statewide Transit Strategic Plan
% 2013 California State Rail Plan

Each of these documents are in various stages of development, but will be discussed for information
at the January 8, 2013 CTC meeting as they pertain to the California Transportation Plan. Some of

these documents can be found temporarily at:
www.dot.ca.gov/hg/transprog/ctcbooks/2013/0113/California_Transportation_Plan

Attachments

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Integrating Cahfomua s Transportation Future

In response to Senate Bill 391, the
CIB Interim Report achieves two main
objectives:

1. Summarizes current regional level
transportation planning activities
from around the State, particular-
ly from regions with an adopted
Regional Transportation Plan /
Sustainable Communities Strategy
(RTP/SCS), and considers how
these activities might influence the
statewide transportation system.

2. Sets a course for the next Cali-
fornia Transportation Plan, (CTP)
2040, to be completed in 2015.

Creating Sustainable
Communities

The Metropolitan Planning Organi-
zations’ SCS process aims to create
livable communities, lower green
house gas (GHG) emissions and pre-
serve the natural environment through
linking land use and transportation
planning. Initial analysis presented in
the Interim Report finds that the three
regions with an adopted RTP/SCS
(San Diego Association of Govern-
ments, Southern California Associa-
tion of Governments, and Sacramento
Area Council of Governments) and

those in the RTP development pro-
cess share the following themes:

+ Expansion of transit capacity,
frequency, and connectivity

* Higher proportion of funding for
bicycling and walking projects

* More investments in managed
lanes

» Focus on land use efficient
development

* Support for streamlined California
Environmental Quality Act review
of eligible projects

*+ Greater coordination between
government agencies and
stakeholder groups

+ Challenged by limited funding

Statewide Design &
Travel Pattern Influence

While SCS implementation effects

will be most noticed at the local and
regional level, they will also influence
the design of the statewide transporta-
tion system and alter travel patterns.

(Continued on back)
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The Interim Report suggests that the statewide
system could undergo these changes:

» Enhanced statewide door-to-door travel op-
tions

+ More complete streets on State highways
passing through urban areas

+ Increased conversion of High Occupancy Ve-
hicle lanes to High Occupancy Toll lanes on
multiple interregional routes

+ Eased congestion on interregional routes in
urban areas

» Faster implementation of Transit Oriented
Development projects

California Transportation Plan - CTP 2040

The Interim Report also points the way for the
CTP 2040 - a document that will be distinctly
differentthan pastStatetransportation plans. Along
with the traditional policy, strategy, and recom-

mendation elements, the next CTP will identify the
statewide integrated multimodal transportation

-system needed to achieve maximum feasible GHG

emission reductions consistent with California’s cli-
mate change goals. This analysis will be complet-
ed using new tools such as the Statewide Travel
Demand Model to evaluate scenarios and policies
and measure their performance. Some of the sce-
narios and policies under consideration include:

* Alternative levels of overall transportation
funding, and allocation of state-level funding
between system operation, preservation,
maintenance, and expansion needs

* System management strategies, such as
statewide pricing or linking of regional man-
aged lane projects

* More extensive system efficiency improve-
ments, such as ramp metering and incident
management

* Bottleneck relief, such as truck climbing
lanes, at key interregional gateways

%California

TRANSPORTATION PLAN

SeO0CSOO

Integrating California's Transportation Future

Contact

For more details, please contact the
CIB Project Manager:

Pam Korte, Chief

Office of State Planning

Division of Transportation Planning
(916) 653-2593
Pam_Korte@dot.ca.gov

Visit: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/tpp/cali-
forniainterregionalblueprint/

Et RCTP2040

CALHFORNIA TRANIFORTATION FLAN
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The California Interregional Blueprint (CIB) is a state-
level transportation blueprint that combines statewide
transportation goals with regional transportation

and land use plans to produce a unified multimodal
transportation strategy. The CIB integrates proposed
interregional highway, transit, intercity passenger rail,
high-speed rail (HSR), freight movement, aviation, and
other transportation system and strategic plans into
a common framework for analysis. This strategic
framework provides the basis for the State’s long-
range transportation plan, known as the California
Transportation Plan (CTP).

The CIB also responds to the requirements of Senate
Bill {SB) 391 (Liu 2009). SB 391 directs Caltrans

to prepare a new CTP by December 2015 that
identifies the transportation system needed to achieve
greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reduction goals. The
upcoming statewide transportation plan, CTP 2040,
will demonstrate how major metropolitan areas, rural
areas, and State agencies can coordinate planning
efforts to achieve critical statewide goals such as
supporting GHG emission reduction targets established
pursuant to Assembly Bill (AB) 32 (Nufiez 2006),
Executive Order 5-03-05, and SB 375

(Steinberg 2007).

This CIB Interim Report is one product of the
CIB process, and builds on the preceding 2010

Executive Summary

CIB Progress Report. As required by SB 391, it
summarizes regional efforts to develop GHG emission
reduction plans under SB 375, describes the
potential influence of these plans on the statewide
transportation system, and discusses implications
for Caltrans and other State agencies. This lays the
groundwork for the upcoming CTP 2040, which will
describe in more detail how the State will integrate
and build on regional efforts to address GHG emission
reduction, mobility, economic development, and other
key goals.

SB 375 has dramatically changed the focus of regional
transportation planning. It requires California’s
Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPO) to prepare
a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) as part of
their Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). The
RTP/SCS plan demonstrates how regional GHG
emission reduction targets will be met through

California Transportation
Plan 2040

/ 3 California
S Interregional

Blueprint
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MPOs
in California

coordinated transportation and land use investments
and policies. If the RTP/SCS actions fail to meet
regional targets, the MPO must prepare an Alternative
Planning Strategy (APS) to show how the target could
be met if sufficient funds were available.

While SB 375 has a strong regional focus, SB 391
highlights the critical role of Caltrans and other State
agencies in addressing interregional travel issues,
including GHG emission reductions associated with
interregional travel. Caltrans is using the CIB to define
strategies to address interregional travel needs, while
ensuring that the CTP 2040 will identify statewide
policies and investment priorities needed to support
the State’s GHG emission reduction goals.

REGIONAL EFFORTS

Three of California’s largest MPOs—San Diego
Association of Governments (SANDAG), Scuthern
California Association of Governments (SCAG), and
Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG)—
have adopted their first RTP/SCS plan. Each MPO
demonstrated that its RTP/SCS plan would meet or
exceed the targets for reducing per capita passenger
vehicle GHG emissions in 2020 and 2035, as called
for in SB 375. At the same time, California’s 15 other
MPOs currently are preparing their plans.

Section 2 of this report summarizes key planning
initiatives and investments included in the three
adopted RTP/SCS plans, and identifies strategies

MPOS with
completed SCS plans

TAB 19

MPOs that are currently
preparing SCS or
APS plans

being considered by MPOs that are still preparing their
plans. In addition, Section 2 highlights key statewide
transportation issues that have been identified in the
CIB analysis.

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES
STRATEGIES INFLUENCES ON THE
STATEWIDE TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM

SB 391 requires the CIB Interim Report to discuss how
regional RTP/SCS plans could influence the statewide
transportation system. Analysis of the three adopted
RTP/SCS plans and preliminary activities in the 15
other MPOs revealed several themes in three

broad categories:

- RTP/SCS Investments that could Influence the
Statewide Transportation System:

- Transit Capacity and Connectivity: MPOs
are focusing scarce discretionary funding on
investments in transit capacity, frequency, and
connectivity. SACOG, SANDAG, and SCAG have
dedicated the second largest portion of their
RTP funding to investment in transit capital
and operations. Furthermore, the MPOs are
also including major transit capacity and
frequency expansion in their RTP/SCS plans.
Currently adopted RTP/SCS plans anticipate
substantially improved high-capacity transit
access at several major airports (Sacramento,
Los Angeles, and San Diego). Further, the

[ ES-2 ] California Interregional Blueprint Interim Report



emerging HSR “Blended Scenario anticipates
leveraging regional rail investments as part of
a statewide initial operating system for HSR.

“Active Transportation”: MPOs are increasing
the proportion of funds they invest in bicycling
and walking projects (“active transportation”)
and supporting policies such as Complete
Streets and Safe Routes to Schools. MPOs
and transit operators also are emphasizing
improvement in bicycling and walking
connections to transit. For example, SCAG’s
RTP/SCS plan calls for the provision of
multimodal mobility hubs around major transit
stations, folding-bikes-on-bus programs, triple
bike racks on buses, and dedicated racks on
light rail vehicles.

Managed Lanes: SANDAG and SCAG plan
substantial investments in managed lanes,
both priced and free, on multiple regional
routes. SACOG's RTP/SCS plan includes new
carpool lanes on sections of I-5, [-80, and
U.S. 50.

« Land Use Strategies that Could Influence
Statewide Travel:

Coordination Between Location Efficient
Development and Transportation Investments:
The RTP/SCS plans for SACOG, SANDAG, and
SCAG focus future growth in developed areas
and around transit stations. This approach

is known as “location efficient development.”
SANDAG's plan accommodates 79 percent of
all housing and 86 percent of all jobs within
the “Urban Area Transit Strategy Study Area,”
where the greatest investments in public
transit are being made. SCAG and SACOG also
concentrate a majority of new growth in areas
to be served by high-guality transit areas.
MPOs also are expanding funding to support

TAB 19

location efficient development, such as through
SANDAG's Smart Growth Incentive Program,
These funding programs are critical to ensuring
that the land use visions included in SCS
documents are realized.

» Process and Policy Changes Resulting from the
SCS Process:

Constrained Funding: Financial resources

for transportation investments are limited.
The California Transportation Commission’s
(CTC) 2011 Statewide Transportation System
Needs Assessment (STSNA) reported growing
transportation system maintenance and
operation needs, and constrained funding

for expansion or enhancement. The report
documented about $341 billion in statewide
maintenance and preservation needs? from
2011 to 2020, compared to about $147 billion
in available revenue for maintenance and
preservation. The three MPOs with completed
RTP/SCS plans dedicated the largest share
of their RTP budgets to system maintenance,
reflecting these resource constraints.

Opportunities for Streamlined California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Review:;
Several MPOs are encouraging local
governments to take advantage of new

1 According to the California High-Speed Rail Authority’s
2012 Business Plan, the Blended Scenario is a strategy
for phased implementation of a statewide HSR system

that

includes:

Dividing the program into a series of smaller, discrete
projects that build upon each other but also can stand
alone to provide viable HSR service.

Making advance investments in regional and local rail
systems to leverage existing infrastructure

and benefit travelers by providing interconnecting rail
services,

2 Unless otherwise noted, all costs in this report are stated
in year of expenditure dollars.

California Interregional Blueprint interim Report [ ES-3 ]



streamlining provisions available through

SB 375 and other legislation in conjunction
with the RTP/SCS plans, allowing expedited
review of infill projects that support GHG
emission reduction goals. State, regional, and
local agencies are identifying other methods
of streamlining California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) approvals to allow priority
transportation projects to move forward more
quickly. For example, SACOG was recently
awarded a Strategic Growth Council (SGC)
grant to explore expedited environmental
review of transit projects.

- Greater Coordination Across Government
Agencies and Stakeholders: The RTP/SCS
process is resulting in greater levels of
coordination between government agencies
and stakeholder groups. For example, SB 375
led to the creation of an MPO working group
involving the major MPOs and State agencies.®
This group continues to share approaches and
lessons learned in developing RTP/SCS plans
and meeting GHG emission reduction targets.
Several MPOs report increased engagement
from the business community, local agencies,
and nonprofit groups during RTP/SCS plan
development as compared to prior RTPs.
SANDAG, in particular, received an unusually
large number of comments (more than 4,000)
from many stakeholder groups in response to
their Draft RTP/SCS plan.

The evolving RTP/SCS planning process creates
opportunities for Caltrans and other State agencies

to redefine their roles in ways that complement MPO
planning activities. Some specific ways in which
Caltrans and other State agencies can support SCS
implementation and address gaps in the SCS planning
process include:

» Investing in strategic capital

TAB 19

and operations projects.
«  Supporting streamlined regulation.
- Providing funding support.
- Coordinating data and analysis.
» Monitoring the statewide transportation system.

»  Supporting and leading local, regional, and
interregional corridor planning.

« Providing leadership on issues such as freight
mobility and interregional travel that are not fully
addressed in regional plans.

NEXT STEPS

5CS development and implementation highlights
opportunities that point the way towards a fully
“statewide integrated multimodal transportation

Investments

Land Use
Strategies

Policy Changes
and Collaborations

3 Including Caltrans, the CTC, the California Air Resources
Board, the California Department of Housing and
Community Development, the California Department of
Healthcare Services, and the Governor’s Office of Planning
and Research.
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system.” CTP 2040 will address these opportunities,
while others should be considered as earlier actions.

Developing the CTP 2040

The CIB Interim Report draws on the three RTP/SCS
plans adopted as of July 2012 and preliminary
information from the regional planning agencies that
have yet to adopt an RTP/SCS plan. By the time

the CTP 2040 is prepared, all 18 MPOs will have
completed their first RTP/SCS plans, and will have
defined the projects or policies that could influence
travel along interregional corridors. Having a more
complete picture of regional plans will enable the CTP
2040 to provide greater analysis of the relationship
between regional and statewide planning efforts.
Moreover, key analysis tools, such as the California
Statewide Travel Demand Model (CSTDM), will be
available to assess interregional travel patterns, GHG
emissions, and statewide transportation performance.
These advances mean that the CTP 2040 can

be a truly strategic document for California that
considers metropolitan, rural, tribal, and interregional
transportation issues.

Early Actions to Support SB 375 Implementation

The experience of the first three MPOs in preparing
their RTP/SCS plans provides some “lessons learned”
that should be considered by Caltrans and its partners.
Doing so may lead to some early actions that Caltrans
can take prior to completion of the

CTP 2040:

« Streamlined Project Delivery: Caltrans can
also promote streamlining CEQA and National
Environmental Policy Act compliance strategies for
such projects.

« Adequate Funding for Transportation Projects and
Services: Caltrans had an active role in developing
the 2011 STSNA. Caltrans should continue

TAB 19

this strong role in the periodic updating of this
document and formulate policy recommendations
for transportation funding that can be advocated
and supported by the State.

Adequate Funding for Transit Supportive
Development: Many California MPOs have initiated
infrastructure funding programs that directly
support transit-oriented development. However,
the limited funding available for these programs
cannot meet all needs. The success of many
strategies in adopted RTP/SCS plans will depend
to a large extent on how funding issues

are resolved.

Performance Measurement and Monitoring
Enhancements: Greater attention is being paid to
performance measurement methods, including the
use of models, forecasting techniques, selection
of relevant performance measures and targets,
and evaluation of results. Caltrans’ Smart Mobility
2010 report recommended “Smart Mobility
Performance Measures” (SMPM) that could be a
starting place for evaluating performance results.
Caltrans should continue working with the SGC

in guiding the development and providing direct
technical support for the next California Regional
Progress Report.

Continued State and Regional Collaboration on
SCS Development and Implementation: In recent
years, MPOs and State agencies have shared
experience and knowledge in developing and
implementing RTP/SCS plans. This collaborative
process could continue and lessons learned can
be incorporated into the next update of the 2010
California Regional Transportation Plan Guidelines.

California Interregional Blueprint Interim Report [ ES-5 ]
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Next Steps...

e Will reevaluate the list
of Focus Routes and
associated projects
to coincide with the
release of the California
Transportation Plan
in 2015,

R R

Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan

Overview

The 2012 Interregional Transportation
Strategic Plan (ITSP) is a Caltrans doc-
ument that provides guidance for the
identification and prioritization of interre-
gional State Highway projects and provides
summary information regarding other
interregional transportation modes—in
particular, intercity passenger rail. The
ITSP highlights critical planning consid-
erations such as corridor system manage-
ment plans, complete streets, and climate
change.

Focus Routes

As an implementation response to SB 45
(1997), the ITSP has been a cornerstone
Caltrans planning document for over a
decade. A unique blend of high-level
planning and project pre-programming
document, the ITSP has guided critical
Interregional Transportation Improvement
Program (ITIP) funding toward ten Focus
Routes {see map on reverse side of this
sheet). These ten State Routes, along with
the Interstate System, were deemed to be
the core of California’s legislatively-
designated Interregional Road System.

The I'TSP identifies priority interregional
Focus Route projects for ITIP funding con-
sideration. The following table highlights
progress on Focus Route projects since the
1998 ITSP:

&

Focus Route Projects ~ Miles | % of Total
Completed or under 654 7 30%
construction

Fully funded but not yet 79 4%
under construction

Partially programmed 384 17%
Planned but no phase 1,085 49%
programmed

The Plan’s Value

» Updates a broad range of modes and
transportation planning strategies
that bring the ITSP in alignment with
several other Caltrans planning efforts
under the California Interregional
Blueprint and California Transporta-
tion Plan.

» Contributes to a statewide vision for
an integrated, multimodal transporta-
tion system that complements regional
plans and land use, as well as assisting
the State in meeting future emission
standard and climate change require-
ments.

» Isaplanning tool that can be used to
diversify intermodal systems resulting
in a more efficient and comprehensive
State transportation system.

CALE ORMIA TRANLFORTATHON PLAN

éCTPZOth i;\}(\HIGHWAY PLAN
Interregions Transpertation Strategic Plan
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Focus Route Development Strategy
1998 - 2020
(non-urbanized areas)

Implementation Progress Report Since the
1998 Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan (ITSP)

Legend
Funding Status (1998 - 2012 STIP)
e Constructed/Under Construction

e Fully Funded

Partially Programmed
s Planned

C—O Focus Route Meets Concept
Interstate

2010 Census Urbanized Area

| California Depariment of Transportation
Division of Transportation Planning
Office of System and Freight Planning
November 2012 A
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Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan

DRAFT

The Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan has been
developed for information purposes to articulate key interregional
transportation project needs for consideration within Caltrans
and partner agency project development and programming
processes. It is not a plan under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) or National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA),
does not program funds, and is not fiscally constrained. Projects
are subject to CEQA and NEPA at the programmatic level, as they're
included in a Regional Transportation Planning Agency’s Regional
Transportation Plan and as the individual project produces the
appropriate Environmental Document for that project.

ct.
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Malcolm Dougherty, Director—California Department of Transportation
Kome Ajise, Deputy Director—Planning and Modal Programs
William A. Mosby, Interim Chief—Division of Transportation Planning

Bruce de Terra, Chief—Office of System & Freight Planning
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he 2012 Interregional Transportation Strategic

Plan (ITSP) is a California Department

of Transportation (Caltrans) document
that provides guidance for the identification and
prioritization of interregional State highway projects.
The ITSP promotes the State of California’s role of
improving mobility while providing opportunity for
efficient goods movement. It also provides summary
information regarding other interregional transportation
modes—in particular, intercity passenger rail. The
ITSP highlights critical planning considerations such
as system planning, complete streets, and climate
change.

The 2012 ITSP:
Is the first update to the ariginal 1998 ITSP

Identifies Focus Route improvements that have
occurred since the 1998 plan,

Does not remove or add Focus Routes as
compared with the 1998 plan, and

Addresses transportation legislation and policy
that has emerged since 1998,

The ITSP is not a plan under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) or National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), does not program
funds, and is not fiscally constrained. It has been
developed for information purposes to articulate

key interregional transportation project needs for
consideration within Caltrans project and programming
processes.

TAB 19

Introduction

The primary purpose of the ITSP is to recommend
improvements to the Interregional Road System (IRRS).
The IRRS was identified by statute in 1989 (Blueprint
Legislation - Assembly Bill (AB) 471, Senate Bill (SB)
300, & AB 973) and includes 93 State highway routes
or portions of routes (out of 265 State Routes). The
93 routes include a subset of 34 High-Emphasis
Routes and a further refinement of ten Focus Routes.
These ten Focus Routes represent the IRRS corridors
that are of highest priority for completion to at least
the “minimum facility concept standard” (typically
upgrading to freeway or expressway) during the 20-year
planning horizon of the ITSP (2032), and updates the
status of projects listed for the ten Focus Routes.

Consistent with the original 1998 ITSP this update
provides information regarding the State-supported
intercity passenger rail services and their associated
feeder-bus services. The three routes that form the
core of this system are: the Pacific Surfliner between
San Diego and San Luis Obispo, the San Joaquins
between Bay Area/Sacramento and Bakersfield, and
the Capitol Corridor between San Jose and Auburn.

These services are eligible for a portion of the
interregional transportation funds provided through
the STIR High-Speed Rail is also addressed, but in a
summary manner, since specific issues are still being
worked out in the planning process.

The ITSP addresses a broad range of modes and
transportation planning strategies intended to
coordinate with other Caltrans planning efforts such as
the State Rail Plan and the California Freight Mobility
Plan, under the California Interregional Blueprint (CIB).
In addition to upgrading key highways 1o better meet

Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan [ 1 ]
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interregional travel needs, Caltrans is focusing on
optimizing the use of existing facilities through corridor
system management.

“Coordination efforts are
crucial to creating a
balanced & sustainable
interregional system.”

In part, the ITSP can be used as a planning tool that
contributes to a statewide vision for an integrated,
multimodal transportation system. Such coordination
efforts are crucial to creating a balanced and
sustainable interregional system that supports
California’s economy, links all regions of the state with
high-quality transportation facilities, and minimizes
impacts to the environment and communities.

State Route 58 (Before) State Route 58 - Mohave Construction

This section of State Route 58 that connects the southern

San Joaquin Valley to Interstates 15 and 40 is a vital interstate truck
route. Upgrading remaining two-lane sections to freeway or express-
way standards is important for California’s economy.

[ 2] Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan
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Figure A

Interregional Road System

(Streets and Highway Code, Section 164.10 - 164.20)

Legend

IRRS Route
| 2010 Census Urbanized Area

California Department of Transportation

Division of Transportation Planning

Office of System and Freight Planning
July 2012
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SR 299 - Middlfe of Buckhorn

Rural two-lane, mountainous Focus Routes (such as State Route 299) may not merit upgrading to
expressway or freeway standards, or such upgrading may be impractical. However, making strategic
improvements to the two-lane facility to add turn pockets, medians, wide shoulders, and straightening
of curves can make significant improvements to safety, travel times, and provide the ability of full-
sized, five-axle trucks to use the highway.
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TAB 19

chapter one

The Purpose of the ITSP

he 1998 ITSP was written in response to the

passage of Senate Bill (SB) 45 in 1997. With

SB 45, the processes for the programming of
State transportation funds were significantly restruc-
tured. SB 45 mandated that 25% of the State Trans-
portation Improvement Program (STIP) be used to fund
Interregional Transportation Improvement Program (ITIP)
projects. The other 75% would fund Regional Transpor-
tation Improvement Program (RTIP) projects. The SB 45
mandates have provided Caltrans with the opportunity
to present its long-range planning vision for the inter-
regional system—one that includes an on-going commit-
ment to improve interregional mobility.

The ITSP provides direction to the ITIP by identifying
corridors of greatest need thereby focusing investment
in projects that best meet the intent of the program. A
list of ITIP projects is chosen and submitted by Caltrans
to the California Transportation Commission (CTC) for
funding consideration in the STIP

The ITSP includes six primary objectives for directing
interregional program funds to achieve statewide inter-

regional goals:

1. Complete a trunk system of higher-standard
routes,

2. Connect urbanized areas to the trunk system,

3. Create dependable connectivity to major gateways
and intermodal transfer facilities,

4, Connect urbanizing centers to the trunk system,

5. Link rural and smaller urban centers to the trunk
system, and

6. Improve intercity passenger rail.

(2012 Interregional Transportation Improvement Pro-
gram, December, 2011)

The ITSP updates a broad range of modes and transpor-
tation planning strategies that bring the ITSP in align-
ment with several other Caltrans planning efforts under
the California Interregional Blueprint (CIB). The CIB will
become the foundation of the California Transportation
Plan 2040 (CTP—the State’s long-range transportation
plan. The CTP 2040 will be completed in 2015.

The concurrent efforts to complete the CIB Interim
Report and update the ITSP will result in a statewide
vision for an integrated, multimodal transportation sys-
tem that will complement regional transportation and
land-use plans, as well as assist the State in meeting ~
climate change goals. Updated rail, freight, transit, and
aviation plans will also contribute to this statewide plan-
ning effort. Both the CTP and ITSP will act as planning
tools that can be used to better link intermodal sys-
tems, resulting in a more efficient and comprehensive
transportation system. Such coordination efforts are
crucial to creating balanced and sustainable interre-
gional travel.

The ITSP identifies a specific set of highway projects
on ten Focus Routes. It informs and is informed by the
Regional Transportation Plans (RTPs) prepared by the
18 Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) and
26 Regional Transportation Planning Agencies (RTPAs)

Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan [ 5 ]
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in California. No new Focus Routes are heing added

to this update. No routes are being dropped, except
where sections of a route may have been relinquished
by the State to a local jurisdiction. Caltrans

continues to consult with regional agencies to seek
consensus con the relative priority of improvements.
Complimentary actions by regional and local agencies
are recommended 1o provide optimum integration of the
State's transportation systems.

The ITSP lays out a recommended course of actions
and considerations for the Interregional Improvement
Program (IIP) for the 20-year planning period of 2012
to 2032. It identifies key principles, objectives and

[ 6 ] Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan
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strategies that inform project selection for the IIP

The 20-year planning horizon corresponds to the typical
timeframe used by Caltrans for individual route plans.
Twenty years is considered the maximum horizon for
which reasonably accurate travel demand forecasting
can be developed. The ITSP considers the time

period for related plans and programs, specifically the
RTR congestion management programs, and city and
county General Plans. The ITSP is expected to be
updated periodically to reflect major changes, trends of
statewide and interregional significance, and evolving

transportation policy and strategies.

e o :-- A
299 - Redding to Arcata

State Route
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The basis for all Caltrans programming decisions stem from the Department Mission Statement;

Caltrans Improves Mobility Across California.

Caltrans is also committed to the following strategic goals:

Safety Provide the safest transportation system in the nation for users and workers
Mobility Maximize transportation system performance and accessibility

Stewardship Preserve and enhance California’s resources and assets

Delivery Efficiently deliver quality transportation projects and services

Service Promote quality service through an excellent workforce

Regions and Caltrans should consider the following criteria for measuring the cost-effectiveness of RTIPs and the
ITIP:

* Decrease in vehicle occupant travel, freight and goods time per thousand dollar invested.
* Decrease in accidents and fatalities per thousand dollar invested.

= Decrease in vehicle and system operating cost per thousand dollar invested.

¢ Improved access to jobs, markets and commerce per thousand dollar invested.

» Increased frequency reliability of rail/transit service per thousand dollar invested.

+ Decrease in air pollution emissions per thousand dollar invested.

* Increase in annual passenger, freight and goods miles carried per thousand dollar invested.

(California Transportation Commission STIP Guidelines, August, 2011)
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Improvements to Focus Routes, such as this
upgrade from a two-lane conventional highway

to a fourlane expressway with median, improves
safety and provides for more reliable travel times.

U.S. Highway 395 Inyo / Blackrock

[ 8] Interregional Transportation Strategic Plan

Review Draft




December 2012

fact sheet

Overview

Corridor System Management Plans (CSMPs)
are developed based on the need to improve
safety, maximize mobility, and reduce delay
costs on California’s most congested highway
corridors. The CSMPs’ primary objectives are
to reduce accident and injury rates (safety),
reduce delay within the corridor (mobility),
reduce variation of travel time (reliability),
restore lost lane-mile capacity (productivi-
ty), and reduce distressed lane miles (system
preservation).

The CSMP is a planning tool that can contrib-
ute to the vision of integrated transportation
system management for an entire corridor
while also minimizing environmental and
community impacts.

Necessary Elements

Improving the State Highway System (SHS)
must include more than just adding new
pavement — it must also include maximum
utilization of existing facilities, reliable trans-
portation alternatives, inclusion of multimodal
analysis, and flexibility for further improve-
ments by integrating effectively with surround-
ing land use.

The Vaiue of CSMPs

CSMPs are unique in that they analyze a
transportation corridor as one system instead
of analyzing all the elements of a corridor
individually.

&t

Fundi.ng

In 2006, California voters approved Propo-
sition 1B which created both the Corridor
Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA) and
the State Route 99 Corridor Account. These
programs funded projects that provided
congestion relief, operational enhancements,
enhanced mobility, improved safety and
improved connectivity throughout the state
(Note: $4.5 billion was authorized for the
CMIA and $1 billion for the SR 99 Account).

The California Transportation Commission
gave priority to all projects funded through
these accounts where a CSMP was in place,
or there was a documented regional and local
commitment to develop and implement a
CSMP.

Findings

»  CSMPs should be developed for the State’s
most congested corridors.

«  Progress on CSMP implementation, par-
ticularly corridor performance, should be
tracked.

»  CSMP concepts and performance-based
planning should be applied throughout
the system planning process.

»  Staff capacity to develop, use, and update
micro-simulation and other modeling
tools at Caltrans should be expanded and
more strongly-supported,

QN
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Overview

Efficient mobility of freight within and beyond

the state is critical to California’s economy. To
maintain and advance national and global market
share, California’s freight transportation system
needs to be in good repair, address bottlenecks
and other inefficiencies, and become more strate-
gically competitive than ever before. Caltrans is
in the process of updating the state’s multi-modal
long-range freight plan under the title, “California
Freight Mobility Plan.” With assistance from a
newly-forming Freight Advisory Committee, the
plan will fulfill the interim guidance detailed in the
Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century
Act (MAP-21) federal transportation reauthori-
zation as well as requirements of pending State
Freight Plan legislation {Assembly Bill 14). The
California Transportation Commission will be
invited to nominate a representative to serve on
the Freight Advisory Committee.

California Freight Mobility Plan

The California Freight Mobility Plan will
address current conditions, future trends,
and major freight issues. It will devote
more attention to community impacts,
take a more in-depth look at trucking and
air cargo, and more thoroughly identify the
freight needs of all regions of California
than its Goods Movement Action Plan pre-
decessor. Stakeholder surveys, community
focus groups, regional freight plans and
studies conducted by partner agencies,
and recent freight industry plans devel-
oped by seaports, railroads, and others will
be drawn upon for input.

Aspects of all suggested interim State

freight plan content guidance provided in
MAP-21 (below) will be incorporated into
the Freight Mobility Plan:

Lffrans
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+ Strategic goals

» Economic context of freight transporta-
tion planning

» Freight policies, strategies, and institu-
tions

» State freight transportation assets

¢ Conditions and performance of the
State’s freight transportation system

e Freight forecasts
« Overview of trends, needs, and issues

s Strengths and problems of the State’s
freight transportation system

e State’s decision-making process

* State’s freight improvement strategy
State’s implementation plan

Next Steps

The schedule calls for a draft California
Freight Mobility Plan by December 2013,
with a final plan to be completed by Spring
2014, The schedule may be modified to
respond to

additional guidance from MAP-21 or State
legislation. Elements of the Freight
Mobility Plan will be incorporated into the
California Transportation Plan.
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Statewide Transit Strategic Plan

Project Goals

The Caltrans Division of Mass Trans-
portation (DMT), in partnership with the
California Transit Association (CTA) and
the California Association for Coordinated
Transportation (CalACT), developed the
STSP. Goals of this project were to:

1. Gain a better understanding of present
and future roles and responsibilities for
public transportation in California; iden-
tify challenges and opportunities that
support public transportation as part of
the larger transportation system; and
to integrate findings into the California
Interregional Blueprint (CIB) and the
California Transportation Plan, which
builds on regional planning efforts and
charts the State’s vision for a future
multimodal, globally competitive trans-
portation system.

2. Address the concerns of the Califor-
nia State Legislature stated in SB 391
(Liu, 2009) that “.the state lacks a
comprehensive, statewide, multimodal
planning process that details the trans-
portation system needed in the state to
meet objectives of mobility and con-
gestion management consistent with
the state’s green house gas emission
limits and air pollution standards.”

EF wcrraoq0
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Project Funding & Background

The STSP project was funded through a
federal grant. The University of California
at Berkeley and the University of California
at Los Angeles, Institute of Transportation
Studies, assisted with the development of
the project. As part of the project’s de-
velopment, an Advisory Committee com-
prised of 27 transit providers and various
stakeholders was created. They identified
the goals, objectives and challenges they
face making public transportation improve-
ments. Among the long-term goals and
short-term strategies identified are:

Long-term Visions & Goals;

+ Financial sustainability
+ Social sustainability access
* Market-responsiveness

Short-term Actionable Measures:

* High quality trunk line services
(Bus Rapid Transit)

* Improvements in pedestrian/bicycle
access

+ Passenger information system

(Continued on back)
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Deliverables Produced

The STSP produced four primary project delivera-
bles:

1. Baselines: Current and Future Transit and Demo-
graphic Trends - highlights past, current, and fu-
ture demographic factors affecting transit service
in California.

2. One State, Many Visions: Transit Stakeholder Views
on Planning for the Future of California’s Mobility
- provides an assessment of the goals and objec-
tives of various California transit providers and
stakeholders.

3. Transit Wiki - a web tool that will help transit pro-
viders identify and pursue options for cost-effec-
tive strategies to improve transit service.

4. California Statewide Transit Strategic Plan Rec-
ommendation - An overview of the findings and
recommendations for Caltrans, based on work
conducted over the course of this project.

Partnering for a Shared Vision

The STSP provides information that enables tran-
sit providers to implement their vision both locally
and regionally in support of public transportation
improvements, and will guide Caltrans in next steps
to improve public transportation statewide working
in partnership with the CTA, the CalACT, and other
transit stakeholders.

Contact

For more details, please contact the
STSP Project Manager:

Jila Priebe, Office Chief
Division Mass Transportation
(916) 651-8243
Jila_Priebe@dot.ca.gov

Visit: http://www.dot.ca.gov/ha/MassTrans/index.html
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Rail Renaissance

In California, a rail renaissance is underway.
Ridership is approaching record levels.
Growing numbers of Californians find train
travel to be a smart transportation option
as gas prices climb and freeways become
more congested. Exciting plans are in the
works to improve train service throughout
the state and construct our nation’s
first dedicated high-speed train system.
Currently, Caltrans is developing a plan
that will present the vision and strategies
for building California’s rail network for the
future.

California State Rail Plan

The California State Rail Plan will establish
a vision, set priorities, and present
implementation strategies to enhance
passenger and freight rail service in the
public interest. The State Rail Plan will
be the first planning document that fully
integrates the planned California High-
Speed Rail system with existing and
proposed conventional rail systems. [t
will be a critical document for successful
development and implementation of the
California High-Speed Rail Authority’s
“blended system” which will combine
high-speed rail and improved conventional
rail. The State Rail Plan will serve as a
basis for federal and state investments
for high-speed and intercity passenger
rail in California. The vision, priorities, and
strategies will support the State’s goal of
an integrated multimodal transportation
system.

Caltrans will produce Service Development
Plans for the existing Pacific Surfliner and

EE VCTP2040
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San Joaquin routes and the proposed
Coast Daylight route. Service Development
Plans for California High-Speed Rail and the
Capitol Corridor will also be incorporated
into the State Rail Plan. These Service
Development Plans will identify capital
projects, operations plans, proposed
funding sources, and planning timeframes
for each of the rail corridors. They will
also provide the criteria for corridor
improvements that will be proposed in the
State Rail Plan.

Rail Plan Deliverables

* Describe the existing conditions of
the State’s passenger and freight rail
systems including infrastructure and
service levels, needs, and deficiencies.

* Present a clear picture of the role rail
plays in key passenger and freight
markets.

* Describe the blended system concept
for high-speed rail and conventional
intercity and commuter rail, planned for
implementation in 2018.

* Describe the planned rail system and
the economic and environmental
benefits of freight and passenger rail
improvements,

* Incorporate plans from California
commuter rail authorities.

The State Rail Plan will also be prepared
in parallel with the California Interregional
Blueprint Interim Report, which will present
strategies for integrating all transportation
modes throughout the State, including air
travel, roads and highways, ports, transit,
passenger trains, and freight rail.
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Executive Summary

In 2008, the United States Congress enacted the Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act of
2008 (PRIIA), which aimed to strengthen the national rail network through a long-term view of the rail
system. PRIIA also underscored the benefits of integrating rail into the statewide transportation planning
process. States must develop state rail plans meeting federal requirements to be eligible for federal
funding for high-speed and intercity passenger rail programs. States are also encouraged to develop
strategies and policies for enhanced passenger and freight rail services that benefit the public.

The 2013 California State Rail Plan (CSRP) meets these federal intentions and requirements. It also
establishes a statewide vision, sets priorities, and develops implementation strategies to enhance
passenger and freight rail service in the public interest. The CSRP fulfills federal and state requirements
for state rail plans, fully integrating plans for the California High-Speed Rail Authority (CHSRA) and
complying with rail planning provisions of 49 United States Code Section 22102. It also supports the
State's goal of developing an integrated, multimodal transportation network. Finally, the CSRP will guide
federal and state rail investments in California. These investments will enhance people and goods
movement while enhancing economic growth and quality of life.

The CSRP has 10 chapters, as follows:

1. Introduction;

2. California Rail Transportation Context and Challenges;
3. Rail Vision Statement;

4. Public Outreach and Approval Process;

5. Existing Passenger Rail System;

6. Existing Freight Rail System;

7. Passenger and Freight Rail Integration;

8. Passenger Rail Improvements;

9. Freight Rail Improvements; and

10. Passenger and Freight Rail System Integration.

Introduction

California’s rail system performance over the past decade underscores the system’s importance to the
State. Passenger rail ridership has risen 55 percent during that period, and the freight rail network has
shown continued vitality. There are opportunities for rail to move forward with the advent of a statewide
high-speed rail (HSR) system.

Passenger and freight rail are positioned to help address environmental and economic development
challenges such as traffic congestion, reduced mobility, and air quality. However, additional funding for
capital investments, ongoing operations, and maintenance is needed to meet these challenges. Plans for
expanding passenger rail into “blended” services—which leverage state and federal investments in high-
speed rail—will require tightly coordinated and integrated planning, programming, and execution by
multiple agencies.

California’s rail system also faces longer-term challenges. Rail networks face increasing freight and
passenger demand, often on freight-owned rail infrastructure. Additionally, multiple passenger rail
operators (high-speed, intercity, and commuter) must respond to traveler expectations of seamless rail
service operations, safety, ticketing, and traveler information.
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The 2013 CSRP provides a framework for growing California intercity rail system. It notes gains made
over the past decade, addresses future needs and challenges to transportation, the environment, and
economic well-being, and details plans for substantial expansion and integration of services.

CSRP Highlights

The major findings and results of the CSRP are as follows:

The 2013 CSRP is different from previous state rail plans because of changes in federal rail
policy, funding, and requirements. The plan also complies with new California climate change
legislation tying transportation to emission reduction goals. Finally, the CSRP integrates the 2012
Revised Business Plan (Business Plan) of CHSRA;

The CSRP reiterates the importance of integrated planning between HSR, intercity and commuter
rail operations, from both legal requirement and practical necessity. Future population and
employment growth is intensifying in regions to be served by HSR and intercity passenger rail.
Moreover, the State’s freight rail network is valuable to California shippers and to the national rail
network. Moving people and freight by rail offers demonstrated environmental benefits;

The CSRP establishes a rail vision statement for the future:

California has a premier, customer-focused rail system that successfully moves people and
products while enhancing economic growth and quality of life;

The CSRP is being explained to state, regional and local agencies to receive their input and
feedback. A variety of methods and channels will be employed to explain the CSRP and receive
public input. The California Transportation Commission (CTC) and the Federal Railroad
Administration (FRA) are reviewing early chapters and offering comments and suggestions in an
ongoing process leading to approval of the CSRP by both entities;

California has invested for years in growing high-capacity and high-performance intercity
passenger rail services. These services attract high passenger volumes. Passenger rail
institutional roles are likely to change as new legislatively-authorized joint powers authorities
(JPA) are considered for the Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin routes. These roles may also
change as Caltrans and CHSRA become part of a new State Transportation Agency;

California is a significant origin and destination for freight rail traffic, given its market size and its
position in international trade flows. The expansion of the Panama Canal and other Pacific Coast
port expansions are unlikely to change Pacific Rim trade that moves on California freight
railroads. Regional planning studies have identified a series of projects that can resolve freight
chokepoints and bottlenecks;

Major conflicts in several rail corridors will require careful coordination among multiple passenger
and freight users. These corridors include Stockton to Sacramento (an important freight corridor
with growing services of the Northern California Unified Service), Los Angeles to Colton and Los
Angeles to Riverside (heavy freight traffic and high commuter rail frequencies), and Los Angeles
to Burbank (high commuter train counts and plans for Pacific Surfliner and Coast Daylight
expansion);
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e The CSRP describes planned expansion of state-supported routes by 2020 when the HSR
blended system is anticipated to be in service, as follows:

o  Pacific Surfliner. one more daily roundtrip from San Diego to Los Angeles for a total of
12; one more roundtrip from Los Angeles to Goleta for a total of six, and a total of two
roundtrips from Goleta to San Luis Obispo;

o San Joaguin. seven to 11 daily roundtrips on the Initial Construction Section (ICS) and
three to six roundtrips on the BNSF line; and

o Capitol Corridor: one additional weekday roundtrip from Sacramento to Oakland for a
total of 16, and four additional weekday roundtrips from San Jose to Oakland for a total
of 11;

o The CSRP also describes the planned system in 2025 when initial HSR operations are
planned to be in effect. 34 round trips on the initial HSR segment from Merced to the
San Fernando Valley are planned.

e The CSRP stresses the importance of large annual expenditures by Class I freight railroads on
major maintenance, capacity expansion, locomotives, and rolling stock. The plan identifies
currently planned projects among four types of freight improvements totaling $15 billion; and

» The CSRP explains the following public benefits of the passenger rail improvements in the plan:

o Statewide CO2 emission reduction of 35,000 tons per year in 2020 and 637,000 to
1,000,000 tons in 2025 from expanded intercity passenger rail system; and

o Year 2025 user and non-user economic benefits of $3.16 billion to $4.11 billion from
expanded intercity passenger rail system.

CSRP Chapter Summaries

Chapter 1: Introduction. Chapter 1 explains what the 2013 CSRP will accomplish and why the plan is
different from other rail plans. It also details how the CSRP meets federal and state legal requirements
for state rail plans, and describes CSRP chapter contents. The Chapter explains how the 2013 CSRP is
different from previous state rail plans due to changes in federal rail policy, funding, and requirements,
new California climate change legislation that ties transportation to emission reduction goals, and
integration with the CHSRA Business Plan,

Chapter 2: California Rail Transportation Context and Challenges. The CSRP fits into the
multimodal California Interregional Blueprint (CIB) and California Transportation Plan (CTP). The CSRP
also links to other transportation plans through climate change legislation like Senate Bill (SB) 375
(Steinberg 2008) and SB 391 (Liu 2009). Population and employment growth rates are increasing in
regions served by passenger rail (intercity and HSR) and freight rail. This chapter describes rail
transportation’s environmental benefits and notes environmental review processes for rail projects. The
chapter also details these rail system issues: demand factors for growth in passenger and freight traffic,
needs for seamless passenger transportation connections, necessity of integrated planning for HSR, and
intercity and commuter rail operations. Chapter 2 also reiterates the importance of integrated planning
between HSR, intercity and commuter rail operations, both from a legal standpoint and out of practical
necessity.
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Chapter 3: State Rail Plan Vision Statement. California has a premier, customer-focused rail system
that successfully moves people and products while enhancing economic growth and quality of life. The
passenger rail system creates an integrated network with state of the art, customer-focused services that
enhance quality of life. The freight rail system connects industries and shippers to national and
international markets, co-exists with growing passenger rail services, and also improves quality of life.
Chapter 3 also describes how the CSRP vision fits into the CTP vision, goals and objectives.

Chapter 4: Public Outreach and Approval Process. This chapter details the Public Involvement and
Stakeholder Outreach Plan (PISOP) goals and objectives, and support tasks such as stakeholder
databases, web site development, branding, and creation of collateral materials. The PISOP establishes
a series of meetings and coordination with the CSRP Advisory Committee, other state agencies, and
public meetings asscciated with the February 2013 Draft CSRP release. The chapter outlines this
activity, summarizes comments received and their incorporation into the CSRP, and explains the approval
process by the CTC and FRA. It also details how state, regional and local agencies are providing their
input and feedback on the CSRP. Finally, it explains the ongoing review and approval process for the
CSRP by the CTC and FRA.

Chapter 5: Existing Passenger Rail System. Chapter 5 includes a detailed description of state-
supported intercity routes: Pacific Surfliner, San Joaquin and Capitol Corridor. It also contains details on
Amtrak long-distance trains and commuter rail services in the State, describes the California High-Speed
Rail project including the Blended Service concept, and explains the State's urban rail systems and their
connectivity to intercity and commuter rail. Exhibit ES.1 shows the state-supported and Amtrak long
distance intercity passenger rail routes in California. The chapter discusses passenger rail connectivity,
rail station configurations, and operational aspects, and includes performance data for state-supported
and long-distance routes. Additionally, Chapter 5 explains institutional roles and relationships among
owners/operators of passenger rail and other regulatory agencies, and details safety and security
agencies and issues.

Chapter 6: Existing Freight Rail System. This chapter includes a description and inventory of
California’s freight railroad system, shown in Exhibit ES.2. For Class | and short lines, this includes
details on the system, its capabilities, and its functions. The chapter offers details on types of
commodities moved on the current and future freight rail network, current and future. The chapter
describes freight rail trends, emphasizing the unique function of California’s freight rail network:
international trade flows, logistics change, and Positive Train Control (PTC) requirements.

Chapter 7: Passenger and Freight Rail Integration. This chapter combines freight and passenger
train counts on shared tracks and shared ROW, both current and projected, identifies corridors with high
train volumes and challenges for ongoing shared conditions, and identifies strategies and mitigation for
growing corridor use by multiple users. Major conflicts in several rail corridors will require careful
coordination among multiple passenger and freight users. These corridors include Stockton to
Sacramento (an important freight corridor with growing services of the Northern California Unified
Service), Los Angeles to Colton and Los Angeles to Riverside (heavy freight traffic and high commuter
rail frequencies), and Los Angeles to Burbank (high commuter train counts and plans for Pacific Surfliner
and Coast Daylight expansion).
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Chapter 8: Passenger Rail Improvements. This chapter includes segment listings for the new
California HSR system illustrated in Exhibit ES.3. It also details project listings for improvements to
Pacific Surfliner, San Joaquin and Capitol Corridor routes. The chapter describes proposed new services
and criteria for evaluation for Coast Daylight and Coachella Valley (including project listings), as well as
proposed extensions of current services. Finally, Chapter 8 includes descriptions of new high-speed rail
on XpressWest, new commuter rail, and extensions of commuter rail service.

Chapter 9: Freight Rail Improvements. Chapter 9 outlines four kinds of freight improvements: trade
corridors, local rail, community impact mitigation, and economic development. The chapter describes
new projects and programs for freight investments, policy issues and best practices for consideration, and
lists freight rail-related highway-rail grade separations. It also stresses the importance of large annual
expenditures by Class | freight railroads on major maintenance, capacity expansion, locomotives, and
rolling stock. Chapter 9 identifies currently planned projects totaling $15 billion.

Chapter 10: Passenger and Freight Rail System Integration. Chapter 10 includes details on phasing
for HSR implementation. Additionally, the chapter discusses past and current rail funding programs at
federal and state levels. It also quantifies ridership projections and resulting GHG and economic effects,
overall environmental effects of the CSRP, and the importance of rail corridor preservation.

There are several key steps needed to support near-term and long-term plan implementation. These
steps include the following:

* Secure funding and access agreements for the additional trains that are needed in state-
supported intercity passenger rail routes to meet the State’s economic and environmental
objectives;

o Demonstrate California’s HSR commitment to successfully constructing and operating the Initial
Operating Section (I0S) through the San Joaquin Valley;

 Finalize details of Northern California Unified Service plans, projects, and operating plans,
including environmental clearance of the overall operating plans, as the I0S is constructed;

e Procure, test, and operate new intercity passenger rail equipment recently ordered by the State.
These actions lay the foundation for the funding and procurement of more equipment needed for
electrified and high-speed operations; and

¢ The California State Legislature recently authorized JPAs for administering and planning the
Pacific Surfliner and San Joaquin routes. The California State Legislature also approved
reorganization of the State’s transportation agencies, including Caltrans and CHSRA, under a new
Transportation Agency. These institutional changes will be implemented concurrently with the
ongoing increase in the pace and complication of passenger rail planning in California.
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HIGHWAY SAFETY PROGRAM OVERVIEW

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE JANUARY 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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3.9

BRIDGE PROGRAM OVERVIEW

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THIS ITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE JANUARY 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION’S
TRANSPORTATION SUSTAINABILITY PROJECT

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PRESENTED AT THE JANUARY 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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STATUS UPDATE ON
TRADE CORRIDOR INVESTMENT FUND PROJECTS

INFORMATION ON THIS ITEM WILL BE
PROVIDED PRIOR TO THE JANUARY 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING
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TAB 24

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013

ReferenceNo.. 4.4
Action

BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

HIGHWAY RAILROAD CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT (HRCSA)-PROJECT BASELINE
AGREEMENTS
RESOLUTION GS1B-P-1213-07

ISSUE:

Project Baseline Agreements for the following HRCSA projects are ready for Commission approval:
San Mateo Bridges Grade Separation Project in the County of San Mateo

Branford Road Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Los Angeles

Moorpark Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Ventura

Grandview Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Los Angeles

Sonora Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Los Angeles

Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Los Angeles

RECOMMENDATION:
Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve these HRCSA Project Baseline
Agreements and establish the agreements as the bases for project delivery and monitoring.

BACKGROUND:

In accordance with the Commission’s HRCSA Guidelines, project sponsors are required to provide
executed Project Baseline Agreements to the Commission for approval. Commission staff has
reviewed the Project Baseline Agreements and determined they do set forth identifiable and
measurable project scope, expected performance benefits, delivery schedule, budget and funding
plan, are consistent with the Commission’s HRCSA Guidelines and include the required signatures.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Subject:

TAB 25

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013

ReferenceNo.. 4.9
Action

BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND (TCIF)-PROGRAM AMENDMENT
RESOLUTION TCIE-P-1213-40

ISSUE:
Should the Commission approve the proposed Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) Program
amendment to:

Revise the scope of TCIF Project 63: Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project in San Bernardino
County and adjust the TCIF funding by reducing the programmed amount to this project by
$4.830 million from the Los Angeles/Inland Corridor element of the TCIF Program?

Increase the TCIF funds by $1,101,552 to TCIF Project 91: Route 101 Improvements from the
Los Angeles County Line to Moorpark Road in the Los Angeles/Inland Corridor element of the
TCIF Program.

RECOMMENDATION:

Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve the proposed TCIF Program
Amendment to revise the scope of TCIF Project 63: Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project and
reduce the funding for the project by $4.830 million. Staff also recommends that the Commission
approve the additional TCIF funds to TCIF Project 91 Route 101 /mprovements from the Los
Angeles County Line to Moorpark Road of $1,101,552.

BACKGROUND:

The Southern California Consensus Group (SCCG) and San Bernardino Associated Governments
propose to amend the TCIF Program by revising the scope and funding of TCIF Project 63: Palm
Avenue Grade Separation Project. The project was originaly programmed to construct a grade
separation four-lane structure. The estimated cost of the project was $35.17 million, which included
$9.39 million in TCIF funds. The project was in the preliminary development stages when initially
progranmed. Upon completion of the traffic analysis, it was determined that a two-lane structure
was sufficient to maintain the same level of benefits as in the originally programmed project. The

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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total project cost estimate has been updated to reflect the reduced scope of $26.39 million. The
proposed TCIF funds are now $4.56 million.

The Southern California Consensus Group supports the proposed amendment to the TCIF program
and requests the Commission’s approval of the amendment (see attached letter dated December 19,
2012).

The Southern California Consensus Group (SCCG) and the Ventura County Transportation
Commission (VCTC) propose to amend the TCIF Program by increasing TCIF funds to Project 91
by $1,101,552 for atotal programmed amount to this project of $13,017,552.

The Route 101 Improvements Project will add a freeway lane in each direction on a 4.4 mile stretch
of US 101 in the City of Thousand Oaks from the Los Angeles/Ventura County line to Moorpark
Road. The project was programmed into the TCIF program at the October 24, 2012 Commission
Meeting for $11,916,000. Since then, additiona award savings have been realized in the Los
AngeledInland Corridor Region. SCCG and VCTC wish to add additional TCIF funds to this
project and reduce the STIP funds while maintaining the match ratio required. The additional TCIF
funds will result in STIP resources being conserved and reduce a future AB 3090 cash payment to
the City of Thousand Oaks who will provide city general fund cash to advance the construction of
the project. An AB 3090 cash reimbursement commitment is agendised for notice at this
Commission meeting.

The SCCG supports the proposed amendment to the TCIF Program and requests the Commission’s
approval of the amendment (see attached letter dated December 18, 2012).

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Los Angeles County
Metropolitan Transportation Authority

Metro

October 5, 2012

Ms. Bimla G. Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

One Gateway Plaza
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952

'\oJ

213.922.2000 Tel
metro.net

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and approved the changes
requested by our partner agency. It is our understanding that the San Bernardino
Associated Governments (SANBAG) is requesting approval of an amendment of their
Baseline Agreements for TCIF project #59 — Glen Helen Parkway Grade Separation
Project, #61 — South Milliken Avenue Grade Separation Project, #65 — Vineyard
Avenue Grade Separation Project. The amendments requested impact the project
schedules and total project cost. The proposed modifications do not modify the TCIF

" funds for SANBAG.

TCIF project #63 — Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project’s proposed modifications
will reduce the total programmed for TCIF funds by $4.83 million. The TCIF savings
will go towards SANBAG's share of the TCIF over programming for the corridor.

Please see the attached letter from SANBAG detailing the requested changes. Please
direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-3061.
We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,
Shahrzad Amiri
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller
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Los Angeles County One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Metropolitan Transportation Authority Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 metro.net

Metro

December 20, 2012

Ms. Bimla G. Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and is in agreement with
the request from our partner agency. It is our understanding that the Ventura County
Transportation Commission (VCTC) is applying $1,201,837 of the Colton Crossing
project cost savings to their Route 101 Improvements project. This amendment will
increase this project’s TCIF program amount to $13,117,837.

Please see the attached letter from VCTC detailing the requested changes. Please
direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-3061.
We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,

Shahrza
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller



Ventura County Transportation Commission

December 20, 2012

Ms. Bimla Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 N Street, MS-52

Sacramento, CA 95814

Attention: Stephen Maller
RE: REQUEST FOR TCIF PROJECT #91 ROUTE 101 WIDENING AMENDMENT

Dear Ms. Rhinehart

| am writing to provide VCTC's concurrence with the request of the Southern California
Consensus Group to increase by $1,201,837 the TCIF share funds for the Route 101 project in
Thousand Oaks. This amendment will increase this project’s TCIF program amount to
$13,118,837.

This request makes no change to the total funding for the project. The required match 50/50 for
the $1,201,837 in new TCIF funds will be provided by a $500,000 federal earmark for the
project, which had previously been programmed for the project but had not included in the 50/50
match calculation, and from $702,000 in Regional STP funds provided by VCTC. The additional
$1,201,837 in TCIF and $702,000 in Regional STP will facilitate a $1,903,837 reduction in the
STIP funding requirement for the project. As a result, STIP resources will be conserved, the
state’s pending AB 3090 cash reimbursement commitment to the project can be reduced, and
the amount of City of Thousand Oaks general funds advanced for the project can also be
lessened.

Thank you for your consideration of this requested TCIF program amendment. Do not hesitate
to call Peter De Haan of my staff, at (805) 642-1591, extension 1086, if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

B WS V O P~

Darren M. Kettle
Executive Director

950 County Square Dr., Suite 207 * Ventura, California 93003 « (805) 642-1591 = fax (805) 642-4860 * www.goventura.org
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Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013

ReferenceNo..  4.10
Action

BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

TRADE CORRIDORSIMPROVEMENT FUND (TCIF) —PROJECT BASELINE
AGREEMENT RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-41

ISSUE:

Should the Commission approve the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for the TCIF Project 91:
Route 101 Improvements Project submitted in accordance with the Commission’s TCIF Guidelines
and establish this agreement as the baseline for project delivery monitoring?

RECOMMENDATION:

Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement
for TCIF Project 91: Route 101 Improvements Project in accordance with the Commission’s TCIF
Guidelines and establish this agreement as the baseline for project delivery monitoring.

BACKGROUND:

In accordance with Commission’s TCIF Guidelines, the sponsoring agency for the TCIF Project 91.:
Route 101 Improvements Project has provided an executed Project Baseline Agreement to the
Commission. Commission staff has reviewed the Project Baseline Agreement and has determined
that it sets forth the proposed project scope, measurable expected performance benefits, delivery
schedule, and project budget and funding plan; are consistent with the Commission’s TCIF
Guidelines; and include the required signatures.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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Subject:

TAB 27

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013

ReferenceNo.. 4.8
Information

BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM —2012-13 COMPETITIVE PROGRAM LATE
APPLICATIONS

| SSUE:

Proposition 1B, passed in November 2006, authorized $1 billion for the State-Loca Partnership
Program (SLPP). The program is divided into two sub-programs — a formula program to match local
sales tax, property tax and/or bridge tolls (95%), and a competitive program to match local uniform
developer fees (5%).

The Cdifornia Transportation Commission (Commission) approved the SLPP 2012-13 Savings
Policy for the competitive program in September 2012. This policy allowed agencies to submit late
applications by November 30 in order to be in line to receive any savings that may be available
during this last year of the five-year program. As shown on the attached list, 17 late applications
were received and reviewed by Commission and Caltrans staff. Of the 17, 12 have been found to be
eligible for competitive SLPP funds and will be on the list for programming at future meetings if
funds become available.

BACKGROUND:

The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, approved
by the voters as Proposition 1B on November 7, 2006, authorized $1 hillion 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. This
defines the program, eligibility of applicants, projects and matching funds.

Attachment

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION



FY 2012-13 Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program
LATE Competitive Applications (dollars in thousands)

TAB 27
January 8, 2013
Iltem 4.8
Attachment

2012-13  Construction Total

County Project Applicant Project Title $ Requested Date Score

Existing projects awaiting funding:
Fresno City of Fresno Traffic Signal at Shields/Temperance $215 2/1/2013 45
Los Angeles Lancaster 25th Street East, Alignment $361 1/15/2013 44
Fresno City of Fresno Friant Rd Widening at Shepherd Av $145 2/1/2013 42

Late Applications - projects eligible for funding:
Sacramento Sacramento RT Cosumnes River College Station $1,000 3/15/2013 48
Kern City of Bakersfield Hageman Rd Signal Install and Synch $225 4/1/2013 42
Riverside City of Moreno Valley [Perris Blvd Improvements $1,000 7/1/2013 41
Riverside City of Rancho Mirage [Int Imp Bob Hope Dr/ Frank Sinatra Dr $500 9/1/2013 38
Kern City of Bakersfield Hosking Ave Widening $436 5/1/2013 37
Sacramento City of Elk Grove Elk Grove - Florin Rd/ E Stockton Int $419 3/1/2013 36
Kern City of Bakersfield Wible Rd Widening $165 6/3/2013 35
San Bernardino |City of Highland Baseline/Greenspot Rd Traf Safety/ Bike $393 6/15/2013 34
Riverside Riverside County Clinton Keith Rd Ext/Gap Closure Imp $1,000{ 12/10/2013 31
Santa Barbara |Santa Barbara County |Clark Ave/US 101 NB Imp $315 12/1/2013 27
Riverside City of Murietta | 215/Clinton Keith Rd Landscape $1,000 6/1/2013 21
Placer City of Roseville Roseville Traffic Imp/ Video Storage Imp $150 5/1/2013 15

Late Applications - projects requiring follow-up to confirm eligibility:
San Luis Obispo |Arroyo Grande Castillo Del Mar Rd Extension $412] 12/10/2013 36
San Luis Obispo |San Luis Obispo Cnty |Los Berros Rd/US 101 $200(FY 13-14 34
San Bernardino |City of Yucaipa Yucaipa Blvd & Hampton Rd Imp $300 5/1/2013 26
San Bernardino |City of Redlands Redlands Bl/Colton Av Intersection $1,000 5/1/2013 24
San Bernardino |City of Redlands Pioneer Av Signalization $225 6/1/2013 24




To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 28

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5F.
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA preparedby:  Steven Keck
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Budgets

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:
e $4,200,000 for five emergency construction projects, pursuant to the authority granted under
Resolution G-11 (2.5f.(1)).
e $7,791,000 for two safety projects, pursuant to the authority granted under Resolution
G-03-10 (2.5f.(3)).

As of December 3, 2012, the Department has allocated or sub-allocated the following for
Fiscal Year (FY) 2012-13:

e $22,223,000 for 22 emergency construction projects.

o $26,612,000 for 13 safety delegated projects.

e $9,446,000 for 14 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.

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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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
2012 meeting, the funding and project listing for the FY 2012-13 Lump Sum Minor Construction
Program was approved by the Commission under Resolution FM-11-04.

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

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project# PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code  Fund Type
2.5f. Informational Report — Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))
1
$500,000 Near Hoopa, north of Sugar Bowl Ranch Road. On November 01-2370 2011-12
23, 2012, a landslide occurred at this location closing both SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $500,000
Humboldt lanes of traffic. This project is to remove and dispose of slide 0113000051 SHA
01-Hum-96 debris, remove unstable rocks and stabilize the slope, repair 4 20.20.201.130
7.9 the roadway surface, place erosion control measures, and 0C7704
provide traffic control as necessary.
Emergency
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/28/12: $500,000
(Additional $10,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
2
$1,500,000 In Alameda County on Routes 580, 680, and 880 at various 04-0050Q 2011-12
locations. Copper wire theft in October 2012 from electrical pull SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $1,500,000
Alameda boxes and control cabinets resulted in shutting off highway 0413000138 SHA
04-Ala-680 electrical systems including overhead lighting, ramp meters, 4 20.20.201.130
Var traffic signals, and traffic operations systems (TOS). This 4H4104
project is to replace or repair damaged pull boxes, conduits,
and cabinets; and replace stolen electrical wires. New pull Emergency
boxes will be buried or welded shut to minimize the potential for
future thefts.
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/28/12: $1,500,000
3
$200,000 In Saratoga, at Saratoga Creek Bridge (Bridge #37-0074). On 04-0388R 2011-12
January 20, 2012, a vehicle crashed into the southbound bridge SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $200,000
Santa Clara rail damaging the concrete rail and completely dislodging 0412000229 SHA
04-SCI-9 section of the metal rail. The initial allocation was for the 4 20.20.201.130
4.9 reconstruction of the southbound bridge rail. The first 4G1704
supplemental was due to the inclusion of the northbound rail in
the scope of the original project to ensure that the bridge rails Emergency
are tied together to prevent rail failure in case of a heavy
vehicle hit. This supplemental is to grind and level deck slab
and pavement approaches, place a bicycle railing, and repair a
parking lot damaged pavement used for storage of equipment
during construction.
Initial G-11 Allocation 02/08/12: $800,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 05/21/12: $700,000
Supplemental G-11 Allocation 11/28/12: $200,000
Revised Allocation: $1,700,000
4
$1,500,000 In Santa Clara and San Mateo Counties on Routes 85, 87, 04-0412Q 2011-12
101, 280, 680, and 880 at various locations. Copper wire theft SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $1,500,000
Santa Clara in October 2012 from electrical pull boxes and control cabinets 0413000141 SHA
04-SCI-680 resulted in shutting off highway electrical systems including 4 20.20.201.130
Var overhead lighting, ramp meters, traffic signals, and traffic 4H4204
operations systems (TOS). This project is to replace or repair
damaged pull boxes, conduits, and cabinets; and replace Emergency
stolen electrical wires. New pull boxes will be buried or
welded shut to minimize the potential for future thefts.
Initial G-11 Allocation 11/28/12: $1,500,000
5
$500,000 In San Bernardino and Riverside Counties on Routes 10, 15, 08-0033M 2011-12
210, 215, and 60 at various locations. Copper wire theft from SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $500,000
San Bernardino electrical pull boxes and control cabinets resulted in shutting off 0813000058 SHA
08-SBd-10 highway electrical systems including overhead lighting, ramp 4 20.20.201.130
Var meters, traffic signals, and changeable message signs (CMS). 1C8604
This project is to replace or repair damaged pull boxes,
conduits, and cabinets; and replace stolen electrical wires. Emergency

New pull boxes and electrical facilities will be equipped with
anti-theft measures.

Initial G-11 Allocation 10/31/12: $500,000

Page 1 of 2
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Allocation date: 11/28/2012

PPNO
Project # Program/Year Budget Year
Amount Prgm’'d Amount Item #
County Location Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Codes Fund Type
Informational Report — SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))
1
$7,216,000 In Soledad and Gonzalez, between the Salinas River Bridge 05-1991 2011-12
and the South Gonzalez Overcrossing; also at post miles SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $144,000
Monterey 66.8/69.4. Qutcome/Output: Construct concrete median $8,000,000 SHA
05-Mon-101 barrier to reduce the severity and number of cross median 0500000316 302-0890 $7,072,000
61.0/64.6 collisions along 6.2 centerline miles. 4 FTF
0Q5704 20.20.201.010
Allocation date: 11/27/2012
2
$575,000 In Lake Forest, at the northbound off-ramp to Lake Forest 12-2726 2011-12
Drive. Qutcome/Output: Modify and synchronize traffic SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $11,000
Orange signals, extend left-turn lane, install flashing beacon and new $575,000 SHA
12-Ora-5 guide signs, and modify drainage to reduce the number and 1200020237 302-0890 $564,000
19.5 severity of traffic collisions. 4 FTF
0L8704 20.20.201.010

Page 2 of 2
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013

3.1
Information Item

Reference No.:

Rachel Falsetti
Division Chief
Transportation Programming

NORMA ORTEGA
Chief Financial Officer

Prepared by:

MONTHLY REPORT ON PROJECTS AMENDED INTO THE SHOPP BY
DEPARTMENT ACTION

SUMMARY::

Since the December 2012 report to the California Transportation Commission (Commission), the
California Department of Transportation (Department) has amended ten new capital projects into
the 2012 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 2012 SHOPP. The amendments
noted below will be funded from the Major Damage Restoration, Safety Improvements, and
Hazardous Waste Mitigation Reservations.

2012 SHOPP Summary of No. | FY2012/13 FY 2013/14 FY 2014/15 FY 2015/16
New Projects by Category ($1,000) ($1,000) ($1,000) ($1,000)
Major Damage Restoration $4,010
Collision Reduction $5,911 $2,060 $11,236
Mandated $205
Total Amendments 10 $4,010 $6,116 $2,060 $11,236

BACKGROUND:

In each even numbered year, the Department prepares 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 ten capital projects amended into the 2012 SHOPP.

The “List of New 2012 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments” provides specific project information.

Attachment
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List of New 2012 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments

This list provides an overview of projects the Department has amended into the 2012 SHOPP since
the December 2012 report. Copies of the actual amendments have been provided to Commission

staff.
Dist-Co-Rte
Amend # PM R/W Cost Program Code
EA Project Location and Const. Cost Support Costs Leg. /Congr. Dists.
PPNO Project ID Description of Work ($1,000) FY ($1,000) Perf. Meas.
Major Damage Restoration
12H-161| 1-Hum-96 Near Hoopa, north of Sugar Bowl $10 (R/W) |12/13| PA & ED $0 201.130
7.9 Ranch Road. Repair roadway slope. $500 (C) PS&E $0 Assembly: 1
RW Sup $10 Senate: 2
2370 0C770 Con Sup $140 Congress: 1
01 1300 0051 Total $150 1 Location
12H-162 4-Ala-680 In Alameda County, on Routes 580, $1,500 (C) |12/13| PA&ED $0 201.130
Var 680 and 880 at various locations. PS & E $0 | Assembly: 16, 18,
Repair electrical systems. RW Sup $0 20
0050Q 4H410 Con Sup $400 Senate: 9, 10
04 1300 0138 Total $400 | Congress: 10, 13
25 Locations
12H-163| 4-SCI-680 In Santa Clara and San Mateo $1,500 (C) |12/13| PA&ED $0 201.130
Var counties, on Routes 85, 87, 101, 280, PS & E $0 Assembly: 20
680 and 880 at various locations. RW Sup $0 Senate: 10
0412Q 4H420 Repair electrical systems. Con Sup $400 | Congress: 13, 16
04 1300 0141 Total $400 24 Locations
12H-164 8-SBd-10 In San Bernardino and Riverside $500 (C) 12/13| PA & ED $10 201.130
Var counties, on Routes 10, 15, 60, 210 PS & E $0 Assembly: 64
and 215 at various locations. Repair RW Sup $0 Senate: 36
0033M 1C860 electrical systems. Con Sup $100 Congress: 43
08 1300 0058 Total $110 16 Locations
Collision Reduction
12H-157 6-Ker-223 Near Arvin, from Old River Road to $4 (R/W) |13/14| PA & ED $0 201.010
4.8/R17.2 west of Cuda Road. Install median $3,652 (C) PS & E $737 | Assembly: 32, 34
rumble strips and widen outside RW Sup $27 Senate: 14, 16
6646 0P840 shoulders. Con Sup $497 Congress: 21
06 1200 0262 Total | $1,261 41 Collisions
reduced
12H-158 6-Ker-58 Near Bakersfield, from east of Gaston $3 (R/W) |13/14| PA & ED $0 201.010
36.3/39.9 Street to Route 43. Install median $2,252 (C) PS&E $680 Assembly: 32
rumble strips and widen outside RW Sup $143 Senate: 14
6638 0P560 shoulders. Con Sup $497 Congress: 21
06 1200 0165 Total | $1,320 | 6 Collisions reduced

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



New 2012 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments

TAB 29

Reference No.: 3.1
January 8, 2013
Attachment
Page 2 of 2

Dist-Co-Rte
Amend # PM R/W Cost Program Code
EA Project Location and Const. Cost Support Costs Leg. /Congr. Dists.
PPNO Project ID Description of Work ($1,000) FY ($1,000) Perf. Meas.
Collision Reduction (continued)
12H-165 1-Hum-96 Near Willow Creek, from 6.2 miles $303 (R/W) |15/16| PA & ED $491 201.015
6.2/6.9 east of Willow Creek to 2.6 miles west | $3,433 (C) PS&E $975 Assembly: 1
of Tish-Tang Campground. Widen RW Sup $67 Senate: 2
2329 0A990 shoulders install rumble strips and Con Sup $780 Congress: 1
01 1200 0001 | realign roadway. Total $2,313 20 Collisions
reduced
12H-166 7-LA-1 In the city of Los Angeles (Pacific $1,400 (R/W) (15/16| PA & ED $744 201.015
38.3/38.7 Palisades), from north of Temescal $6,100 (C) PS&E $1,089| Assembly: 41
Canyon Road to Bay Club Drive. RW Sup $280 Senate: 23
4159 27510 Construct shoulders and upgrade Con Sup $1,095 Congress: 30
07 0000 0519 | guardrail. Total $3,208 11 Collisions
reduced
12H-167 7-LA-101 In the city of Los Angeles, from East $2,060 (C) |14/15| PA&ED $122 201.235
S0.0/1.4 7™ Street to North Figueroa Street. PS & E $330 | Assembly: 45, 46
Improve safety for maintenance RW Sup $1 Senate: 22
4584 29460 personnel. Con Sup $474 Congress: 34
07 1300 0012 Total $927 98 Locations
Mandates
12H-159| 10-Tuo-108 | In Sonora, at the Old Sonora $1 (R/W) |13/14| PA&ED $87 201.330
L5724 Maintenance Station. Construct soil $204 (C) PS&E $199 Assembly: 25
vapor extraction/air sparging RW Sup $7 Senate: 14
0155 0P670 remediation system. Con Sup $56 Congress: 19
10 0000 0191 Total $349 1 Location
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  3.2a.
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Transportation Programming

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) 2011-12 and FY 2012-13.

In FY 2011-12, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) voted 354 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 December 21, 2012, 348
projects totaling $4.0 billion have been awarded. Funding for two projects has lapsed.

In FY 2012-13, the Commission has voted 133 state-administered STIP, SHOPP, and Proposition 1B

projects on the State Highway System. As of December 21, 2012, 58 projects totaling $176.5 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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FY 2011-12 Allocations

No.

No Projects No. No.

No. Voted No. Pro'elcts Awarded Peanin Projects Projects

Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Fan ds Projects Bid g Awarded Awarded

Voted $ X 1000 Awarded $ X 1000 - within within
Lapse Opening/
4 months 6 months
Award

August 2011 90 $1,864,282 89 1 $1,440,521 0 39 76
September 2011 18 $76,605 18 0 $68,050 0 7 12
October 2011 18 $166,249 18 0 $159,284 0 4 11
December 2011 21 $264,582 21 0 $170,911 0 15 15
January 2012 28 $274,056 28 0 $186,410 0 17 24
February 2012 9 $155,085 8 1 $108,819 0 3 4
March 2012 32 $217,923 32 0 $203,616 0 17 21
April 2012 27 $659,617 26 0 $561,190 1 12 21
May 2012 43 $574,297 42 0 $496,791 1 14 25
June 2012 68 $685,977 66 0 $631,425 2 26 52
TOTAL 354 $4,938,673 348 2 $4,027,017 4 154 261

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.

FY 2012-13 Allocations

No.
No Projects No. No.
No. Voted No. Pro'e.cts Awarded Penjdin Projects Projects
Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Fujn ds Projects Bid g Awarded Awarded
Voted $ X 1000 Awarded $ X 1000 - within within
Lapse Opening/
4 months 6 months
Award
August 2012 74 $484,107 39 0 $153,384 35 29 32
September 2012 15 $88,281 3 0 $2,477 12 3 3
October 2012 18 $35,814 8 0 $11,137 10 8 8
December 2012 26 $217,342 8 0 $9,458 18 8 8
TOTAL 133 $825,544 58 0 $176,456 75 48 51

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 12-13 table includes projects with financial contribution only, Department delegated safety, and emergency projects.
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ATocation Awara Alocaton
Dist |PPNO EA Co Rte Work Description Date Deadline Amount Project Status
05 1963 |OM970 SCR 1  Reconstruct Metal Beam 25-Apr-12 1 4/30/13%Y $1,785 Delay due to Plans, Specifications.
Guardrailing. And Estimate (PS&E) revisions.
11 0842 28960 IMP 86 Construct scour mitigation  23-May-12  2/28/13® $696 Delay due to differing site conditions.
measures to preserve the
integrity of two bridges.
04 |0829F 4S030 'NAP 128 Replace roadway section 27-Jun-12 | 31-Dec-12 $1,398 |Bids opened 10/16/12. Pending
with lightweight concrete award.

and upgrade drainage
08 0224M0Q730 SBD |62 Rehabilitae pavement by 27-Jun-12 | 31-Dec-12 $19,979 Bid opening delayed due to an

placing Rubberized Hot Mix addendum. Concurrent time
Asphalt. extension is being requested.
04 |0485K 47690 SCL |152 |Consruct left turn lane. 9-Jul-12 | 31-Jan-13 $8,751 Project advertised on 11/13/12. Bid

opening date 1/15/13.

(1) (1) Extended deadline approved on December 6, 2012 (Waiver 12-66).
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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
purposes only. The item provides the status of locally-administered State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP) projects that received a construction allocation in Fiscal Year (FY)
2010-11, FY 2011-12 and FY 2012-13.

In FY 2010-11, the California Transportation Commission (Commission) allocated $94,213,000 to
construct 71 locally-administered STIP projects. As of December 3, 2012, 66 projects totaling
$86,578,000 have been awarded and time extension requests have been approved for three
projects. These three projects are on track for award by the deadlines indicated in their approved
extension requests. Two projects (PPNO 01-4097P and PPNO 12-2135M) have lapsed.

In FY 2011-12, the Commission allocated $105,182,000 to construct 77 locally-administered STIP
projects. As of December 3, 2012, 41projects totaling $51,621,000 have been awarded, seven
projects have been approved for a time extensions and concurrent time extensions are being
requested for nine projects. In addition, eleven projects have requested time extensions at the
December 2012 Commission meeting. One project (PPNO 06-B002P) has lapsed. The remaining
eight projects are on track for award.

In FY 2012-13, the Commission allocated $13,860,000 construct 15 locally-administered STIP
projects. As of December 3, 2012, no projects have been awarded.

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 2010-11 Allocations
No. No.
No. Projects Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects Awarded Awarded
Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Projects Pending within within
Voted $ X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 6 months
July 2010 19 $57,002 18 1 0 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 1 0
February 2011 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0
March 2011 11 $4,960 10 1 0 1 7
May 2011 8 $4,994 8 0 0 3 5
June 2011 25 $15,300 23 0 2 1 16
TOTAL 71 $94,213 66 2 3 8 42
FY 2011-12 Allocations
No. No.
No. Projects Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects Awarded Awarded
Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Projects Pending within within
Voted $ X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 6 months
July 2011 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0
August 2011 5 $19,418 5 0 0 0 3
September 2011 2 $1,007 2 0 0 0 2
October 2011 1 $501 1 0 0 0 1
December 2011 7 $4,666 5 1 1 0 5
January 2012 7 $5,089 5 0 2 1 4
February 2012 7 $13,614 6 0 1 2 4
March 2012 3 $2,633 2 0 1 0 1
April 2012 8 $4,644 5 0 3 2 2
May 2012 7 $6,191 4 0 3 2 2
June 2012 30 $47,419 6 0 24 4 2
TOTAL 77 $105,182 41 1 35 11 26
FY 2012-13 Allocations
No. No.
No. Projects Projects
No. Voted No. No. Projects Awarded Awarded
Month Allocated Projects Projects Projects Projects  Pending within within
Voted $ X 1000 Awarded Lapse Award 4 months 6 months
July 2012 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0
August 2012 9 $6,577 2 0 7 2 0
September 2012 3 $3,198 0 0 3 0 0
October 2012 3 $4,085 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL 15 $13,860 2 0 10 2 0
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Note: Excludes STIP Planning, Programming, and Monitoring allocations and locally-administered STIP Regional Rideshare
Program allocations, as no contract is awarded for these programs.

Local STIP Projects, Beyond Four Months of Construction Allocation, Not Yet Awarded

Allocation Allocation

Agency Name Project Title PPNO Date Award Deadline Amount Project Status

San Mateo City/County ~ San Mateo County Smart Corridors  04-2140F  20-Jan-11 31-Mar-13 @& $5,270,000  The project will be awarded by

Association of the extended deadline.

Governments

City of Lindsay Government Center Plaza 06-D022  23-Jun-11 31-Aug-13 @ $199,000  The project will be awarded by
the extended deadline.

City of Lindsay Tulare Road Pedestrian Safety 06-6567  23-Jun-11 31-Aug-13 @ $167,000  The project will be awarded by

Bollards the extended deadline.

City of Anaheim Edison Right of Way Bike Path 12-2135V  15-Dec-11 31-May-13  © $494,000  The project will be awarded by

project the extended deadline.

City of Shafter Santa Fe Way Beautification project 06-6558  25-Jan-12 31-Mar-13 @ $140,000  The project will be awarded by
the extended deadline.

Ventura County Piru Commuter Bicycle Path project 07-35651  25-Jan-12 31-Mar-13 @ $479,000  The project will be awarded by

Transportation the extended deadline.

Commission

City of Bakersfield Landscape Improvements on 06-6560  23-Feb-12 28-Feb-13 ¥ $120,000  The project will be awarded by

Stockdale Highway the extended deadline.

San Francisco Avrelious Walker Stairway 04-9098)  29-Mar-12 31-Dec-12  ©® $918,000  The project will be awarded by

DPW Improvement project the extended deadline.

San Francisco DPW Point Lobos Streetscape 04-9098H  26-Apr-12 30-Apr-13  ©® $408,000  The project will be awarded by

Improvement project the extended deadline.

City of Mill Valley Sycamore Avenue Improvement  04-2127R  26-Apr-12 31-Oct-13  ® $282,000  The project will be awarded by

project the extended deadline.

City of El Cerrito Improvements to Moeser and Ashby 04-2025F  26-Apr-12 31-Oct-12 $977,000 A 4-month extension was

Pedestrian requested at the December
meeting.

Shasta County East Redding Bike Lanes — Phase 2 02-2490 23-May-12 30-Nov-12 $2,294,000 A 3-month extension was
requested at the December
meeting.

Kern County Kernville Walkable Communities  06-6556 23-May-12 30-Nov-12 $775,000 A 3-month extension was

Pedestrian Improvements requested at the December
meeting.

City of Stockton Airport Way 10-0205  23-May-12 30-Nov-12 $900,000 A 6-month extension was

Streetscape/Beautification Project requested at the December
meeting.

Humboldt County Trinidad Pier and Harbor 01-0302L  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $155,000  The project will be awarded by

Enhancements the deadline.
Siskiyou County Bridge Preventive Maintenance 02-2479  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $208,000 A concurrent 6 month extension
Program Phase 1 is being requested

Tehama County 99W Overlay 02-2503  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $2,333,000 A concurrent 4 month extension
is being requested

Siskiyou County Bridge Preventive Maintenance 02-2504  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $222,000 A concurrent 6 month extension

Program Phase 2 is being requested

Sierra County Ridge Road Rehabilitation 03-1L61  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $2,304,000 A concurrent 6 month extension
is being requested

El Dorado County Class 1 Bike Path - New York Creek 03-1216  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $170,000  The project will be awarded by

East the deadline.
Glenn County Hamilton City Pedestrian 03-1317 28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $308,000 A concurrent 3 month extension
Improvement is being requested

City of Hercules Hercules Intercity Rail Station 04-2011F  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $1,097,000 A 9-month extension was
requested at the December
meeting.

City of Hercules Sand Francisco Bay Trail - Bio-Rad 04-2025E  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $862,000 A 9-month extension was

Segment requested at the December
meeting.

City of Culver City Pedestrian Improvement for 07-4090 28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $634,000 A 12-month extension was

Intersections with Bus. requested at the December
meeting.

City of Los Angeles Larchmont Medians Phase 2 07-4312  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $435,000  The project will be awarded by

the deadline.
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San Francisco Municipal Church and Duboce Bike and 04-9098D  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $341,000  The project will be awarded by

Transportation Agency  Pedestrian Enhancements the deadline.

San Francisco Municipal Sunset Blvd Pedestrian Safety 04-9098F  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $464,000  The project will be awarded by

Transportation Agency  Project the deadline.

City of Tulare Santa Fe Trail Lighting 06-6524 28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $397,000 A concurrent 4 month extension
is being requested

Tulare County Pixley Main Street 06-6539 28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $190,000 A concurrent 6 month extension
is being requested

City of Bakersfield Westside Parkway Phase 6, 06-8705H  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $26,000,000  The project will be awarded by

Stockdale/Heath Tie-in the deadline.

Ventura County Ponderosa Drive Landscaping 07-3565K  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $1,017,000 A concurrent 6 month extension
is being requested

City of Los Angeles Tree Planting various locations 07-4316 28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $859,000  The project will be awarded by
the deadline.

Mono County Bridgeport Street Rehabilitation 09-2021 28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $2,119,000 A 6-month extension was
requested at the December
meeting.

Mono County Lee Vining Street Rehabilitation 09-2558 28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $2,047,000 A 6-month extension was
requested at the December
meeting.

San Joaquin Regional Airport Way Bust Rapid Transit 10-0204 28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $124,000 A concurrent 3 month extension

Transit District Corridor Enhancement is being requested

City of Brawley Cattle Call Park Bicycle & 11-0588B  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $725,000  The project will be awarded by

Pedestrian the deadline.
Improvement/Landscaping

San Diego Association ~ Bayshore Bikeway Segments 4 & 5 11-7421S  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $995,000 A 20-month extension was

of Governments requested at the December
meeting.

San Diego Association  Coastal Rail Trail 11-74217  28-Jun-12 31-Dec-12 $1,517,000 A 3-month extension was

of Governments requested at the December
meeting.

San Francisco Municipal Phelan Loop Pedestrian/Street 04-9098E  22-Aug-12 28-Feb-13 $574,000  The project will be awarded by

Transportation Agency  Beautification the deadline.

Santa Cruz County Calabasas Road Improvements 05-2304 22-Aug-12 28-Feb-13 $1,050,000  The project will be awarded by
the deadline.

City of Ripon Main Street Phase 2 Enhancements  10-0203 22-Aug-12 28-Feb-13 $400,000  The project will be awarded by
the deadline.

City of Irvine Campus Drive Off-Street Bikeway 12-2136A 22-Aug-12 28-Feb-13 $355,000  The project will be awarded by
the deadline.

City of Santa Ana Flower Street Bike Trail Gap 12-2136B  22-Aug-12 28-Feb-13 $500,000  The project will be awarded by

Closure the deadline.
Orange County San Juan Creek Bikeway Trail 12-2136C  22-Aug-12 28-Feb-13 $443,000  The project will be awarded by
Undercrossing of Pacific Highway the deadline.

City of Susanville Susanville Rehabilitation 02-2458 22-Aug-12 28-Feb-13 $2,360,000  The project will be awarded by
the deadline.

Grand Total $64,628,000

(1) This extended deadline was approved in Jun 2011 (Waiver-11-42)
(2) This extended deadline was approved in Jan 2012 (Waiver-12-02)
(3) This extended deadline was approved in Jun 2012 (Waiver-12-45)
(4) This extended deadline was approved in Aug 2012 (Waiver-12-54)
(5) This extended deadline was approved in Sep 2012 (Waiver-12-59)
(6) This extended deadline was approved in Oct 2012 (Waiver-12-64)
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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 November 30, 2012 or noted on attachments.

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 $165 million for ten projects.

The Department was also awarded $951,431, 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, all five projects
were de-obligated. In addition, California airports have directly received approximately $ 84.4
million in aviation grants for 22 projects.

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 that 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.

The Department adjusted the obligation amount for 8 projects by $5.5 million. These “upward cost
adjustments” are allowed by FHWA to cover cost increases for Recovery Act funded projects. The
Department is able to use up to the State’s share or ceiling amount, provided there are funds
available due to de-obligations of Recovery Act funds. The majority of the funds de-obligated are
savings due to projects being closed and it is anticipated that additional funds will be de-obligated as
more projects are closed out.

Attachments
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Reference No:. 3.3
2 2013
Attachment 1

Recovery Act - Highways Program

November 30, 2012
Forecast of Inactive
s 1 . 5 3 5
Appropriation Obligations Awards Outlays Closed . . g
Obligations
- . Recovery Dollars® Projects - Total Recovery Obligation Adjusted Total ) Total Leveraged : . .
(2A) 12
Recovery Dollars Appropriation Source Projects 0/30/2010 Deobligated Deobligations Dollars Adjustmentszs Recovery Dollars Projects Recovery Dollars Dollars® Projects Recovery Dollars Projects Projects Recovery Dollars
State® $972,275,620 State Highway System Projects
State 94 $708,151,180 37 $ 9,414,697 $698,736,483 $3,934,716 $702,671,199 94 $702,671,200 $828,439,095 94 $650,135,646 38
State (Locall:
. ( {1 5 $9,577,570 $9,577,570 $70,181 $9,647,751 5 $9,647,751 $12,907,557 5 $8,430,314
Administered)
State & Region (State and
Region $)7 7 $572,205,891 $572,205,891 $469,712 $572,675,603 7 $572,675,603 $1,405,136,604| 7 $534,404,193
Region (Sézzgdg;'"mered’ 16 303,410,205.00 2 $2,834,750 $300,575,455 300,575,455 16 $300,575,454 $383411,659 16 $277,025,346 2
Regiun8 (Region $) 20 $78,501,879 3 52,106 $78,449,773 $78,449,773| 20 $78,449,773 $168,632,388 20 $39,863,557| 5
Subtotal 142 $1,671,846,725 42 $12,301,553 $1,659,545,172 $4,474,609| $1,664,019,781 142 $1,664,019,781 $2,798,527,303 142 $1,509,859,056| 45 0 $0
Regiong $1,597,292,700 Local Highway System Projects ®
Region 837 $865,277,740 342 $17,646,358 $847,631,383 $1,067,178 $848,698,561 835 $848,698,561 $1,095,835,524 834 $816,102,113 719 2 $1,293,952
State & ;:gi'g: State and 2 $2,501,985 $2,501,985 s2501,085] 2 $2,501,985 $3516730| 2 $2,501,985 1
State 1 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 1 $1,200,000 $1,200,000 1 $1,200,000 1
Subtotal | $2,569.568.320 Subtotal 840 $868,979,725| 342 $17,646,358 $851,333,368 $1,067,178|  $852,400,546] 838 $852,400,546 $1,100,552,254] 837 $819,804,098] 721 2 $1,293,952
Flex™® ($28,741,870)
Total $2,540,826,450 Total 982 $2,540,826,450 384 $29,947,911 $2,510,878,540 $5,541,787 $2,516,420,327| 980 | $2,516,420,327 $3,899,079,557| 979 | $ 2,329,663,154 I 766 | 2 | $1,293,952
Total State Obligation $972,275,620
Total Region Obligation $1,568,516,813

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

2 Obligations as of September 30, 2010

A Includes number of projects obligated as of September 30, 2010 deadline to obligate funds. Two projects were withdrawn after this date
%8 Increase in Obligation amounts as allowed by Upward Cost Adjustments.

® Construction contracts awarded-assumes obligation amount

* Total Leveraged Dollars include all fund sources

® Outlays are eligible project expenditures reimbursed by FHWA

® 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 rerimbursed expenditure date Projects will be removed
from this summary once the reimbursement is made by the FHWA. Data as of December 12, 2012. Project for: Contra Costa County and City & County of SF

"Projects administered by Caltrans, Region, or Local agency

® projects administered by Region or Local agency

® 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
% FHWA Funds transferred by Regions from FHWA to FTA for transit projects

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

2 Deobligations due to project savings, project close out, or projects withdrawn (2) after September 30, 2010

O:\CTC Office Files\2013 CTC MEETINGS\0113 Meeting\Book Items 0113\3.3_Att 1.xIs



Recovery Act Program - Non Highway Programs
November 30, 2012

TAB 8¢

anuary 8, 2013

[TIGER (Discretionary) - USDOT

NATIONAL CLEAN DIESEL GRANT PROGRAM (Discretionary) - USEPA

! Total funds apportioned to state by FTA.

2 Commitment by FTA to reimburse eligible project expenditures

® Grants awarded by FTA directly to transit agencies

* Grants awarded by FAA directly to airports. Reflect most current award amounts

® FRA allocates funds to specific projects

® FHWA Funds transferred by regions from FHWA to FTA for transit projects. Amount total $28,741,870.

7 On-the-Job Training - Support Services Grant for training centers

® Grant funding does not flow through the Department

® 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 rerimbursed expenditure date. Projects will be

removed from this summary once the reimbursement is made by the FHWA - no projects at risk as of December 12, 2012.

1% FRA Expenditures as of 10-31-12

Nationally Available Grants $1,500,000,000 Division of Equipment Grant from US EPA for Engine Emission Retrofit
. Total L o o Forecast of Inactive Non-R
Project TIGER Awards otal Leveraged Obligations by CT Outlays Deobligations 9 on . oad Awarded Amount Encumbrances Outlays
Dollars Obligations Engines
Doyle Drive Replacement (US-101) $46,000,000 $1,045,000,000 $46,000,000 $5,867,144 55 $951,431 $951,431 $885,550
Otay Mesa POE (805/905 Interchange) $20,200,000 $198,300,000 $20,200,000 $16,825,485 $2,293,686
[Alameda Corridor East - Colton Crossing $33,800,000 $449,000,000 $33,800,000 $20,275,203
ICA Green Trade Corridor Marine Highway $30,000,000 $69,300,000
Total $130,000,000 $1,761,600,000 $100,000,000 $42,967,832 $2,293,686 IAVIATION (Discretionary) - FAA
Nationally Available Grants $1,300,000,000
HIGH SPEED & INTERCITY PASSENGER RAIL (Discretionary) - FRA Projects Awarded Amount Obligations Outlays
Nationally Available Grants ® $ 8,000,000,000 22 $84,408,537| Grants awarded by FAA directly to airports
Track Applications Reques[t)ed Recovery Projects Awarded Awarded Amount Projects Obligated Obligations Outlays *°
1 38 $1,149,322,000 10 $164,905,755 10 $164,905,755 $24,283,289
Total 38 $1,149,322,000 10 $164,905,755 10 $164,905,755 $24,283,289
(ON-THE-JOB TRAINING / SUPPORTIVE SERVICES (Discretionary) - FHWA !
. Awarded - . . - " -~
Projects Amount Obligations by CT Projects Deobligated Deobligations Adjusted Obligations Outlays
9 $1,440,979 $1,440,979 5 $533,057 $907,922 $533,557
FEDERAL TRANSIT (Formula Distribution) - FTA
Program Projects Recovery Dollars* | Obligations by CT ? Outlays
5307° $968,313,640
5307 Flex” $26,764,736
5309° $66,171,889
5309 Flex” $3,200,000
5311 136 $33,963,166 $33,963,166 $31,067,976
5311 Flex® 2 $1,977,134 $1,977,134 $1,977,134
Total 138 $1,100,390,565 $35,940,300 $33,045,110

rence No:. 3.3
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TAB 33

3.4

MONTHLY REPORT ON LOCAL AND REGIONAL AGENCY
NOTICES OF INTENT TO EXPEND FUNDS ON
PROGRAMMED STIP PROJECTS PRIOR TO COMMISSION
ALLOCATION PER SB 184

A VERBAL PRESENTATION ON THISITEM
WILL BE MADE AT THE CALIFORNIA
TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION MEETING.
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Subject:

TAB 34

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 3.5
Information Item

Norma Ortega Prepared by:  Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Local Assistance

QUARTERLY REPORT - LOCAL ASSISTANCE LUMP SUM ALLOCATION FOR THE
PERIOD ENDING SEPTEMBER 30, 2012

SUMMARY::

As of September 30, 2012, about $1.42 billion, or 88 percent, of the $1.61 billion that has
been allocated by the California Transportation Commission (Commission) for federal
fiscal year (FFY) 2012 has been sub-allocated to 1,568 local projects. The majority of the
sub-allocations (approximately $1.14 billion) are for 1,010 projects in the following four
categories:

* Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) — 215 projects, $383 million

* Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (CMAQ) — 250 projects, $271 million

* High Priority Projects/Demonstration Projects/Emergency Relief — 253 projects, $260 million
 Highway Bridge Program — 292 projects, $227 million

BACKGROUND:

The Department of Transportation’s Division of Local Assistance administers the local assistance
subvention budget under delegated authority from the Commission. The Commission provides an
annual lump sum allocation consistent with each fiscal year’s Budget Act. The Commission further
delegates to the Department the authority to adjust allocations between categories, and the Department
reports to the Commission if transfers in or out of an expenditure category exceed 10 percent of its
allocation, per Commission Resolution G-01-08.

As of September 30, 2012 (the end of the 4™ quarter of FFY 2012) approximately $1.42 billion, or

88 percent of the $1.61 billion allocated, has been sub-allocated for 1,568 projects. The federal
Highway Bridge Program (HBP), which is composed of the subcategories of Bridge Inspection, HBP,
and Seismic Bridge Retrofit Program, is over-allocated by 12 percent. This was due to our local
partners delivering more than originally estimated.

In addition, the category of High Priority Projects/Demonstration Projects/Emergency Relief is over-
allocated by 25 percent. This is due to our local partners delivering more than originally estimated as
well.

Consistent with historical trends, the Department anticipates using all funds allocated by the
Commission for FFY 2012.

Attachment
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TAB 34

LOCAL ASSSISTANCE LUMP SUM ALLOCATIONS Reference No.: 3.5
Period Ending January 8, 2013
September 30, 2012 Attachment
(Dollars in Thousands)
Percent Number
Fund Description Commission Allocation Total Sub-Allocations Allocation Balance Sl 9f
Allocated Proiects
State Federal Total State  Federal Total State Federal Total Total Total
Local Administered & Miscellaneous Programs
Regional Surface Transportation Program 431,486 431,486 382,649 382,649 0 48,837 48,837 89% 215
Surface Transportation Program State Match and Exchange 57,849 57,849| 45,639 45,639 *| 12,210 0 12,210 79% 130
Congestion Mitigation & Air Quality Program 445,969 445,969 271,359 271,359 0 174,610 174,610 61% 250
Freeway Service Patrol 25,479 25,479| 25,402 25,402| * 77 0 7 100% 14
High Priority Projects/Demonstration Projects/Emergency Relief 208,170 208,170 259,990 259,990 0 (51,820) (51,820) 125% 253
Miscellaneous 3,000 1,700 4,700 0 0 o[*| 3,000 1,700 4,700 0% 0
Bridge Programs
Bridge Inspection 735 2,640 3,375 0 2,616 2,616|* 735 24 759 78% 2
Highway Bridge Program 127,878 127,878 226,698 226,698 0 (98,820) (98,820) 177% 292
Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit 169,646 169,646 106,114 106,114 * 0 63,532 63,532 63% 38
Rail Programs
Railroad Grade Crossing Protection 11,716 11,716 1,875 1,875|* 0 9,841 9,841 16% 5
Railroad Grade Crossing Maintenance 2,000 2,000 2,000 2,000( * - 0 - 100% 1
Railroad Grade Separation 15,000 15,000| 5,141 5,141|*| 9,859 0 9,859 34% 2
Safety Programs
Highway Safety Improvement Program 50,552 50,552 44,264 44,264 * 0 6,288 6,288 88% 192
High Risk Rural Roads 8,226 8,226 0 of* 0 8,226 8,226 0% 0
Safe Routes to School 24,250 20,953 45,203( 14,194 32,730 46,924 | *| 10,056 a1,777)  (1,721) 104% 174
Total Local Assistance Subvention Funds 128,313 1,478,936 1,607,249| 92,376 1,328,296 1,420,672| | 35,937 150,640 186,577 88% 1,568

Assumptions:

* Allocations for state funds reflect the June 2011 Commission meeting vote, Item 2.5h.

* Allocations for federal funds reflect the May 2012 Commission meeting vote, Item 2.5h.

* The Allocation Balance is the difference between the Commission Allocations and the Total Sub-Allocations.

* Total Sub-Allocations data is from InfoAdvantage (accounting system).

* In accordance with Commission Resolution G-01-08, the Department reports when total transfers in or out of an expenditure category exceed 10 percent of its allocation.
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TAB 35

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 3.7
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Local Assistance

NOTIFICATION OF AB 1012 “USE IT OR LOSE IT” PROVISIONS FOR FEDERAL
FISCAL YEAR 2011 UNOBLIGATED CMAQ AND RSTP FUNDS

SUMMARY:

The annual notice to the Regions, under Assembly Bill (AB) 1012 (Chapter 783, Statutes of 1999)
“Use It or Lose It” provisions for Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2011 (October 1, 2010 through
September 30, 2011), was signed on December 5, 2012. With this notification, the total FFY 2011
funds identified as subject to reprogramming under the provisions of AB 1012 are approximately
$15 million. This includes about $13.7 million of Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP)
funds and about $1.2 million of Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement Program
(CMAQ) funds.

BACKGROUND:

The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act was enacted in 1991 and was in effect for six
years. During that time, the Regions were able to obligate only 87 percent of their federal funding.
The next Federal Highway Act, known as the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century
(TEA-21) was signed into law in 1998. During the first two years of TEA-21, the Regions’ obligation
of federal funds dropped to as low as 41 percent. By October 1999, the Regions had accumulated a
$1.2 billion backlog in federal apportionments and $854 million in Obligational Authority (OA).

AB 1012 was enacted October 10, 1999, with a goal of improving the delivery of transportation
projects and addressing the backlog of the Regions’ federal apportionments and OA. AB 1012 states
that CMAQ and RSTP funds that are not obligated within the first three years of federal eligibility are
subject to reprogramming by the California Transportation Commission in the fourth year in order to
prevent the funds from being lost by the state.

The Department is responsible for monitoring and reporting unobligated balances. The Department

provides notification to the Regions of the unobligated CMAQ and RSTP balances that have one year
remaining under the AB 1012 guidelines.

*““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



TAB 35

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 3.7
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 2 of 2

In order to expend apportionments, Regions require OA. As of November 29, 2012, the Federal
Highway Administration (FHWA) has not yet released the total OA level for FFY 2013. Congress
has authorized a Continuing Resolution for 178-days through March 27, 2013, which provides OA to
Regions for this period. At this time, it is not known when the full annual amount of OA for

FFY 2013 will become available. The unavailability of OA limits the ability of Regions to expend
their annual apportionments.

Attachments



*Previously referred to as Cycle 14

TAB 35
Reference No.: 3.7
January 8, 2013
Attachment 1

Apportionment Status Report
CMAQ and RSTP
as of October 1, 2012

AB 1012
Balances entering the 3rd Year
(from FFY 2011%)
Regional Report Summary

CMAQ Amount RSTP Amount

CMAQ Subject to RSTP Subject to
Unobligated AB 1012 Unobligated AB 1012
10/1/2012 Reprogramming 10/1/2012 Reprogramming
Delivery Delivery
Region Balance ' 11/01/2013 * Balance ' 11/01/2013 2
Butte 2,455,946 - 3,362,279 -
Fresno 22,326,096 - 27,956,141 6,174,652
Kern 19,410,146 606,650 20,333,894 2,250,881
Kings 1,823,383 - 2,141,782 -
Los Angeles 287,735,634 - 258,139,571 1,175,250
Madera 3,550,890 66,410 2,034,637 -
Merced 2,989,396 - 3,482,664 -
Monterey® - - 7,867,426 -
Orange 51,936,268 - 37,630,257 -
Riverside 56,748,819 - 29,912,574 -
S. F. Bay Area (MTC) 75,580,133 - 87,719,178 -
Sacramento (SACOG) 29,969,079 - 30,481,963 -
San Benito - - 903,587 -
San Bernardino 44,410,894 - 26,324,988 -
San Diego 34,054,736 - 40,012,725 -
San Joaquin 8,869,582 - 6,758,364 -
San Luis Obispo - - 4,926,537 -
Santa Barbara - - 8,194,201 -
Santa Cruz - - 4,256,349 -
Stanislaus 7,652,516 - 10,653,535 -
Tahoe 1,758,755 385,495 762,884 -
Tulare 9,592,670 - 6,141,059 -
Ventura 9,801,922 - 24,631,160 4,100,244
Rural Counties & SCAG 5,587,224 168,199 $22,767,036 -
TOTAL 676,254,087 1,226,754 667,394,792 13,701,027
Footnotes:

* Balances entered for the 3rd year on October 1, 2012, and are subject to reprogramming on November 1, 2013. The October 1, 2012
balances include the federal fiscal year 2013 "Advance" apportionments (Programming documents dated October 2011).

! Indicates all apportionments not yet obl
2 Totals reflect balances in the third year.

igated.

3 Monterey's CMAQ apportionment of $143,490 was subject to reprogramming on November 1, 2012.
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Apportionment Status Report
CMAQ and RSTP
as of October 1, 2012

AB 1012
Balances entering the 3rd Year
(from FFY 2011%)
Rural Report Summary

TAB 35
Reference No.: 3.7
January 8, 2013
Attachment 2

CMAQ Amount RSTP Amount
CMAQ Subject to RSTP Subject to
Unobligated AB 1012 Unobligated AB 1012
10/1/2012 Reprogramming 10/1/2012 Reprogramming
Delivery Delivery
Region Balance ' 11/01/2013 * Balance " 11/01/2013 2

Rural County Information:

Alpine - - 132,836 -
Amador 572,106 - 581,422 -
Calaveras 452,628 - 671,528 -
Colusa - - 313,266 -
Del Norte - - 458,053 -
El Dorado - - 1,739,180 -
Glenn - - 440,504 -
Humboldt - - 2,106,810 -
Imperial (SCAG) 2,108,365 - 3,307,683 -
Inyo - - 681,834 -
Lake - - 970,978 -
Lassen - - 556,363 -
Mariposa 520,094 168,199 283,926 -
Mendocino - - 1,436,508 -
Modoc - - 300,088 -
Mono - - 232,574 -
Nevada 1,154,271 - 1,525,298 -
Placer - - 1,050,666 -
Plumas - - 345,532 -
Shasta - - 2,719,786 -
Sierra - - 132,832 -
Siskiyou - - 687,925 -
Tehama - - 933,590 -
Trinity - - 255,030 -
Tuolumne 779,759 - 902,823 -
Rural Combined Totals: 5,587,224 168,199 22,767,036 -

Footnotes:

* Balances entered for the 3rd year on October 1, 2012, and are subject to reprogramming on November 1, 2013. The October 1, 2012
balances include the federal fiscal year 2013 "Advance" apportionments (Programming documents dated October 2011).

! Indicates all apportionments not yet obligated.
2 Totals reflect balances in the third year.
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.: 45
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Planning

subject: TRAFFIC CONGESTION RELIEF PROGRAM - ANNUAL REPORT

SUMMARY:

The California Transportation Commission’s (Commission) Traffic Congestion Relief Program
(TCRP) guidelines require lead agencies to periodically report on project status; Commission policy
requires these reports annually. The California Department of Transportation (Department) assists
the Commission in reporting on TCRP activity and does so by administering the annual reporting
process.

The Department reported on TCRP activity for the Fiscal Year (FY) 2011-12 by compiling and
summarizing data provided by lead agencies, which the Commission used in its annual report to the
Legislature on the status of the TCRP.

BACKGROUND:

The Traffic Congestion Relief Act of 2000 (Assembly Bill [AB] 2928, Chapter 91, Statutes of 2000
and Senate Bill [SB] 1662, Chapter 656, Statutes of 2000) created the Traffic Congestion Relief
Program (TCRP) and the Traffic Congestion Relief Fund (TCRF), and committed $4.9 billion to 141
specific projects. The $4.9 billion in revenues for the TCRP were comprised of:

o $1.6 billion to the TCRF in FY 2000-01 from a General Fund transfer and directly from
gasoline sales tax revenues.

J $3.3 billion to the TCRF from Transportation Investment Fund (TIF) transfers over five years
($678 million per year for the first four years, and the remaining balance of $602 million in
the fifth year).

AB 438 (Chapter 113, Statutes of 2001) delayed the five-year schedule for the TIF transfers by two
years, from the original FY 2001-02 through 2005-06, to FY 2003-04 through 2007-08. AB 438
also authorized a series of loans to the General Fund, including a $482 million loan from the TCRF.
The Governor proposed to repay the loan with tribal gaming revenues. The current projection is that
FY 2016-17 is the earliest that tribal gaming funds are expected to be available to begin repaying the
$482 million TCRF loan balance. Assuming repayments start in FY 2016-17, the $482 million will
be repaid by FY 2022-23.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Proposition 42, approved by California voters in 2002, suspended TIF transfers into the TCRF, with
partial suspension in FY 2003-04 ($389 million) and full suspension in FY 2004-05 ($678 million),
and only allowed enough transfers to reimburse prior TCRP allocations. As a result, a total of
$1.1 billion in Proposition 42 transfers were suspended and loaned to the General Fund. After a
$323 million repayment in FY 2006-07 the loan balance was $744 million.

Proposition 1A, approved by voters in November 2006, addressed the Proposition 42 suspensions
occurring on or before July 1, 2007, and required the balance be repaid no later than June 30, 2016.
The $744 million balance is being repaid in nine equal installments of $82.7 million per year through
FY 2015-16. An outstanding loan balance of $413.4 million remains. Combined with the

$482 million TCRF loan balance, approximately $895.4 million remains available for future TCRP
allocations.

TCRP Allocation Plan

In August 2008, the Commission directed Commission Staff to work with the Department and the
Regions to develop allocation criteria recommendations for future fiscal years beyond 2008-09. The
TCRP Allocation Plan was adopted at the Commission’s September 2008 meeting.

The Allocation Plan aligns the available annual allocation capacity with allocation priorities by fiscal
year. The Allocation Plan consists of two tiers: Tier 1 includes projects that have higher priority for
funding; and Tier 2 includes all other projects which would be allocated on a first-come, first-served
basis only after the annual Tier 1 allocations have been met. Recently, Tier 1 allocations have been
limited to the funding level provided by the annual Proposition 1A loan repayments, the only reliable
funds available for future TCRP allocations. Tier 2 projects would receive allocations upon
availability of the Tribal Gaming revenues.

PROGRAM STATUS

The Commission has approved $4.6 billion in TCRP applications through June 30, 2012; including
at least a partial programming of funds for each of the 141 designated projects. Application
approval is equivalent to programming a project, and defines the scope, cost, and schedule of a
project or project component, and generally includes expenditures projected for future years.

The Commission allocated a total of $88.141 million for TCRP activities in FY 2011-12. As of
June 30, 2012, approximately $4.1 billion has been allocated to TCRP projects, of which
approximately $3.6 billion has been expended for ongoing TCRP projects.

Traffic Congestion Relief Fund
($1000s)

In Statute Programmed | Allocated Expended

Total All
Projects $4,909,000 $4,617,000 | $4,158,000 | $3,649,000

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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According to TCRP statutes (Government Code Sec.14556-14556.52) and Commission guidelines,
agencies may substitute alternate projects, subject to approval by the Commission. Of the 141
projects identified in statute, 38 have been subdivided into 104 sub-projects, for a total of 207
projects approved by the Commission. Of the total 207 approved projects, a total of 121 projects
have been completed as of June 30, 2012. Agencies reported 7 of those projects were completed
during FY 2011-12. Of the total 121 completed projects, about half have been completed without
being subdivided.

Number of TCRP Projects

141 Whole, Undivided Projects Identified in Statute
(38) Whole Projects Subdivided, for a Total of 104 Projects
103 Whole, Undivided Projects
103 Whole, Undivided Projects
104 Total, Subdivided Projects
207 Total Approved Projects, Undivided and Subdivided
207 Total Projects, Undivided and Subdivided
121 Total Projects Completed by 06/30/2012

86 Ongoing Projects

Completed/Ongoing TCRP Projects
61 Undivided Projects Completed
60 Subdivided Projects Completed
121 Total Approved Projects Completed
103 Undivided Projects
(61) Undivided Projects Completed
42 Undivided Projects Ongoing
104 Subdivided Projects
(60) Subdivided Projects Completed
44 Subdivided Projects Ongoing

86 Ongoing Projects

Projects in TCRP Allocation Plan

15 Tier 1 Projects in Allocation Plan

4 Tier 1 Projects with components in Tier 2
37 Tier 2 Projects in Allocation Plan
56 Total Projects in Allocation Plan

Attachments
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Traffic Congestion Relief Program
Future Allocations Plan

TAB 36

Reference No. 4.5
January 8, 2013
Attachment 1

($in 1,000s)
TCRP Allocation Plan - TIER 1 Projects
TCRP Total Previously Future
Dist Co Title Type Allocated TCRP 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20
# TCRP
TCRP Amount
SCL/ |BART to San Jose; extend BART from Warm Mass
12 04 ALA |Springs to Downtown San Jose Transit $ 648,567 |$ 569528|% 79,039 | $ | ® | ® | ® -|$ 40000 % 39039 |3 | $ | $ | $ | $ 3
Route 680; add NB and SB HOV lanes over Capital
4 04 [ ALA | 0| Grade Outlay $ 58500|% 58500]% - $ -8 -1$ -8 -8 - $ -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -
MRN/ |Route 101; widen to 6 lanes, Novato-Petaluma Capital
18 04 ] son (Novato Narrows) - Marin-Sonoma Narrows Outlay $ 16500|$ 16500]$ ) $ | $ | $ | $ | ® |8 | $ |8 | ® -|® | ® 3
MRN/ |Route 101; widen to 6 lanes, Novato-Petaluma Capital
1821 04 1 50N (Novato Narrows) - San Antonio Curve Corr. Outlay $ 2900|$ 2900]$ ) $ | $ | $ | $ | ® |8 | $ |8 | ® -|® | ® 3
28 04 CC |BART Richmond Station Additional Parking .p/rl::: $ 4,000 $ 1,180 $ 28201 % -1 -1$ -1 -1 % -1 -1 2820 | $ -1 -1 -1 % -
Route 580; add EB and WB HOV lanes from Capital
31 04 | ALA Tassajara Road to Vasco Road Outlay $ 18,000|$ 18,000] $ - $ -8 -1$ -8 -8 - $ -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -
30 | 07 | La |SOute 405 add nortbound HOV over Sepulveda gﬁfl';;' $ 90000|$ 58000|% 32,0008 s s s -|$ 8o00|$ 8000|$ 8000[$ 8000]|$ s s -
Route 10; add HOV lanes on San Bernardino Capital
40 07 LA Freeway over Kellog Hil Outlay $ 90,000 ($ 48,764|% 41236 |$ -8 -1$ -8 -|$ 10309 ($ 10,309 |$ 10,309 |$ 10,309 | $ -8 -8 -
412 | 07 | LA [HOV Lanes on Rte 5 from Rte 170 to Rte 118 gifl';;' $ 40251(s$ 341423 61098 -1s -|s -1s -8 -8 -|s 61098 -1s -1s -8 -
42 | 07 | LA |-5Widening; Orange County Line to Route 605 gﬁfl';;' $ 125000 % 65501 |$ 59,499 | $ s s s -|$ 19833 |$ 19833|$ 19,8333 s s s -
52 | 07 | LA |HOV & aux lanes, Waterford-Rt 10 gifl';;' $  9648[s 9648 - ls -1s -|s -1s -1s Sk -|s -8 -|s -|s -1s -
98 06 | FRE |Peach Avenue; Widen to four-lane (R/W Only) AI;C;::; $ 2,050 | $ 650 |$ 1400]¢% -1 8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -|$ 1,400 ($ -8 -1 8 - $ -
111 | 06 | KIN |Route 198 Expressway, Rte 43 to Rte 99 gifl';;' $ 14,000 $ 14,000 |$ - s -s -s -s -s -s -s -3 -3 -3 -3 -
113 06 | KER |Route 46 Expressway, Segment 3 gﬁﬁiatsl $ 2,880($% 2880]$% - $ -8 -8 -8 -1 8 -1 8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -
146 08 RIV [Construction of Palm Avenue Interchange gﬁfﬁl $ 10,000 | $ - |$ 10000]$% -1 -1$ -1 -1 % -1 -1$ 10,000 | $ -1 -1 -1 % -
TIER 1 Allocations - | $345,261 | $ 99,145 | $ 69,835 | $ 88,139 | $ 88,142 | $ -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -
I
TIER 1 Totals - | $577,364 | $ 99,145 |$ 69,835 ($ 88,139 |$ 88142 |$ 78142 ($ 77,181 |$ 58471 |$ 18309 ($ - $ - $ -
I
PROPOSITION 1A Payments - | $578,746 | $ 82678 |$ 82678 |$ 82678 |$ 82678 |$ 82678 (% 82678 |$% 82678
I I
Running Total PROPOSITION 1A Available after Tier 1 Projects - | $ (16,467)| $ (3,624)| $ (9,085)| $ (14,549)[ $ (10,013)| $ (4,516)| $ 19,691 ($ 1,382
FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY FY 2019-20
2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 and after
Tribal Gaming Payments - | $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ - $ 68,000 | $ 100,000 | $ 100,000 [ $ 214,000
Yearly Total Available (Prop 1A + Tribal Gaming)- | $ 82,678 ($ 82678 |$ 82678 (% 82678 |$ 82678|$ 82678 (% 82678 |$ 68,000 |$ 100,000 [ $ 100,000 | $ 214,000
Running Total Available - | $ 82,678 [ $ 165,356 [ $ 248,034 | $ 330,712 | $ 413,390 | $ 496,068 | $ 578,746 | $ 646,746 | $ 746,746 | $ 846,746 [ $ 1,060,746
TIER 2 Projects - Future TCRP Allocations
Previously Future
TCRP Dist Co Title Type Total Allocated TCRP 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20
# TCRP +older
TCRP Amount
California Transportation Commission Page 1 of 3




Traffic Congestion Relief Program

Future Allocations Plan

TAB 36

Reference No. 4.5
January 8, 2013
Attachment 1

($in 1,000s)
TIER 2 Projects - Future TCRP Allocations
Previously Future
TCRP Dist Co Title Type Total Allocated TCRP 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20
# TCRP +older
TCRP Amount
Route 680; add NB and SB HOV lanes over Capital CRE. e d _ _ _ _ _

4 04 | ALA |G ol Grade Outlay $ - s - |$ 1500]|%, -, $ |$ 1500|$% $ $ $ $ $ $ $
122 | 04 CC |Hercules Train Station Project Rail | $ 3,000 $ 2,300 $ 700 $: . $ 700 | $ -1$ -1 % $ $ -1 -1 % -1 %
123 | 04 | ALa |:580 Livermore Corridor studies and Planning| $  7.000($ 5300]$ 1,700 |§ ." S 1s 1,700(s s s $ $ s s s

improvements o 2 )

19 04 | SF |Bay Area Water Transit System .;\/rl::: $ 2,000 | $ 150|$ 1850]|% . Aty s 1,850 | $ -1 s -1 $ $ $ -1 -1 % -1 %
23 04 SM |Poplar, 25th, Linden Grade Separations .;\/rl::: $ 15,000]| $ 4000]$ 11000] 8% ." Ak s -1$ 11,000 | $ -1 s $ $ -1 -1 % -1 %
26 04 | ALA [Livermore Valley Siding .;\/rl::: $ 1,000 | $ - 1$ 1000]8." & el s 1,000 | $ -1 s -1$ $ $ -1 s -1 % -1 %
325 [ 01 | HUM |NCRA,; environmental remediation projects .;\/rl::: $ 4100($ 1435|$ 2,665 $ L :$ L 1% 2,665 | $ -1 % -1 % $ $ -1 % -8 -1 8
32.7 | o1 | HUM |NCRA; local match funds T"’r':s: $  1,800|$% - |s 1800|% - $ - 1s -|s 1800(s -ls $ $ -ls -ls -ls
382 | 07 | LA |North-South Bus Transit Project T"’r':s: $ 100,000 $ 11,000|$ 89,000 | - % - {s 89,0003 -|s -|s $ $ -|s -|s -|s
a7 07 VEN Route 101; California Street off-ramp in Ventura Capital $ 15000|$ 726 |8 14,274 $ s -$ s {s 14274 s s $ $ s s s

County Outlay - -
492 | o7 LA E;)(I:Ii)lfi\tl)vlood Intermodal Transportation Center; _;\/rI:s: $ 7150 | s R $ 7,150 $ t :$ t ls 150 | $ 5,000 | $ 2,000 | $ $ $ s s s
50 | o7 | LA ?é? 71 Expwy to Fwy Conversion (Rte 10 to Rte gﬁfl';;' $ 30000[$ 20805 9195]%.". B s 9195(s s s $ $ s s s
51 07 LA Route 101/405; add auxiliary lane and widen Capital $ 21.000|% 9000|s 11,010]s.. G 1s s s s $ $ 11,010 | $ s s

ramp Outlay e Aiada
52 | 07 | LA |HOV &aux lanes, Waterford-Rt 10 gﬁfl';;' $ 15352($ - |s 15352|s. -, e 1 s s s $ $ 15352 |$ s s
543 | 07 LA |Alameda Corridor East; Pico Rivera Al;c;f:; $ 19,700|%$ 16,2001% 3,500 $: - $ - $ 3,500 | $ -1 % -1 % $ $ -1 % -8 -1 8
55.2 | 08 | SBD |Alameda Corridor East; Ontario A';Zf:; $ 48554 (% 8,207 | $ 40,347 $: - $ - $ 40347 | $ -1 8 -8 $ $ -8 -8 -8
553 | 08 | SBD |Alameda Corridor East; SANBAG ALS‘;f:('E $ 34410|$ 30610|% 38008 - - 1s 3800]|s -|s -|s $ $ -|s -|s -|s
61 08 RIV [Route 10; reconstruct Apache Trail Interchange gﬁﬁiatsl $ 30,000 % 1,222|$ 28,778 $: 3 .$ 3 $ 28,778 | $ -1 s -1 $ $ -1 -1 % -1 %
743 | 11 SD |Pacific Surfliner; Maintenance Yard Rail | $ 1,530 | $ - 1% 15308 - -$ . $ -1 s 1530 | $ $ $ -1 -1 % -1 %
747 | 11 | SD [Pacific Surfliner; Encinita Ped Crossing Rail |$ 4,000 | $ 1,248 2752 |9%.° &ty s 2,752 | $ -1 -1 $ $ -1 -1 % -1 %
7410 | 11 SD |Pacific Surfliner; Carlsbad Double Track Rail | $ 1,480 | $ 1,000 $ 480 | % .° B s -1 -1 480 | $ $ $ -1 -1 % -1 %
77 | 11| sp |Route 94; add capacity gﬁfl';;' $ 20000|$ 10000|% 10000][s .- K3 1s 10,000 | s s $ $ s s s
87.2 | 11 SD |Routes 94/125; build freeway connector ramps gﬁﬁiatsl $ 59,715|$ 59111 % 53,804 $ : :$ L ‘'$ 53804 |$% -1 % -1 % $ $ -1 % -8 -1 %
88.1 | 11 | SD [Route 5; realign freeway gﬁﬁiatsl $ 9700|$ 300 | $ 9,400 $ . :$ . 1$ 9,400 | $ -8 - $ $ $ -8 -8 -8
89 06 | FRE |Route 99; Improve Shaw Avenue Interchange gﬁﬁiatsl $ 5,000($ 830 |$ 4,170 $ 0 :$‘ 0 1% 4170 | $ -1$ -1 % $ $ -1 -1 % -1 %
94 06 | FRE [Route 43; Widen Expressway gﬁﬁiatsl $ 5,000 | $ 525 | $ 4,475 $ 3 :$ J |3 4475 | $ -1 s -1$ $ $ -1 s -1$ -1 %
97.2 06 FRE Operational Improvements on streets near CSU, Local $ 6,300 | $ 5002 $ 308 | %" . 1s 398 | $ s s $ $ s s s

Fresno Asstce O Ada
98 06 | FRE [Peach Avenue; Widen to four-lane (CON) A';Zf:; $ 7,950 | $ -l 7950]% . TR | $ -|$ 7950 (3% -1 $ $ $ -1 -1 -1
99.2 | 10 SJ  |Capacity Improvements Rail |$ 10,257 |$ - |$ 10257 |%.°. YR | $ -|$ 10,257 | $ -8 $ $ -8 -8 - $
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Traffic Congestion Relief Program
Future Allocations Plan

TAB 36

Reference No. 4.5
January 8, 2013
Attachment 1

($in 1,000s)
TIER 2 Projects - Future TCRP Allocations
Previously Future
TCRP Dist Co Title Type Total Allocated TCRP 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20
# TCRP +older
TCRP Amount
Route 101 Access; Advanced Traffic Corridor Local = Ll L
1023| 05 | SB System Asstoe $ 1,032 $ 110 | $ 922 1%, ", E | $ 922 | $ -8 - $ -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -
106 | 10 | MER |campus Parkway a1 23000($ 17526|$  5a474fs---l]€-l-0-0k]s sarals s s s s s s s -
109 | 10 | sTA [Route 132 Expressway gfjfl';;' $ 12000($ 608 |$ 113026 - --T.]g-T- s 30028 -|s 83%0(s s s s s s -
110 | 10 | STA |SR-132 West Widening o |8 2000(s  4s3|s 1sar|El-]8.ll -] -|s -ls 1sa7|s -|s -|s -|s -|s -|s -
Jersey Avenue; widen from 17th Avenue to 18th Local CH : -
112 | 06 | KIN Avenue in Kings County Asstce $ 1,500 | $ - |$ 1500]8% . LR -1$ 1,500 | $ -8 - $ -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -
Route 46 Expressway, Capital d e j j R R R R R R
113 06 | KER Segments 1 & 2 (non-CMIA) Outlay $ 27,1201$% 4,690 $ 22,430 $_.. B .$' <1$ 22430 % $ $ $ $ $ $ $
Route 65; passing lanes & intersection Capital o i D * R R R R R R
114 06 | KER improvement Outlay $ 12,000|$% 376 | $ 11,624 $.'. $ s 419 2,121 | $ $ 9,499 | $ $ $ $ $
South Sacramento Light Rail Extension- Mass o i
115 03 | SAC Phase 2 Trans $ 70,000 | $ 7,000 $ 63,000 .‘B... 3 $ -'[$ 63,000 |$ -1 8 -8 -8 -1 8 -8 -8 -8 -
126 03 | SAC |Route 50/Watt Avenue Interchange gﬁﬁg;l $ 7,000 $ 720 | $ 6,280 $ : $ k3 6,280 | $ -1 % -1 % -1 % -1 % -1 % -8 -1 8 -
129 | 08 | SBD [Route 62; Utility Undergrounding gﬁﬁiatsl $ 3200]$ 990 | $ 2210 $ - $ S 2210 ( $ -8 - $ -8 -8 -8 -8 -8 -
1481 | 11 | MP |widen State Route 98 gﬁfl';;' $ 8900|$ 2500]|% 6400|% - --i{% - s -|s 1000[s 5400](s -|s -|s -|s -|s -|s -
Intersection of Olympic Blvd/Mateo Street/Porter Local Eian el e g _ _ ~ _ _ _ _ ~
1582 07 | LA |g Asstce $ 1,275 $ 680 | $ 595 | % 1% $ 595 | $ $ $ $ $ $ $ $
TIER 2 PROJECTS TOTALS - | $ 483,211 ]| $ - $ - $ 388875 (% 39,128 |$ 19347 | $ 9,499 | $ - $ 26,362 | $ - $ - $ -
Yearly Available for Tier 2 Projects - | $ (16,467)( $ 12,843 |$ (5461)[$ (5464)| $ 4,536 | $ 5497 | $ 24,207 49,691 | $ 100,000 [ $ 100,000 | $ 214,000
Running Total Available for Tier 2 Projects - | $ (16,467)[ $  (3.624)| $  (9,085)| $ (14549)| $ (10,013)|$ (4516)|$ 19691 |$ 69,382 | $ 169,382 | $ 269,382 | $ 483,382
SHORTFALL BY FISCAL YEAR- | $ (16,467)| $ 12,843 | $ (394,336)| $ (44592)| $ (14,811)[ $ (4,002)|$ 24207 |$ 23329 |$ 100,000 | $ 100,000 | $ 214,000
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Page 3 of 3




Total Completed Projects: 121

Traffic Congestion Relief Program Regeﬁg 4.5
Completed Projects , 2013

Attachment 2
Attachment 2 Page 1 of 2

TCRP # PPNO | District| County |[Title

3 T0003 4 SCL Route 101; widen freeway from four to eight lanes-Bernal Road to Burnett Avenue.

5 0468E 4 SCL Rte 101; add NB lane to fwy thru San Jose, Rte 87 to Trimble Rd

6 T0060 4 scL |Route 262; major investment study, Route 680 to Route 880 near Warm Springs.

7.1 T0071 4 SCL CalTrain; expand service to Gilroy.

8 0409C 4 SCL Route 880; reconstruct Coleman Avenue Interchange near San Jose Airport.

9.1 T0091 4 ALA/SCL |Capitol Corridor; improve intercity rail line between Oakland and San Jose. Harder Road Overcrossing Project.

9.2 2086 4 ALA |Capitol Corridor; Emeryville Station track and platform improvements.

9.4 2064 4 ALA/SCL |Capitol Corridor; Oakland to San Jose intercity track improvements.

10 4 Bay Area Regional Express Bus; acquire low-emission buses in nine counties.

San Francisco Bay Southern Crossing; complete feasibility and financial studies for new San Francisco Bay crossing (new bridge,

11 4 Bay Area [HOV/Transit bridge or second BART tube) in Alameda and San Francisco or San Mateo Counties. Segment | - 2000 SF Bay Crossing.
111 TO111 4 MTC |San Francisco Bay Southern Crossing; Video Tolling
121 2011H 4 cc BART Extension Eastward From Pittsburg/Bay Point

13 T0130 4 Bay Area CalTrain Peninsula Corridor; acquire rolling stock, add passing tracks, and construct pedestrian access structure at stations.
16.1 0190D 4 cc Route 4; widen freeway to eight lanes from Railroad through Loveridge Road.
20.1 2134 4 SF San Francisco Muni 3rd Street Light Rail Extension
20.2 T0202 4 SF San Francisco Muni Third Street Light Rail

21 T0210 4 SF San Francisco Muni Ocean Avenue Light Rail.

22 0619A 4 SF Doyle Drive Replacement

24 T0240 4 SOL Vallejo Baylink Ferry; expand Baylink Vallejo-San Francisco service.
25.1 T0251 4 SOL 1-80/1-680/Route 12 Interchange in Fairfield Major Investment Study/Corridor Study.
25.2 5301K 4 SOL 1-80/1-680/Route 12 Interchange Connector, Phase 2
25.3 5301K 4 SOL 1-80/1-680/Route 12 Interchange
27.1 2009L 4 ALA/CC |Vasco Road Safety and Transit Enhancement Project-Parking Structure for VC Project.
27.2 T0272 4 ALA/CC |Vasco Road Safety and Transit Enhancement Project-Parking Structure for VC Project.
27.3 T0273 4 ALA/CC |Vasco Road Safety and Transit Enhancement Project-Parking Structure for VC Project.

29 T0290 4 ALA/CC |AC Transit; buy two fuel cell buses and fueling facility for demonstration project.

30 T0300 4 MRN |Implementation of commuter rail passenger service from Cloverdale south to San Rafael & Larkspur in Marin and Sonoma Counties.
32.1 T0321 1 HuM |North Coast Railroad; repair and upgrade track. Subparagraph (a)(2) defray administrative costs.
32.2 T0322 1 HuM |North Coast Railroad; repair and upgrade track. Sub-paragraph (b) completion of rail line from Lombard to Willits.
32.3 T0323 1 various |North Coast Rail Authority; Complete Rail Line
32.6 T0326 1 HuM [North Coast Railroad; repair and upgrade track. Sub-paragraph (f) debt reduction.
329 T0329 1 Various |North Coast Railroad; long-term stabilization

33 T0330 7 LA Bus Transit-Acquire low-emision buses for LA County MTA bus service.

34 T0340 7 LA Blue Line to Los Angeles; new rail line Pasadena to Los Angeles.
35.1 T0351 7 LA Pacific Surfliner; triple track intercity rail line add run-through-tracks thru LA Union Station.
35.3 T0353 7 LA Pacific Surfliner; triple track intercity railline

36 2890 7 LA Eastside Transit Corridor
37.1 4025 7 LA Los Angeles Mid-City Transit Improvements.
37.2 3447 7 LA Exposition Light Rail Transit Corridor, Phase 1
38.1 2891 7 LA Los Angeles - San Fernando Valley Transit Extension.

44 T0440 7 LA Route 47 (Terminal Island Freeway)

45 T0450 7 LA Route 710; complete Gateway Corridor Study, Los Angeles/Long Beach ports to Route 5.

46 T0460 7 LA Route 1; reconstruct intersection at Route 107 in Torrance in Los Angeles County.

48 T0480 7 LA/VEN |Route 101; corridor analysis and PSR to improve corridor from Route 170 to Route 23 in Thousand Oaks.

51 T0510 7 LA NB Route 405/101 Connector Gap Closure

52 2333 7 LA GARVEE Debt Service (Rte 405-Waterford Ave-Rte 10)

53 T0530 7 LA Automated Signal Corridors (ATSAC).

56 3071 8 SBD Metrolink; track and signal improvements on Metrolink; San Bernardino line.

59 T0590 8 SB 1-10/Live Oak Canyon Interchange Improvement
60.1 T0601 8 SB Route 15; Southbound Truck Climbing Lane
60.2 0176A 8 SB Route 15 ; Southbound Truck Climbing Lane

62 0092A 8 RIV Route 91; Add HOV Lanes; Adams Street to Route 60/215 Junction
62.1 0121L 8 RIV Route 215 Corridor; Rte 60/91/215 Connectors
70.1 TO701 12 ORA |Route 22; add HOV lanes on Garden Grove Freeway, Route |-405 to Route 55 in Orange Co. — Construction of soundwalls .
70.2 T0702 12 ORA Route 22; Add HOV lanes on Garden Grove Freeway

73 9656 12 ORA |Alameda Corridor East; (Orangethorpe Corridor) build grade seps on BNSF line.
74.1 2071 11 SD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line w/n San Diego Co, add maintenance yard (Oceanside Double Tracking).
74.2 11 sSD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - improvements to the LOSSAN Corridor.
74.4 T0744 11 sSD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - Track and signal improvements at Fallbrook.
745 11 sSD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - Encinitas Passing Track.
74.6 11 sSD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - Leucadia Blvd Grade Separation.
74.7 75 sSD In Encinitas, between La Costa Boulevard and Chesterfield Drive. Construct a grade separated pedestrian crossing in the vicinity of Santa Fe
74.8 TO0748 11 sSD Pacific Surfliner; double track intercity rail line within San Diego County - CP O’Neil to CP Flores Double Track.
74.9 T0749 11 sSD Pacific Surfliner; Santa Margarita River Bridge and Doubletrack
75.1 T0751 11 SD San Diego Transit Buses — Acquire CNG buses, purchase three fueling facilities, and expand one fueling facility.
75.2 T0752 11 sSD San Diego Transit Buses; acquire 85 low-emission buses.

76 T0760 11 sSD Coaster Commuter Rail; acquire one new train set to expand commuter rail.
76.1 TO761 11 sSD Coaster Commuter Rail; acquire one new train set to expand commuter rail.
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TCRP # PPNO | District| County |Title
78 7413 11 sSD East Village access; improve access to light rail from new in-town East Village development.
79 8192A 11 SD North County Light Rail; build new 20-mile light rail line from Oceanside to Escondido.
80 7307 11 sSD Mid-Coast University City Extension, PS&E
81 T0810 11 sSD San Diego Ferry; acquire low-emission high-speed ferryboat for new off-coast service.
82.1 0129X 11 sSD Route 5/805 Widening & Interchange (Stage 3)
82.2 0701 11 SD Route 5/805 North Coast Corridor Project (Stage 1A)
83.1 0683 11 sSD Route 15; managed lanes north of San Diego (State 1-Transit elements)
83.2 0223B 11 SD 1-15 Managed Lanes
85 0271E 11 sSD Route 56; new freeway between I-5 and I-15 in the city of San Diego
87.1 T0871 11 sSD Routes 94/125; build two new freeway connector ramps at Route 94/125 in Lemon Grove.
89 T0890 6 FRE Route 99; improve Shaw Avenue interchange in northern Fresno
90 1530 6 FRE Route 99; widen freeway to 6 lanes, Kingsburg to Selma in Fresno County
91 0090F 6 ERE Route 180 - Clovis Ave to Temperance Ave
92 2092 75 KIN San Joaquin Corridor; improve track & signals near Hanford in Kings Co
94 1490 6 FRE Highland Avenue 4 Lane
96 T0096 6 FRE Friant Rd; widen to 4 In from Copper Ave to Rd 206.
97 T0970 6 FRE Operational improvements on Shaw, Chestnut, Willow, and Barstow Avenues near CSU, Fresno.
99.1 T0991 6 SJ San Joaquin Corridor; improve track and signals along San Joaquin intercity rail line in seven counties. CALWA to BOWLES.
99.2 75 cc Oakley to Port Chicago; Double Track
99.3 2025 75 MAD |Madera Amtrak Station Relocation
101 T1010 5 sC Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District bus fleet; acquisition of low-emission buses.
Route 101 access; State Street smart corridor Advanced Traffic Corridor System (ATSC) technology — Outer State Street Signal System.
102.1 916 5 SB
103 E013 6 KER |7th Standard Road Widening
117 ORO1 3 SAC Folsom Light Rail; extend light rail tracks from 7th Street and K Street to the Amtrak Depot in Sacramento, and extend Folsom light rail.
118 T1180 3 SAC |Sacramento Emergency Clean Air/Transportation Plan (SECAT).
119.1 T1191 3 SAC  |Convert Sacramento Regional Transit bus fleet to low emission and provide Yolobus service by the Yolo County Transportation District.
119.2 T1192 3 SAC |Convert Sacramento Regional Transit bus fleet to low emission and provide Yolobus service by the Yolo County Transportation District.
121 T1210 6 KER Metropolitan Bakersfield System Study; to reduce congestion in the city of Bakersfield.
123 2029 11 sSD Oceanside Transit Center; parking structure.
127 T1270 4 SCL Route 85/Route 87; interchange completion; addition of two direct connectors.
128 2308F 2 SHA  |Airport Road; Reconstruction and Intersection Improvement Project
129 T1290 8 SBD Route 62; traffic & pedestrian safety and utility
133 T1330 3 SAC Feasibility studies for grade separation projects for Union Pacific Railroad at Elk Grove Boulevard and Bond Road.
134 0223A 3 SAC Route 50/Sunrise Boulevard; interchange modifications.
135 0247J 3 SAC Route 99/Sheldon Road; interchange project.
138 T1380 6 KIN/TUL |Cross Valley Rail; upgrade track from Visalia to Huron.
139.1 T1391 4 SF Balboa Park BART Station; phase | expansion - BART Project Improvements.
139.2 T1392 4 SF Balboa Park BART Station; phase | expansion - Historic Geneva Office Building.
140 T1400 6 TUL City of Goshen; overpass for Route 99.
141 2110 4 ALA Union City; pedestrian bridge over Union Pacific rail lines.
142 T1420 7 LA West Hollywood; repair, maintenance, and mitigation of Santa Monica Boulevard.
144 T1440 4 SF/MRN |Seismic retrofit of the national landmark Golden Gate Bridge.
145 T0145 7 LA Construction of a new siding in Sun Valley between Sheldon Street and Sunland Boulevard.
Route 98; widening of 8 miles between Route 111 and Route 7 from 2 lanes to 4 lanes.
148.2 T1482 11 IMP
149 T1490 5 SCr Purchase of low-emission buses for express service on Route 17.
150 T1500 5 SCr Santa Cruz Metro Center
151 T0151 7 LA Purchase of 5 alternative fuel buses for the Pasadena Area Rapid Transit System.
152 T1520 7 LA Pasadena Blue Line transit-oriented mixed-use development.
153 T0153 7 LA Pasadena Blue Line utility relocation.
154 T0154 7 LA Route 134/I-5 interchange study.
156 1014 4 ALA BART Trans Bay Tube Seismic Retrofit
158.1 T1581 7 LA Remodel the intersection of Olympic Boulevard, Mateo Street, and Porter Street.
159 0789A 4 SON Route 101 HOV Lanes; Route 12 to Steele Lane
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TAB 37

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.18..(1)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Programming

STIP AMENDMENT 12S-011

SUMMARY:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) will request that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) amendment. The amendment was noticed at the December 5-6, 2012 Commission
meeting.

ISSUE:

The Department and the Modoc County Transportation Commission propose to amend the 2012
STIP to program $30,000 of Regional Improvement Program (RIP) Transportation Enhancement
(TE) funds programmed by Modoc County (PPNO 2437) to Right of Way Support for the
Greenville SR 89 Rehabilitation project (PPNO 3355) in Plumas County. The funds are needed to
complete Right of Way (R/W) activities.

The Plumas County Transportation Commission concurs with this request.

BACKGROUND:

As part of the 2012 STIP adoption, Modoc County set aside $30,000 in STIP TE Reserve for Plumas
County. This action was taken to reimburse Plumas County for previously loaning Modoc County
$30,000 from the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009.

At the request of Plumas County, Modoc County now proposes to program the $30,000 TE Reserve
to the Greenville Route 89 Rehabilitation project (PPNO 3355) for additional R/W activities
required on the project.

The proposed funding plan changes are shown in the following tables:

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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REVISE: Modoc County TE Reserve for Plumas County (2437)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Modoc 2 2437 LA 2012-13
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED PS&E
component) R/W CON
RTPA/CTC: Modoc County Local Transportation Commission
Project Title: Plumas County TE Reserve
Location Plumas County TE Reserve
Description: Plumas County TE Reserve
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 R/W CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp Supp
RIP - TE (Modoc
Existing 30 30 30
Change (30) (30) (30)
Proposed 0 0 0
Total
Existing 30 30 30
Change (30) (30) (30)
Proposed 0 0 0
REVISE: Greenville SR 89 Rehabilitation Project (PPNO 3355)
County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Plumas 2 3355 0E240 CO 2014-15 19.8 20.8 89
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED  [Caltrans PS&E Caltrans
component) R/W Caltrans CON Caltrans
RTPA/CTC: Plumas County Transportation Commission
Project Title: Greenville SR89 Rehabilitation
Location In Greenville, on Route 89 between Hideaway Road and Mill Street.
Description: Upgrade sidewalks and curb ramps to meet ADA requirements.
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior 12/13 13/14 14/15 15/16 16/17 R/W CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp Supp
RIP - Plumas
Existing 6,011 350 253 388 | 5,020 194 | 4,531 350 253 194 489
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed | 6,011 350 253 388 | 5,020 194 | 4,531 350 253 194 489
RIP -TE (Plumas)
Existing 755 276 479 95 430 181 49
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed 755 276 479 95 430 181 49
RIP -TE (Modoc)
Existing 0 0 0
Change 30 30 30
Proposed 30 30 30
Total
Existing 6,766 350 253 664 | 5,499 289 | 4,961 350 253 375 538
Change 30 0 30 0 0 0 0 0 0 30 0
Proposed | 6,796 350 283 664 | 5,499 289 | 4,961 350 253 405 538
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.1c.(5a)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Programming

TRADE CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUND BASELINE AMENDMENT
RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-33, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-26

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF)
baseline for TCIF Project 4 - 1-880 Reconstruction, 29"-23 Avenue project (PPNO 0044C) in
Alameda County.

ISSUE:

The Department and the Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC) propose to amend
the TCIF baseline agreement for TCIF Project 4 - 1-880 Reconstruction, 29"-23 Avenue project
(PPNO 0044C) to update the project funding plan and delivery schedule.

BACKGROUND:

The 1-880 Reconstruction project will reconstruct the 29" and 23" Avenue overcrossings. The
project will also construct a number of on-ramp and off-ramp improvements within the project
limits. These improvements will relieve traffic congestion within this major bottleneck on 1-880.

Update project funding plan and delivery schedule

The East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) has recently completed the design plans for their
waterline relocations. Based upon these latest cost estimates, the Right of Way (R/W) estimate has
increased from $5,200,000 to $6,325,000, an increase of $1,125,000. The ACTC is proposing to
cover this funding shortfall with local measure funds.

At the completion of the design phase, it was determined there was sufficient capacity in the
programmed construction capital to fully fund the project construction capital estimate and a change
in construction support programming was necessary. Therefore, $5,700,000 was subtracted from
construction capital and added to construction support, resulting in no net change on the amount
coming from the SHOPP funds.
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The project delivery has been delayed by two months. This delay is due to the complexities of the
project and also due to a large number of agencies involved in the project development activities.
The updated schedule for major delivery milestones is tabulated on the following page.

Milestone Baseline Proposed
End Right of Way Oct 2012 Jan 2013
Ready-to-List (RTL) Oct 2012 Jan 2013
Begin Construction Apr 2013 Jul 2013
End Construction Apr 2017 Jul 2017
Begin Closeout Apr 2017 Aug 2017
End Closeout Apr 2018 Aug 2018

The Bay Area Consensus Group and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission concur with these
proposed changes.

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-33

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade
Corridor Improvement Fund (TCIF) baseline agreement for TCIF Project 4 - 1-880 Reconstruction,
29th-23rd Avenue project (PPNO 0044C) in Alameda County as described above and shown in the
following table.

REVISE: 1-880 Reconstruction, 29th-23rd Avenue project (PPNO 0044C)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PMBack PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Alameda 4 0044C 0AT710 CcO 2012-13 284 29.2 880
Implementing Agency: (by [PA&ED [ACTC PS&E ACTC
component) R/W ACTC CON Department
RTPA/CTC: Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Project Title: 1-880 Reconstruction, 29th-23rd, Oakland
Location In Oakland, on Interstate 880 fromsouth of the existing 29th Avenue overcrossing to north of the existing 23rd
Description: Reconstruct 29th and 23rd Avenue overcrossings and construct improvements to on-off ramps
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND [ TOTAL R/W | CON
Prior | 10/11 | 11/12 | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 [ R/W CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
Regional Improvement Program (RIP
Existing[ 2,000] 2,000 2,000
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 2,000 2,000 2,000
State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP)
Existing[ 83,000 4,400 78,600 4,400 | 73,000 5,600
Change 0 0 0 0| (5,700) 5,700
Proposed 83,000] 4,400 78,600 4,400 | 67,300 11,300
Federal Demonstration (Demo) funds
Existing[ 1,787 1,727 60 50 100 1,577 60
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed 1,787 1,727 60 50 100 1,577 60
Local (Measure) funds
Existing[ 10,000 8,660 1,340 750 4,100 3,810 1,340
Change 1,125 0 1,125 1,125 0 0 0
Proposed 11,125 8,660 2,465 1,875 4,100 3,810 1,340
Total
Existing| 96,787 | 16,787 80,000 5200 | 73,000 | 4,200 7,387 7,000
Change 1,125 0 1,125 1,125 (5,700) 0 0 5,700
Proposed 97,912 | 16,787 81,125 6,325 | 67,300 4,200 7,387 12,700
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.1C.(5b)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: William A. Mosby
Chief Financial Officer Interim Division Chief

Transportation Planning

subject: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-34, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-31

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 35, State College Boulevard Grade Separation (PPNO
TC35). The Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this amendment and the requested
changes.

ISSUE:
The Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) proposes to amend the TCIF Project Baseline
Agreement for Project 35, State College Boulevard Grade Separation (Project) to update the delivery

schedule.

BACKGROUND:

The Project is part of the Orange County Bridges Program, which will build underpasses and
overpasses at local rail crossings to improve safety and reduce delays. This project will construct a
grade separation on State College Boulevard at Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railway
tracks from Santa Fe Avenue at the northerly terminus to approximately 700 feet south of Valencia
Drive at the southerly terminus. The project will provide significant benefits to vehicle and truck
traffic traveling on State College Boulevard by reducing delays and traffic congestion associated
with the existing at-grade crossing.

This project was adopted in the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008. A Project
Baseline Agreement was executed between the OCTA, the Department, and the Commission, and
approved by the Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B. A Project
Baseline Agreement Amendment was approved May 11, 2011 under Resolution TCIF-P-1011-25, to
update the project delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan. An additional Project Baseline
Agreement Amendment was approved April 26, 2012 under Resolution TCIF-P-1112-31, to update
the project delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.
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The City of Fullerton has requested that OCTA assume the lead role for the Right-of-Way (ROW)
acquisition for the Project to help facilitate the necessary property acquisition. OCTA Staff has
assessed the current project schedules and identified modifications that need to be made which will
result in a revised acquisition plan and a delay to State College Boulevard Grade Separation.

The identified schedule revisions are the result of unanticipated appraisal complexities necessary to
develop offers to property owners for complex acquisitions. Additionally, the City recently replaced
the design consultant which required a longer duration for the development of the design plans than
originally anticipated. The change in the design consultant has also delayed the initiation of property
appraisals and offers to owners.

The table below lists the current approved and proposed project milestones.

Project Milestone A%lé):rgevnet d Proposed Change
Begin Environmental Phase 04/01/2005 No Change
End Environmental Phase 04/14/2011 No Change
Begin Design Phase 04/01/2005 No Change
End Design Phase 03/01/2013 No Change
Begin Right of Way Phase 07/25/2011 No Change
End Right of Way Phase 03/01/2013 05/01/2013 2 Months
Begin Construction Phase 04/01/2013 11/01/2013 7 Months
End Construction Phase 01/01/2016 08/01/2016 7 Months
Begin Closeout Phase 01/01/2016 08/01/2016 7 Months
End Closeout Phase 01/01/2019 08/01/2019 7 Months

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-33

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade
Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 35, State College Boulevard Grade
Separation Project (PPNO TC35), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.

Attachment
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October 11, 2012

Ms. Bimla G. Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

TAB 39

One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 metro.net

Reterence No.: 2.1c.(5b)
January 8, 2013
Attachment

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and approved the changes
requested by our partner agency, the Orange County Transportation Authority
(OCTA). Itis our understanding that OCTA is requesting approval to amend the
schedule for TCIF projects #35 — State College Boulevard Grade Separation and #37 —

Orangethorpe Avenue Grade Separation.

Please see the attached letter from OCTA detailing the requested changes. Please
direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-3061.
We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,

Shahrzad?Z%;
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller
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TAB 40

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.10.(5C)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: William A. Mosby
Chief Financial Officer Interim Division Chief

Transportation Planning

subjec: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-35, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1112-33

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 37, Orangethorpe Avenue Grade Separation Project
(PPNO TC37). The Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this amendment and the
requested changes.

ISSUE:
The Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA) proposes to amend the TCIF Project Baseline
Agreement for Project 37, Orangethorpe Avenue Grade Separation (Project) to update the project

delivery schedule.

BACKGROUND:

The Project is part of the Orange County’s Bridges Program (OCBP) which will build underpasses
and overpasses at local rail crossings to improve safety and reduce delays. The Project will
construct a bridge to allow vehicles to pass over the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) Railway
tracks to separate rail and roadway traffic. The railroad mainline tracks will remain at-grade. Two
additional structures will be constructed at Miller Street and Chapman Avenue to connect to
Orangethorpe Avenue. The completed project will allow cars to cross over the railroad tracks,
improving safety and reducing delays.

This project was adopted in the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008. A Project
Baseline Agreement was executed by OCTA, the Department, and the Commission, and approved
by the Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B. A Baseline
Agreement Amendment was approved on May 11, 2011, under Resolution TCIF-P-1011-26, to
revise the scope, schedule and cost. An additional Project Baseline Agreement Amendment was
approved April 26, 2012 under Resolution TCIF-P-1112-33, to update the project delivery schedule,
cost, and funding plan.
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The Begin Construction date has been delayed because more time was required to obligate

federal funding than originally anticipated due to the Right of Way (ROW) certification needing
additional review by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA). The End Construction has been
delayed due to additional construction staging activities to accommodate time-of-year work
restrictions in two Orange County Flood Control (OCFCD) Channels and within the BNSF Railroad

ROW.

The table below lists the current approved and proposed project milestones:

Project Milestone A%l;)rr';g:: d Proposed Change
Begin Environmental Phase | 01/01/2001 No Change
End Environmental Phase 09/23/2009 No Change
Begin Design Phase 02/06/2009 No Change
End Design Phase 10/31/2011 No Change
Begin Right of Way Phase 10/01/2010 No Change
End Right of Way Phase 04/01/2012 No Change
Begin Construction Phase 07/01/2012 03/01/2013 8 Months
End Construction Phase 04/01/2015 07/01/2016 1 Year + 3 Months
Begin Closeout Phase 04/01/2015 07/01/2016 1 Year + 3 Months
End Closeout Phase 04/01/2018 07/01/2019 1 Year + 3 Months

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-35

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade
Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreements for Project 37, Orangethorpe Avenue Grade
Separation (PPNO TC37), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.

Attachment
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October 11, 2012

Ms. Bimla G. Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

TAB 40

One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
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The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and approved the changes
requested by our partner agency, the Orange County Transportation Authority
(OCTA). Itis our understanding that OCTA is requesting approval to amend the
schedule for TCIF projects #35 — State College Boulevard Grade Separation and #37 —

Orangethorpe Avenue Grade Separation.

Please see the attached letter from OCTA detailing the requested changes. Please
direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-3061.
We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,

Shahrzad?Z%;
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.1C.(5d)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: William A. Mosby
Chief Financial Officer Interim Division Chief

Transportation Planning

subjec: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-36, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1011-15

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 59, Glen Helen Parkway Grade Separation (PPNO 1130).
The Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this amendment and the requested changes.

ISSUE:

The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) and the County of San Bernardino
(County) propose to amend the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for Project 59, Glen Helen
Parkway Grade Separation (Project), to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

BACKGROUND:

The Project was adopted into the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008. A Project
Baseline Agreement was executed between the Department, SANBAG and the County, and
approved by the Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B. An
amendment to the Baseline Agreement was approved on January 20, 2011, under Resolution
TCIF-P-1011-15, to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

In the County of San Bernardino, the Project includes constructing a grade separation on Glen Helen
Parkway at the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) crossings.
The Project is needed to eliminate impacts from the existing at-grade crossing including emergency
vehicle response delays, greenhouse gases generated by traffic delayed by trains, and adverse
neighborhood impacts including delays, noise pollution and safety impacts. The Project will
improve the reliability of the UPRR and BNSF systems by eliminating the potential for vehicle of
pedestrian versus train accidents and to allow for expansion of the rail corridor without additional
public safety or neighborhood impacts associated with at-grade crossings.
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The original baseline agreement Project Approval and Environmental Document (Environmental)
milestone date was June 30, 2008. In March 2008, as part of the biological survey, a Kangaroo Rat
habitat was discovered. Working with resource agencies, the Project Development Team decided
the best approach was avoidance. Environmental regulations require avoidance of habitat where
practical. As a result, the Project footprint was changed in order to avoid impacting the habitat area.

As the design team focused on the revised alignment, the adjacent Devore Interchange project was
holding Public Outreach meeting. To accommodate the avoidance of the Kangaroo Rat habitat and
taking into account the public comments from the adjacent project, the alignment of a street within
the Project was revised and Right of Way (ROW) requirements updated. Resolving these issues
required intensive coordination with the resource agencies and the adjacent project’s team. The
delays in the Environmental component had a negative impact on the remainder of the Project
schedule.

In addition to the environmental delays, the footprint and design change required the acquisition
of 15 additional parcels. The completion of the design phase was delayed eight months pending
completion of the ROW phase, which was completed on October 1, 2012.

Completion of the ROW phase was delayed ten months. ROW acquisitions and negotiations were
delayed pending completion of the environmental phase and extra time needed to negotiate utility
relocations. Completion of the ROW component has been revised from January 31, 2012 to
November 15, 2012.

Start of the Construction phase has been delayed 12 months due to unanticipated delays in
completion of Environmental, ROW, and Design phases, as previously described. Contract award
and start of construction is anticipated for April 2013. The following table provides a list of the
Project’s milestones with current approved and proposed delivery schedule:

Project Milestone ACF:)l:)rr:)eVnet d Proposed Change
Begin Environmental Phase 06/01/2006 No Change
End Environmental Phase 04/19/2010 No Change
Begin Design Phase 04/01/2009 No Change
End Design Phase 01/31/2012 | 12/01/2012 10 Months
Begin Right of Way Phase 04/20/2010 No Change
End Right of Way Phase 01/31/2012 | 12/18/2012 11 Months
Begin Construction Phase 04/01/2012 | 04/05/2013 1 Year
End Construction Phase 09/01/2013 | 08/22/2014 1 Year
Begin Closeout 09/02/2013 | 09/01/2014 1 Year
End Closeout 03/01/2014 | 03/01/2015 1 Year

The County and SANBAG also request an update to the Project funding plan. The estimated Design
cost has increased by $2.65 million. ROW cost has increased $700,000, from $5.7 million to $6.4
million, due to property settlements as stated above. .Construction costs have been decreased $4.383
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million, from $21.218 million to $16.835 million, to reflect the latest Project cost estimates. The
updated total Project cost is now $25,885,000, as shown in the following table.

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS )

FUND SOURCE

TOTAL

Totals by Fiscal Year

Totals by Project Phase

Prior | 10111 | 1112 | 12113 PA&ED | PS&E | R/W | CONST
State Bond - Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF)
Current Approved 7,172 7,172 0 7,172
Change 0 -7,172 7,172 0
Proposed 7,172 0 7,172 7,172
Development Impact Fees
Current Approved 9,054 1,585 7,469 0 0 1,585 7,469
Change -2,434 931 -7,469 4,104 737 194 -3,365
Proposed 6,620 2,516 0 4,104 737 1,779 4,104
SANBAG Measure |
Current Approved 13,342 6,765 6,577 0 2,650 0 4115 6,577
Change -3,319 -231 -6,577 3,489 -2,650 1,913 506 -3,088
Proposed 10,023 6,534 0 3,489 0 1,913 4,621 3,489
Railroad — BNSF Funds
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 2,070 2,070 2,070
Proposed 2,070 2,070 2,070
TOTAL
Current Approved 29,568 8,350 21,218 0 2,650 0 5,700 21,218
Change -3,683 700 -21,218 16,835 -2,650 2,650 700 -4,383
Proposed 25,885 9,050 0 16,835 0 2,650 6,400 16,835

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-36

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade

Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 59, Glen Helen Parkway Grade

Separation (PPNO 1130), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.

Attachment
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October 5, 2012

Ms. Bimla G. Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and approved the changes
requested by our partner agency. It is our understanding that the San Bernardino
Associated Governments (SANBAG) is requesting approval of an amendment of their
Baseline Agreements for TCIF project #59 — Glen Helen Parkway Grade Separation
Project, #61 — South Milliken Avenue Grade Separation Project, #65 — Vineyard
Avenue Grade Separation Project. The amendments requested impact the project
schedules and total project cost. The proposed modifications do not modify the TCIF

" funds for SANBAG.

TCIF project #63 — Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project’s proposed modifications
will reduce the total programmed for TCIF funds by $4.83 million. The TCIF savings
will go towards SANBAG's share of the TCIF over programming for the corridor.

Please see the attached letter from SANBAG detailing the requested changes. Please
direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-3061.
We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,
Shahrzad Amiri
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.10.(56)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: William A. Mosby
Chief Financial Officer Interim Division Chief

Transportation Planning

subjec: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-37, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-0910-14B

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 61, South Milliken Avenue Grade Separation (PPNO 1131).
The Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this amendment and the requested changes.

ISSUE:

The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) and the City of Ontario (City) propose to
amend the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for Project 61, South Milliken Avenue Grade
Separation (Project), to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

BACKGROUND:

The Project was adopted into the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008. A Project
Baseline Agreement was executed between the Department, SANBAG and the City, and approved
by the Commission on December 10, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-05B. An amendment to
the Baseline Agreement was approved on June 30, 2010, under Resolution TCIF-P-0910-14B, to
update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

Milliken Avenue is a north/south corridor located east of the Los Angeles/Ontario International
Airport (ONT) running from SR-60 to I-10 and provides access to and from ONT (for both
passenger traffic and cargo-related uses), and to Ontario’s Foreign Trade Zone (FTZ)No. 50-1 (an
extension of the Port of Long Beach’s FTZ NO. 50). This Project includes constructing a grade
separation between the railroad crossing from Milliken Avenue, which is a key location along the
Alameda Corridor East. This Project will mitigate community impacts of goods movement and
provide more reliable truck access to the logistics complex and the air cargo facilities at ONT.

The Project is needed to eliminate impacts from the existing at-grade crossing including emergency

vehicle response delays, greenhouse gases generated by traffic delayed by trains, and adverse
neighborhood impacts including delays, noise pollution, and safety impacts. The Project will
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improve the reliability of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) system by eliminating the potential for
vehicle or pedestrian versus train accidents and to allow for expansion of the rail corridor without
additional public safety or neighborhood impacts associated with at-grade crossings.

The Project has had two distinct events that triggered schedule and Project cost changes. The first
event was the negotiations with UPRR on the preferred rail-highway configuration. This event
delayed the environmental completion date. Additionally, during plan review, a modification to the
preferred alternative configuration was evaluated that would potentially decrease the overall
construction cost and provide favorable intersection operation. The evaluation yielded construction
cost savings; however, this resulted in a resubmittal of the plans and delayed completion of the
design phase from February 2012 to March 2013. At this time 65 percent of the design plans have
been completed. The Right of Way (ROW) certification is anticipated in February 2013, and the
construction award milestone is now scheduled for September 2013. The following table provides a
list of the Project’s milestones with current approved and proposed delivery schedule:

Project Milestone A%l;)rr';)evr;t d Proposed Change
Begin Environmental Phase 07/01/2008 No Change
End Environmental Phase 06/15/2010 | 06/25/2010 10 Days
Begin Design Phase 06/16/2010 No Change
End Design Phase 02/01/2012 | 03/07/2013 1 Year + 1 Month
Begin Right of Way Phase 01/31/2011 | 07/01/2011 5 Months
End Right of Way Phase 01/31/2013 | 03/07/2013 1 Month
Begin Construction Phase 04/01/2013 | 09/18/2013 6 Months
End Construction Phase 10/01/2015 | 03/01/2016 5 Months
Begin Closeout 11/01/2015 | 04/01/2016 5 Months
End Closeout 05/01/2016 | 11/01/2016 6 Months

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”




TAB 42

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.1c.(5e)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 3 of 3

SANBAG and the City also request an update to the Project funding plan. Proposition 1B State-
Local Partnership Program funds and UPRR funds have been added to the project and the
subsequent reduction in SANBAG Measure | funds and Developer Impact fees. The total project
cost has decreased from $79.224 million to $76.816 million, as shown in the following table.

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS )

Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase

FUND SOURCE TOTAL Prior | 10111 | 1112 | 12113 PA&ED | PS&E | R/W | CONST
State Bond - Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF)
Current Approved 14,521 14,521 14,521
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 14,521 14,521 14,521
Local — Developer Impact Fees
Current Approved 15,850 0 2,301 0 13,549 839 0 1,462 13,549
Change -1,174 250 -1,352 1,044 -1,116 -589 949 -418 -1,116
Proposed 14,676 250 949 1,044 12,433 250 949 1,044 12,433
Local - SANBAG Measure |
Current Approved 48,853 750 9,203 0 38,900 750 3,356 5,847 38,900
Change -22,724 -250 -5,407 4,177 -21,244 -250 440 -1,670 -21,244
Proposed 26,129 500 3,796 4,177 17,656 500 3,796 4,177 17,656
State Bond — SLPP-SBD Formula Share Funds
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 17,655 17,655 17,655
Proposed 17,655 17,655 17,655
Railroad - UPRR
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 3,835 3,835 3,835
Proposed 3,835 3,835 3,835
TOTAL
Current Approved 79,224 750 11,504 0 66,970 1,589 3,356 7,309 66,970
Change -2,408 0 -6,759 5,221 -870 -839 1,389 -2,088 -870
Proposed 76,816 750 4,745 5,221 66,100 750 4,745 5,221 66,100

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-37

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade
Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 61, South Milliken Avenue Grade
Separation (PPNO 1131), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.

Attachment
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October 5, 2012

Ms. Bimla G. Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

'\oJ

One Gateway Plaza 213.922.2000 Tel
Los Angeles, CA 90012-2952 metro.net

Reterence No.: 2.1c.(5e)
January 8, 2013
Attachment

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and approved the changes
requested by our partner agency. It is our understanding that the San Bernardino
Associated Governments (SANBAG) is requesting approval of an amendment of their
Baseline Agreements for TCIF project #59 — Glen Helen Parkway Grade Separation
Project, #61 — South Milliken Avenue Grade Separation Project, #65 — Vineyard
Avenue Grade Separation Project. The amendments requested impact the project
schedules and total project cost. The proposed modifications do not modify the TCIF

" funds for SANBAG.

TCIF project #63 — Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project’s proposed modifications
will reduce the total programmed for TCIF funds by $4.83 million. The TCIF savings
will go towards SANBAG's share of the TCIF over programming for the corridor.

Please see the attached letter from SANBAG detailing the requested changes. Please
direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-3061.
We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,
Shahrzad Amiri
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller
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TAB 43

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

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.1C.(5f)

Action Item
rrom:  NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: William A. Mosby
Chief Financial Officer Interim Division Chief

Transportation Planning

subjec: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT
RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-38, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-0809-04B

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 63, Palm Avenue Grade Separation (PPNO 1134). The
Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this amendment and the requested changes.

ISSUE:

The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) proposes to amend the TCIF Project
Baseline Agreement for Project 63, Palm Avenue Grade Separation (Project), to revise the scope,
delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

BACKGROUND:

The Project was adopted into the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008. A Project
Baseline Agreement was executed between the Department, and SANBAG, and approved by the
Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B.

Near the city of San Bernardino, the Project involves constructing a grade separation on Palm
Avenue at the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) crossings.
The Project is needed to eliminate impacts from the existing at-grade crossing including emergency
vehicle response delays, greenhouse gases generated by traffic delayed by trains, and adverse
neighborhood impacts including delays, noise pollution and safety impacts. The Project will
improve the reliability of the UPRR and BNSF systems by eliminating the potential for vehicle or
pedestrian versus train accidents and to allow for expansion of the rail corridor without additional
public safety or neighborhood impacts associated with at-grade crossings.

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Initially the Project was funded with only State and local funds (no federal funds). Subsequent to the
start of the Project, a federal grant in the amount of $1,600,000 was obtained, which required federal
environmental clearance and additional resource agency coordination. The result of this additional
effort was that the final environmental clearance for the Project was not obtained until July 2011,
which also resulted in the federal authorization to begin Right of Way (ROW) activities being
delayed. The ROW certification is anticipated in January 2013, and the construction award
milestone is scheduled for June 2013, which is well ahead of the TCIF construction deadline of
December 2013. The following table provides a list of the Project’s milestones with current

approved and proposed delivery schedule:

Project Milestone ACF:)l:)rr:)eVnet d Proposed Change
Begin Environmental Phase 07/01/2008 No Change
End Environmental Phase 12/30/2009 | 07/31/2011 1 Year + 7 Months
Begin Design Phase 01/01/2010 No Change
End Design Phase 06/30/2012 | 01/15/2013 7 Months
Begin Right of Way Phase 07/01/2010 | 09/24/2011 1 Year + 3 Months
End Right of Way Phase 06/30/2012 | 02/11/2013 8 Months
Begin Construction Phase 07/01/2012 | 06/01/2013 11 Months
End Construction Phase 12/30/2013 | 06/30/2015 1 Year + 6 Months
Begin Closeout 01/01/2014 | 07/01/2015 1 Year + 6 Months
End Closeout 06/30/2014 | 09/01/2015 1 Year + 2 Months

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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The Project was in the preliminary project development phase when the original baseline agreement
was executed and included the widening of Palm Avenue from two to four lanes. Upon completion
of the traffic study, it was determined, with concurrence from the City of San Bernardino, that two

lanes were sufficient, as the revised scope of work. The Project is now in final design and sufficient

design has been completed to confirm the ROW requirements and a more precise project estimate
has been developed. The updated cost reflects the selected two lane alternative and is consistent
with current design optimization efforts and bid prices.

The total Project cost has been updated from $35.17 million to $26.39 million to reflect the latest
project cost estimate, as shown in the following table. The proposed modifications will reduce the

total programmed TCIF funds for this project by $4.83 million.

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

Totals by Fiscal Year Totals by Project Phase
FUND SOURCE | TOTAL Prior | 10/11 | 1112 [ 12/13 PA&ED | PS&E | R/W | CONST

State Bond - Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF)
Current Approved 9,390 9,390 0 9,390
Change -4,830 -9,390 4,560 -4,830
Proposed 4,560 0 4,560 4,560
Local Funds — Developer Fees
Current Approved 5,136 0 0 5,136 0 0 0 0 5,136
Change -1,595 113 296 -3,921 1,917 113 296 1,215 -3,219
Proposed 3,541 113 296 1,215 1,917 113 296 1,215 1,917
Local — Measure Funds
Current Approved 20,650 3,876 0 16,774 0 750 2,000 1,126 16,774
Change -12,167 -3,215 1,728 -13,969 3,289 -89 -272 1,679 -13,485
Proposed 8,483 661 1,728 2,805 3,289 661 1,728 2,805 3,289
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Improvement (CMAQ) Funds
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 4,300 4,300 4,300
Proposed 4,300 4,300 4,300
BNSF - Railroad Funds
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 550 550 550
Proposed 550 550 550
SAFETEA-LU DEMO Funds
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 1,600 1,600 1,600
Proposed 1,600 1,600 1,600
PNRS Funds — Projects of National and Regional Significance ( Hunts Lane )
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 3,364 3,364 3,364
Proposed 3,364 3,364 3,364
TOTAL
Current Approved 35,176 3,876 0 31,300 0 750 2,000 1,126 31,300
Change -8,778 -3,102 2,024 -22,980 15,280 24 24 7,194 -16,020
Proposed 26,398 774 2,024 8,320 15,280 774 2,024 8,320 15,280

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”




TAB 43

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.1c.(5f)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 4 of 4

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-38

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade
Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 63, Palm Avenue Grade Separation
(PPNO 1134), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.

Attachment

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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January 8, 2013
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October 5, 2012

Ms. Bimla G. Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and approved the changes
requested by our partner agency. It is our understanding that the San Bernardino
Associated Governments (SANBAG) is requesting approval of an amendment of their
Baseline Agreements for TCIF project #59 — Glen Helen Parkway Grade Separation
Project, #61 — South Milliken Avenue Grade Separation Project, #65 — Vineyard
Avenue Grade Separation Project. The amendments requested impact the project
schedules and total project cost. The proposed modifications do not modify the TCIF

" funds for SANBAG.

TCIF project #63 — Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project’s proposed modifications
will reduce the total programmed for TCIF funds by $4.83 million. The TCIF savings
will go towards SANBAG's share of the TCIF over programming for the corridor.

Please see the attached letter from SANBAG detailing the requested changes. Please
direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-3061.
We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,
Shahrzad Amiri
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.1C.(59)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: William A. Mosby
Chief Financial Officer Interim Division Chief

Transportation Planning

subjec: TRADE CORRIDORS IMPROVEMENT FUND-PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-39, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-P-0809-05B

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 65, Vineyard Avenue Grade Separation (PPNO 1136). The
Southern California Consensus Group concurs with this amendment and the requested changes.

ISSUE:

The San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG) and the City of Ontario (City) propose to
amend the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for Project 65, Vineyard Avenue Grade Separation
(Project), to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

BACKGROUND:

The Project was adopted into the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008. A Project
Baseline Agreement was executed by the Department, SANBAG, and the City, and approved by the
Commission on December 10, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-05B.

Vineyard Avenue is a north/south corridor located north of the Los Angeles/Ontario International
Airport (ONT) running from 1-10 to ONT and to Ontario’s Foreign Trade Zone (FTZ) No. 50-1 (an
extension of the Port of Long Beach’s FTZ NO. 50). The Project involves constructing a grade
separation, in the City of Ontario, along Alameda Corridor East, on Vineyard Avenue at Union
Pacific/Alhambra immediately south of Holt Boulevard, which will mitigate community impacts of
goods movement and provide more reliable truck access to the logistics complex and the air cargo
facilities at ONT.

The Project is needed to eliminate impacts from the existing at-grade crossing including emergency
vehicle response delays, greenhouse gases generated by traffic delayed by trains, and adverse
neighborhood impacts including delays, noise pollution, and safety impacts. The Project will
improve the reliability of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) system by eliminating the potential for
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vehicle or pedestrian versus train accidents and to allow for expansion of the rail corridor without
additional public safety or neighborhood impacts associated with at-grade crossings.

The Project had two distinct events that triggered schedule and project cost changes. The first event
was the negotiations with UPRR on the preferred rail-highway configuration. This event delayed the
environmental completion date from the original Baseline Agreement milestone of December 2009
to June 2010.

The second event was a permit delay from the Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA). The City and
Consultant had to obtain a Right of Entry permit for geotechnical borings on LAWA property within
the project site. The permit review process by LAWA took over seven months. Furthermore, the
City experienced additional delays due to an active lawsuit between LAWA and Aero Ontario
(developer of the Pacific Gateway Cargo Center located at the southwest corner of the Project site).
The lawsuit was eventually settled and the grade separation project was able to move forward.

These two events delayed the completion of the design phase from the original baseline agreement
date of December 2011 to March 2013. At this time, the Project has 65 percent of the design plans
completed and the construction award milestone is now scheduled for September 2013. The
following table provides a list of the Project’s milestones with current approved and proposed
delivery schedule:

Project Milestone ACF:)l:)rr:)eVnet d Proposed Change
Begin Environmental Phase 07/01/2008 No Change
End Environmental Phase 12/31/2009 | 06/15/2010 6 Months
Begin Design Phase 01/01/2010 | 06/16/2010 6 Months
End Design Phase 12/31/2011 | 03/07/2013 1 Year + 2 Months
Begin Right of Way Phase 01/01/2010 | 07/01/2011 1 Year + 6 Months
End Right of Way Phase 06/30/2012 | 03/07/2013 8 Months
Begin Construction Phase 12/01/2012 | 09/18/2013 10 Months
End Construction Phase 12/31/2014 | 04/01/2015 3 Months
Begin Closeout 01/01/2015 | 05/01/2015 4 Months
End Closeout 04/30/2015 | 11/01/2015 6 Months

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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SANBAG and the City also request an update to the project funding plan. Proposition 1B State-
Local Partnership Program funds and UPRR funds have been added to the project. The total Project
cost has increased from $43,789,000 to $51,795,000, as shown in the following table.

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS )

FUND SOURCE

TOTAL

Totals by Fiscal Year

Totals by Project Phase

Prior | 10111 | 1112 | 12113 PA&ED | PS&E | R/W | CONST
State Bond - Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF)
Current Approved 6,884 6,884 6,884
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 6,884 6,884 6,884
Local — Developer Impact Fees
Current Approved 8,353 1,680 0 6,673 0 0 1,680 6,673
Change 1,363 -821 120 2,064 250 609 -1,560 2,064
Proposed 9,716 859 120 8,737 250 609 120 8,737
SANBAG Measure |
Current Approved 28,552 9,472 0 19,080 750 2,000 6,722 19,080
Change -11,055 -6,536 480 -4,999 -250 436 -6,242 -4,999
Proposed 17,497 2,936 480 14,081 500 2,436 480 14,081
State Bond — SLPP —-SBD Formula Share Funds
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 14,080 14,080 14,080
Proposed 14,080 14,080 14,080
UPRR Funds
Current Approved 0 0 0
Change 3,618 3,618 3,618
Proposed 3,618 3,618 3,618
TOTAL
Current Approved 43,789 11,152 0 32,637 750 2,000 8,402 32,637
Change 8,006 -7,357 600 14,763 0 1,045 -7,802 14,763
Proposed 51,795 3,795 600 47,400 750 3,045 600 47,400

RESOLUTION TCIF-P-1213-39

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Trade
Corridors Improvement Fund Baseline Agreement for Project 65, Vineyard Avenue Grade
Separation (PPNO 1136), in accordance with the changes described and illustrated above.

Attachment
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October 5, 2012

Ms. Bimla G. Rhinehart

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 “N” Street, Mail Stop: 52
Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Dear Ms. Rhinehart:

The Southern California Consensus Group has discussed and approved the changes
requested by our partner agency. It is our understanding that the San Bernardino
Associated Governments (SANBAG) is requesting approval of an amendment of their
Baseline Agreements for TCIF project #59 — Glen Helen Parkway Grade Separation
Project, #61 — South Milliken Avenue Grade Separation Project, #65 — Vineyard
Avenue Grade Separation Project. The amendments requested impact the project
schedules and total project cost. The proposed modifications do not modify the TCIF

" funds for SANBAG.

TCIF project #63 — Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project’s proposed modifications
will reduce the total programmed for TCIF funds by $4.83 million. The TCIF savings
will go towards SANBAG's share of the TCIF over programming for the corridor.

Please see the attached letter from SANBAG detailing the requested changes. Please
direct any questions or comments regarding this issue to me at (213) 922-3061.
We appreciate the ongoing support and guidance provided by you and your staff.

Sincerely,
Shahrzad Amiri
Deputy Executive Officer

cc: Southern California Consensus Group
Stephen Maller
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Subject:

TAB 45

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: ~ 2.1C.(7)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: William D. Bronte
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Rail

HIGHWAY-RAILROAD CROSSING SAFETY ACCOUNT PROJECT BASELINE
AMENDMENT
RESOLUTION GS1B-P-1213-08, AMENDING RESOLUTION GS1B-P-1011-07B

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve a baseline agreement amendment for the Bardsley Avenue
Grade Separation project (Project), a Proposition 1B Highway Railroad Crossing Safety Account
(HRCSA) project, located in the city of Tulare.

ISSUE:

The City of Tulare (City) was awarded $7,156,000 in HRCSA funds by the Commission in June
2010 and was allocated $7,156,000 by the Commission in May 2012.

The City has requested a baseline amendment to change the cost, schedule and scope of the
Project. The Union Pacific Railroad (Railroad) required a triple track superstructure. The HRCSA
2010 approved Project called for a Grade Separation with triple tracks. After further negotiations
between the City and the Railroad the City agreed to build a double track superstructure with a
substructure (foundation) to support a triple track. The third track could be added in the future
without the need for additional substructure construction.

Because of the additional Design, Right of Way and a review of the construction estimates, the
total cost of the Project has increased by $543,000 from $17,374,000 to $18,498,000. There will
be no increase in State funding and the benefits will remain the same. The Railroad’s contribution
will increase and the City will absorb the additional costs. The additional Design, Right of Way
has also delayed the construction start date of the project. Originally the project was to start in
April 2012. The new start construction date is February 2013.

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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RESOLUTION GS1B-P-1213-08:

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the Proposition
1B HRCSA Program baseline agreement for the Bardsley Avenue Grade Separation project, in
accordance with the changes described above and illustrated below.

BASELINE
(numbers in thousands)
Dst | Cnty Nominator Project Title Const Start Total Proj Cost HRCSA Aprovd
06 | Tulare | City of Tulare Bardsley Avenue Grade Separation Feb-13 18,498 7,156

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
Reference No.:  2.2C.(1)
Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jay Norvell
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Environmental Analysis

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
03-VARIOUS LOCATIONS-I-5, SR-20, SR-32, SR-162
RESOLUTION E-13-01

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached
Resolution E-13-01.

ISSUE:

The attached resolution proposes to approve for future consideration of funding the following
project for which a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) has been completed:

e Various locations in Butte, Colusa, and Glenn Counties. Repair scour damage to seven
bridges on I-5, SR-20, SR-32, and SR-162. (PPNO 2789)

This project in Butte, Colusa and Glenn Counties will repair scour damage on bridges at seven
locations. The project is fully funded in the 2012 State Highway Operation and Protection Program.
The total estimated cost is $1,900,000, including capital and support. Construction is estimated to
begin in FY 2013-14. The scope, as described for the preferred alternative, is consistent with the
project scope in the annual 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 resources, Waters of the U.S., and water quality and storm water runoff to a
less than significant level. Proposed mitigation measures include pre-construction surveys for
rare and endangered species, establishment of fenced ESA’s, establish work windows for
construction activities to be done in the dry seasons, establish staging areas for equipment and
materials on previously disturbed areas, and adherence to BMP’s for erosion and water quality.
As aresult, an MND was completed for this project.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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TAB 46

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
03-Various-5, 20, 32, 162
Resolution E-13-01

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed a
Mitigated Negative Declaration pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

e Various locations in Butte, Colusa, and Glenn Counties. Repair scour
damage on seven bridges. ( PPNO 2789)

WHEREAS, the Department has certified that the Mitigated Negative Declaration has
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has
considered the information contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future
consideration of funding.
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Ag;EﬁAcSB 47
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
Reference No.: 2.20.(2)
Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jay Norvell
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Environmental Analysis

subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
04-Sol-80; PM 10.8/17.0, 04-Sol-680, PM 10.1/13.1, 04-Sol-12, PM 1.7/L.2.8;
04-Sol-12, PM L1.8/4.
RESOLUTION E-13-02

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached
Resolutions E-13-02.

ISSUE:

The attached resolution proposes to approve for consideration of funding the following project
for which a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been completed:

. Interstates 80 and 680, and State Route 12 in Solano County. Construct roadway
improvements including road widening interchange improvements along Interstates
80 and 680, and State Route 12 near the cities of Fairfield and Suisun City. (PPNO
50301Q)

This project in Solano County will improve the Interstate 80/680/State Route 12 Interchange,
including the relocation of the westbound truck scales facility on Interstate 80. For the
preferred full-build alternative, the current-total estimated cost for capital and support is
$1,348,400,000. The project is not fully funded and will be developed in phases. Only Phase
One of the full-build alternative is included in the financially constrained Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP). Within Phase One, the first construction contract's total estimated
cost for capital and support is $100,400,000, which is funded by-the 2012 State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP),-the Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) and local
funding. The scope of the first construction contract includes the reconstruction of the
Interstate 80/Green Valley Interchange and construction of a two lane westbound Interstate 80
to westbound State Route 12 Connector with a new bridge over the Interstate 80 Green Valley
Road onramp. Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2013-2014. The scope of the
preferred alternative is consistent with the scope of the first construction contract that is
programmed in the 2012 STIP and the TCIF.

A copy of the FEIR has been provided to Commission staff. Resources that may be impacted
by the project include; farmland, residential and commercial displacements, aesthetic,

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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cultural, water quality and stormwater runoff, paleontological noise, and biological resources.
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

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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TAB 47

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
04-Sol-80; PM 10.8/17.0, 04-Sol-680, PM 10.1/13.1, 04-Sol-12, PM 1.7/L.2.8;
04-Sol-12, PM L1.8/4.8
Resolution E-13-02

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed a
Final Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

. Interstates 80 and 680, and State Route 12 in Solano County. Construct
roadway improvements including road widening interchange
improvements along Interstates 80 and 680, and State Route 12 near the
cities of Fairfield and Suisun City. (PPNO 50301Q)

WHEREAS, the Department has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report
has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has
considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report; and

WHEREAS, Findings were made pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines; and
WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future
consideration of funding.
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Impact Findings

Impact: Direct Conversion of Important Farmlands
The project will result in the permanent conversion of Important Farmlands as a result of
widening access-controlled freeway segments.

Finding:
Mitigation has been required in, or incorporated into, the project which avoid or substantially
lessen the significant environmental effect as identified in the Final EIR/EIS.

Statement of Facts:
The Final EIR/EIS includes the following mitigation measure to reduce the impact of converting
Important Farmland, including Prime Farmland that will result from the project, to a less than

significant level:
Compensation for Conversion of Important Farmland

The Department will mitigate for an agricultural impact, on a case by case basis, in a quantity
or ratio according to professional judgment based on local plans, the type of farmland, and
economic impacts. In this project, important farmland (“Prime Farmland™) will be mitigated
at a I:1 ratio (one acre protected for every one acre affected). Farmlands under an
agricultural conservation easement will be mitigated at a slightly higher ratio, 1.25:1.

The mitigation ratios cited in this measure are based on mitigation ratios contained in the Final
EIR for the North Connector Project (certified by the Solano Transportation Authority [STA] in
May 2008) and the Final EIR for the I-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation Project
(certified by the STA, December 2009). These ratios were found by the Department to be
appropriate for the Interstate 80/Interstate 680/State Route 12 Interchange Project because the
North Connector Project and 1-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation Project occur in
the same general area (Suisun Valley) and represent the most recent and relevant precedent for
mitigation of agricultural impacts associated with transportation projects in Solano County. The
Final EIRs for the abovementioned project can be found at the following web address:

e North Connector Project Final EIR:
http://www.sta.ca.gov/Content/10086/North Connector.html

e [-80 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocation Project Final EIR:
http://www.sta.ca.gov/Content/10079/180 Eastbound Cordelia Truck Scales Relocatio

n_Project.htm]

This mitigation measure is both feasible and practical. Solano County, where the project is
located, has a tradition of mitigating the conversion of agricultural land in a similar manner. The
current Solano County General Plan identifies 10 agricultura] regions and the County and is in
the process of developing strategic plans for the conservation of each of those areas. General
Plan policies also include the establishment of “community separators” of preserved farmland
between its cities and eventual adoption of a County farmland mitigation ordinance. The
County’s support for agricultural preservation will provide opportunities for the acquisition of

Findings of Fact June 2012
Interstate 80/Interstate 680/State Route 12 Interchange Project 2
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conservation easements in areas that are slated for permanent preservation. In addition, the non-
profit Solano Land Trust provides a means of ensuring that agricultural land is protected. Since
its founding in 1986, the Solano Land Trust has permanently protected 20,041 acres of land in
Solano County through the acquisition of land and of conservation easements. Funds donated to
the Solano Land Trust would implement the mitigation measure to compensate for the
conversion of Important Farmland.

Findings of Fact June 2012
Interstate 80/Interstate 680/State Route 12 Interchange Project 3
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Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
Reference No.: 2.20.(3)
Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Jay Norvell
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Environmental Analysis

subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
06-FRE-180, PM R71.8/74.5
RESOLUTION E-13-03

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission), as a responsible agency, approve the attached
Resolutions E-13-03.

ISSUE:

The attached resolution proposes to approve for consideration of funding the following project
for which a Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) has been completed:

e State Route 180 in Fresno County. Construct a four lane expressway on the existing
alignment of State Route 180 near the city of Fresno. (EA 342521)

This project in Fresno County will construct a four lane expressway on the existing
alignment on State Route 180 from Quality Avenue to Smith Avenue. The project is
programmed in the 2012 State Transportation Improvement Program for right of way. At the
January 2013 CTC meeting, the project will be programmed in the Proposition 1B State and
Local Partnership Program. The total estimated cost for capital and support is $23,000,000.
Construction is estimated to begin in FY 2012-13. The scope, as described for the preferred
alternative, is consistent with the project scope programmed in the 2012 State Transportation
Improvement Program and the State and Local Partnership Program.

A copy of the FEIR has been provided to Commission staff. This project is segment 2 of a
project covered by a FEIR approved in 1995. Construction of the first segment of the project
has been completed. It should be noted that several re-validations of the 1995 document have
been completed due to the length of time between the approval of that document and the
proposed construction begin date. Resources that may be impacted by the project include;
farmland, residential and commercial displacements, water quality and stormwater runoff,
traffic, noise, and biological resources. 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.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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TAB 48

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
06-Fre-180; PM R71.8/74.5
Resolution E-13-03

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department) has completed a
Final Environmental Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality
Act (CEQA) and the CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

. State Route 180 in Fresno County. Construct a four lane expressway on
the existing alignment of State Route 180 near the city of Fresno.
(EA 342521)

WHEREAS, the Department has certified that the Final Environmental Impact Report
has been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a responsible agency, has
considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact Report; and

WHEREAS, Findings were made pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines; and
WHEREAS, the project will not have a significant effect on the environment.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby approve the above referenced project to allow for future
consideration of funding.
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TAB 49

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013

Reference No.:  2.2C. (4)
Action

BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE DOWNTOWN LANCASTER
SPECIFIC PLAN AND LANCASTER GATEWAY PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-13-04)

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 Downtown
Lancaster Specific Plan and Lancaster Gateway Project (project) in Los Angeles 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 Lancaster (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. The project is located in
downtown Lancaster at the intersection of Lancaster Boulevard and 10 Street West. The project
will construct curb extensions and enhancements such as landscaping, parkways, medians, and
signage at the intersection which serves as the westerly gateway to Downtown Lancaster. The
project is one component of the Downtown Lancaster Specific Plan that addresses improvements to
the Downtown area. On September 9, 2008 the City Council approved and certified a programmatic
FEIR for the Downtown Lancaster Specific Plan.

The programmatic FEIR for the Downtown Lancaster Specific Plan determined that impacts related
to air quality, noise, public services & utilities, and traffic would be significant and unavoidable as
follows:

e Short term and cumulative air quality impacts would occur due to construction activities
resulting in exposure of sensitive receptors to air pollutant emissions and from long term
operational impacts associated with build-out of the Downtown Specific Plan area. Additionally
development associated with plan build-out would be inconsistent with regional plans including

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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the Antelope Valley Air Quality Management District (AVAQMD) 2004 Ozone Attainment
Plan.

e Short term and cumulative construction noise impacts would occur due to construction activities
in the plan area. Additionally on site mobile source noise impacts and cumulative mobile noise
impacts would result from plan build out.

e Development associated with build out of the proposed plan would result in an increased demand
for library services and water that exceed available services and supplies.

e Development associated with the proposed plan could result in adverse impacts to the function of
intersections in the project area and cumulatively considerable traffic and circulation impacts.

Findings of Fact were developed which provide that changes or alternations have been required in,
or incorporated into, the Downtown Lancaster Specific Plan that avoid or substantially lessen the
significant environmental effect and that impacts have been reduced to the extent feasible; however,
after implementation of the mitigation measures contained in the EIR, these impacts remain
significant and unavoidable. The City adopted the FEIR, Findings of Fact and a Statement of
Overriding Considerations for the plan on September 9, 2008. The City found that the significant,
unavoidable adverse impacts are acceptable and are outweighed by social, economic and other
benefits of the Downtown Specific Plan. These benefits include, but are not limited to: opportunities
for expansion of existing public/civic uses and development of new uses to serve the growing and
changing needs of the City, opportunities for a mix of uses and an enhanced streetscape encouraging
people to shop, dine, and reside downtown, and opportunities for enhanced pedestrian connections to
increase walkability and promote transit use. The City established a Mitigation Monitoring Program
to ensure that the mitigation measures specified for the plan are implemented.

Upon further analysis by the City it was determined that the Lancaster Gateway Project has no
environmental effects beyond those analyzed in the approved programmatic FEIR. Therefore, no
further project level CEQA compliance is required. On November 20, 2012 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 fully funded through construction and is estimated to cost $2,204,000. The project is
funded with STIP ($728,000) and Local ($1,476,000) funds. Construction is estimated to begin in
fiscal year 2013/14.

Attachment

e Resolution E-13-04

e Findings of Fact & Statement of Overriding Considerations
e Project Location
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TAB 49

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
07 — Los Angeles County
Resolution E-12-

WHEREAS, the City of Lancaster (City) has completed a Final Environmental
Impact Report pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and
the CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

o Downtown Lancaster Specific Plan and Downtown Lancaster Gateway

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

WHEREAS, the project will construct curb extensions and enhancements such as landscaping,
parkways, medians, and signage at the intersection of Lancaster Boulevard and 10" Street West;
and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Environmental Impact
Report; and

WHEREAS, Findings of Fact made pursuant to CEQA guidelines indicate that
specific unavoidable significant impacts related to air quality, noise, public services &
utilities, and traffic make it infeasible to avoid or fully mitigate to a less than
significant level the effects associated with the project; and

WHEREAS, the City adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the
project; and

WHEREAS, the City adopted a Mitigation Monitoring Program for the project;
and

WHEREAS, the above significant effects are acceptable when balanced against the facts
as set forth in the Statement of Overriding Considerations.

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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TAB 50

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013

Reference No.:  2.2C (5)
Action

BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE WILDWOOD ROAD AT HAYFORK
CREEK BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-13-05)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Wildwood Road at Hayfork Creek Bridge Project (project) in Trinity 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:

Trinity County (County) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. On November 8, 2012 the County
adopted the final MND and found that the project would not have a significant effect on the
environment after mitigation. On June 28, 2012 Caltrans determined the project to be categorically
excluded from NEPA pursuant to 23 CFR 771.117(d)(3).

The project is located on Wildwood Road in the Community of Wildwood, in Trinity County. The
project will remove the existing single lane, structurally deficient, functionally obsolete crossing at
Hayfork Creek and construct a new 162-foot, three span bridge which will accommodate two 11-
foot lanes with 3-foot shoulders. Roadway approach improvements will also be constructed.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to air
quality, biological resources, cultural resources, hazards & hazardous materials, and noise.
Mitigation measures include, but are not limited to: implementing dust and emissions control
measures during construction activities, implementing erosion and sediment control measures during
construction activities, replacement of lost riparian habitat, avoidance and minimization efforts
associated with various fish and wildlife species, avoidance and minimization efforts associated with
wetland and Waters of the United States, efforts to avoid disturbance of cultural resources, efforts to

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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minimize wildfire potential, utilizing construction equipment furnished with noise control devices
and restricting construction hours to minimize noise disturbance.

On November 26, 2012 Trinity County 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 fully funded through construction and is estimated to cost $3,070,000. The project is
funded with State ($287,000) funds, Federal ($2,718,072) and Local ($65,178) funds. Construction
is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2013/14.

Attachments
e Resolution E-13-05
e Project Location
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TAB 50

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
02 — Trinity County
Resolution E-12-

WHEREAS, Trinity County (County) has completed a Mitigated Negative
Declaration pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the
CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

e Wildwood Road at Hayfork Creek Bridge Replacement Project

WHEREAS, the County has certified that the Mitigated Negative Declaration has
been completed pursuant to CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines for its
implementation; and

WHEREAS, the project will remove the existing single lane, structurally deficient,
functionally obsolete crossing at Hayfork Creek, realign the roadway, conduct roadway
approach improvements and construct a new 162-foot, three span bridge which will
accommodate two 11-foot lanes with 3-foot shoulders; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the County found that the proposed project would not have a significant
effect on the environment; and

WHEREAS, the County approved the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby accept the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration and approve
the above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013

Reference No.:  2.2C (6)
Action

From: BIMLA G. RHINEHART
Executive Director

subject: APPROVAL OF PROJECT FOR FUTURE CONSIDERATION OF FUNDING
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE LOUIS ORLANDO TRANSFER POINT
PROJECT (RESOLUTION E-13-06)

ISSUE:

Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration
(MND) for the Louis Orlando Transfer Point Project (project) in Placer 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 Roseville (City) is the CEQA lead agency for the project. On September 19, 2012 the
City adopted the final MND and found that the project would not have a significant effect on the
environment after mitigation. On November 14, 2012 the Federal Highway Administration
determined the project to be exempt from NEPA pursuant to 23 CFR 771.117(d)(10).

The project is located at the corner of Louis Lane and Orlando Avenue in the City of Roseville, in
Placer County. The project will reconfigure the existing Louis Orlando Transfer Station to install a
lighted bus transfer platform, passenger shelters, landscaping, security cameras, digital display
boards and other transit related amenities. The project will also convert an existing parking lot into a
new public park-and-ride as well improve local roads adjacent to the transfer station.

Impacts that require mitigation measures to be reduced to a less than significant level relate to
biological resources, cultural resources, and hazards & hazardous materials. Mitigation measures
include, but are not limited to: pre-construction nesting bird surveys, efforts to avoid and minimize
disturbance of cultural resources, efforts to minimize disturbance of an on-site ground water quality
monitoring well, and efforts to minimize disturbance of hazardous materials.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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On November 27, 2012 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.

According to the City the project is estimated to cost $5,589,000. The project is funded with STIP
($1,200,000), Federal ($3,950,000) and Local ($139,000) funds. Construction is estimated to begin
in fiscal year 2013/14.

Attachments

e Resolution E-13-06
e Project Location
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TAB 51

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Resolution for Future Consideration of Funding
03 - Placer County
Resolution E-12-

WHEREAS, the City of Roseville (City) has completed a Mitigated Negative
Declaration pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the
CEQA Guidelines for the following project:

. Louis Orlando Transfer Point Project

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

WHEREAS, the project will convert an existing parking lot into a new public park-
and-ride, reconfigure the existing Louis Orlando Transfer Station to install a
lighted bus transfer platform, passenger shelters, landscaping, security cameras,
digital display boards and other transit related amenities as well as improve local
roads adjacent to the transfer station; and

WHEREAS, the California Transportation Commission, as a Responsible Agency,
has considered the information contained in the Final Mitigated Negative
Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the City found that the proposed project would not have a significant effect
on the environment; and

WHEREAS, the City approved the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the California Transportation

Commission does hereby accept the Final Mitigated Negative Declaration and approve
the above referenced project to allow for future consideration of funding.
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TAB 52

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

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.3b.

Action Item
rrom: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Terry L. Abbott
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Design

subject: NEW PUBLIC ROAD CONNECTION, 06-Fre-180
RESOLUTION S-755

RECOMMENDATION:

The Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the attached Resolution S-755 and map authorizing a temporary
new public road connection from Kings Canyon South Frontage Road to State Route (SR) 180 in the
county of Fresno.

ISSUE:

The Department and County of Fresno request approval of a temporary new public road connection
to SR 180. 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 Chief Engineer. The resolution grants approval of a new public road connection as a
temporary connection to SR 180 from Kings Canyon South Frontage Road at Post Mile (PM) 73.8,
in the county of Fresno.

Recommended by: KARLA SUTLIFF
Chief Engineer

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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BACKGROUND:

The Kings Canyon Expressway project will widen SR 180 and construct other improvements, in
eastern Fresno County. The project will mitigate traffic congestion and improve levels of service due
to current and projected growth in the area. This project will be constructed in three segments.
Segment 1, at the west end of the project, has already been constructed. The proposed temporary
new public road connection is necessary to provide access to SR 180 from properties adjoining the
Kings Canyon South Frontage Road during the construction of segment 2.

SR 180 entered the California Highway System by legislation in 1933 as SR 41, formerly a county
road. This extensive route has been adopted in many segments. The segment that pertains to this
project was adopted by the Commission in 1995 as a controlled access highway from 0.1 mile west
of Temperance Avenue to Frankwood Avenue, approximately 12.3 miles.

SR 180 within the Fresno area is known as Kings Canyon Road. It is a west to east principal arterial
across Fresno County serving traffic between the west side of the San Joaquin Valley and Sequoia
and Kings Canyon National Parks. This route is a key thoroughfare for the transport of agricultural
goods from ranches and farms east of Fresno, and is of growing importance for commuter travel
between the Fresno-Clovis Metropolitan Area and eastern Fresno County. The present route is a
two-lane conventional highway traversing flat to gently rolling terrain that is used primarily for
farming and grazing. SR 180 from SR 99 to the Sequoia and Kings Canyon National parks is
included in the National Highway System.

The Kings Canyon Expressway project, Segment 2, proposes to improve safety and increase highway
capacity by converting SR 180 from a two-lane conventional highway to a four-lane expressway
starting at 0.2 mile west of Quality Avenue to just east of Trimmer Springs Road. This segment will
connect with the previously constructed Segment 1, west of Quality Avenue. Six months ago, it was
determined that environmental permits necessary for project delivery could not be obtained for the
Centerville Kingsburg Canal, also known as Kingsberg Canal, and China Slough locations to meet
the accelerated project schedule needed for Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA)
funding. Therefore, the Segment 2 project scope was revised to meet the CMIA funding deadline.
The eastern project limit was moved from east of Trimmer Springs Road to a location west of the
Centerville Kingsburg Canal. Unfortunately, the project did not receive the CMIA funding requested
but it was decided to move forward with the revised project scope. Local Measure funding and State
and Local Partnership Program funding (Proposition 1B) will be used to fully fund this project.
Construction of Segment 2 is expected to start August, 2013. Project scope for Segment 3 will be
revised to include the area from the revised Segment 2 project limit to the China Slough location east
of Trimmer Springs Road.

Due to the Segment 2 project limit change, a temporary new public road connection is proposed to
SR 180 from Kings Canyon South Frontage Road on the south side of SR 180. The connection is
necessary to provide access to properties adjoining the frontage road to SR 180 during the Segment 2
construction period. The temporary connection will be in service starting July 2013 until the
transition to Segment 3 is constructed (approximately July 2016). The frontage road associated with
the new public connection will be relinquished to Fresno County upon completion of Segment 2.
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There are no alternatives to the proposed connector location for providing access for the affected
property owners. Other locations for constructing further to the east were considered but were found
to be infeasible because necessary left turn movements from westbound SR 180 to the connector
would create insufficient stopping sight distance for westbound SR 180 traffic descending from the
Centerville Kingsburg Canal crossing.

Segment 2 does not include any nonstandard design features; therefore, design exceptions were not
required.

The Final Environmental Impact Statement was approved on September 29, 1995, and a Record of
Decision was filed on April 18, 1996. Changes to the design of the project resulted in the preparation
of a Categorical Exception/Categorical Exclusion approved on January 9, 2002 and preparation of a
CEQA addendum approved on June 29, 2004. A second re-evaluation document to cover additional
changes to the design and the completion of an updated biological opinion was approved on
December 20, 2005. A third and recent environmental re-validation document to address current
changes to the design and scope was approved on July 19, 2012. Concurrent with this agenda item
the Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement is being considered under Item
2.2(3).

Project Report for the freeway and expressway project was approved on October 24, 1995. Since
then, several Supplemental Project Reports have been written to build the freeway and expressway in
phases and/or segments. A recent Supplemental Project report for this Segment 2 project was
approved on August 23, 2012.

A superseding controlled access highway was signed by the County of Fresno on December 4, 2012,
and will be executed by the Department after Commission approval of the temporary new public
road connection.

Attachments

Resolution S-755

Location Map
Area Map
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Resolution Authorizing a Temporary New Public Road Connection

6-FRE-180 PM 73.8

Resolution S-755

WHEREAS, the California Department of Transportation (Department), with input on
the project from the County of Fresno, has completed studies relative to the construction
of State Highway Route 180 and the temporary new public road connection, in Fresno
County; and

WHEREAS, the Department has completed the Final Environmental Impact Statement
and environmental re-validation documents to address changes to design and scope for
different segments of the Kings Canyon Expressway project; and

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) that pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, this
Commission does hereby authorize one temporary new public road connection to State
Route 180 from Kings Canyon South Frontage Road at Post Mile (PM) 73.8, in the
county of Fresno.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that this Commission has found and determined and
hereby declares that this new public road connection to said State highway is for the best
interest of the State.



TAR K2

NEW PUBLIC ROAD CONNECTION
06-FRE-180-PM 73.8

BELMONT Ave ” ”

NEWMARK Ave

TULARE Ave

OLIVER Ave

QUALITY Ave
MADSEN Ave

AN A

-—To Fresnc \'_,‘

QUALITY Ave
K
\%S
\
NEWMARK Ave

BUTLER Ave LOCATION OF
REQUESTED

CONNECT |ON COUNTY OF FRESNO

NEWMARK Ave

LOCATION MAP




INd S0:€G'€ 2102/2}/Zl UBp'ZL-1€-8-YHVYO-081-214-0 |euly

TAB 52

dViN VIHV

1334 000€ 000¢ 0001

===

o
—

31vIs _ sav 43

oAy YUVRMIN
8AY ALlTVNO

£
2 \4e
| 5 o

NOILI3NNOD AHVHOJW3L

b

-+
_
[

g

_m” 30v O3 HLEON NOANVD SONIN \/\4 \\JV
4
2

i

OAY NHVRMIN
@AY N3ISOVA
Ay ALITVNOD

®AY ¥3AI1T0

ONS3Hd 40 ALNMNOD oAy JVINL




To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 53

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.3C.
Action Item

NORMA ORTEGA Preparedby: Terry L. Abbott
Chief Financial Officer Chief Division of Design

RELINQUISHMENT RESOLUTIONS

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve the relinquishment resolutions, summarized below, that
will transfer highway facilities no longer needed for the State Highway System to the local
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-3863 — 04-Ala-680-PM R20.3
(Request No. 56079) — 1 Segment

Relinquishes right of way in the city of Dublin along Route 680 at St. Patrick Way, consisting of
collateral facilities. The City, by freeway agreement dated August 13, 1996, agreed to accept
title upon relinquishment by the State. The 90-day notice period expired December 9, 2012,
without exception.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Resolution R-3864 — 04-Son-116-PM R12.4/R12.6
(Request No. 56071) — 3 Segments

Relinquishes right of way in the county of Sonoma along Route 116 between Drake Road and
Mays Canyon Road, consisting of collateral facilities. The County, by letter dated

November 7, 2012, waived the 90-day notice requirement and agreed to accept title upon
relinquishment by the State.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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TAB 54

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.3d.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Terry L. Abbott
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Design

VACATION RESOLUTION

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission approve the vacation resolution 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. A891 — 05-SB-144-PM 1.8
(Request No. 11567) - 1 Segment

Vacates right of way in the city of Santa Barbara along Route 144 just north of Ranchito Vista
Road, consisting of highway right of way no longer needed for State highway purposes. The
City of Santa Barbara was given a 90-day notice of intent to vacate, without protesting such
action.

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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TAB 55

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No: 2.4D.

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA prepared by: Brent L. Green
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Right of Way and
Land Surveys

RESOLUTIONS OF NECESSITY

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolutions of Necessity (Resolution)

C-20991, C-20992, C-20998 through C-21000, and C-21004 through C-21017 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 has been offered the full amount of
the Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to
which the owners may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolutions will not interrupt
our efforts to secure equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements, each owner
has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at this time. Adoption will
assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly sequence of events required to meet
construction schedules.
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C-20991 - J. W. Silveira, Barbara O. Silveira, & William J. Silveira

03-ED-89-PM 13.3 - Parcel 35669-1, 2 - EA 1A8429.

Right of Way Certification (RWC) Date: 11/01/13; Ready to List (RTL) Date: 11/01/13.
Conventional highway - drainage improvements and curve corrections. Authorizes condemnation
of land in fee for a State highway and a temporary easement for highway construction. Located in
the city of South Lake Tahoe near Emerald Bay Road.

Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 018-300-04.

C-20992 - Santa Clara County Parks and Recreation Department

04-SCI-152-PM 2.6, 2.9 - 62530-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7; 62531-1; 62532-1 - EA 2A25009.

RWC Date: 05/22/2013- RTL Date: 05/24/2013. Conventional highway - Widening of existing
shoulders, constructing retaining walls, overlaying existing pavement, removing trees, installing
warning signs, and constructing a left-turn lane on eastbound State Route (SR) 152 at

Watsonville Road. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of
abutter's rights of access, and five permanent easements for Soil Nail Wall purposes. Located in
the unincorporated area of Santa Clara County near Mt. Madonna County Park, Hecker Pass Rd,
Watsonville. APN 756-33-001, 756-34-004, & 756-33-001.

C-20998 - Yuan Jiun Lee, et al.

07-LA-5-PM 6.3 - Parcel 79983-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 01-01 - EA 215959.

RWC Date: 02/04/13; RTL Date: 02/18/13. Freeway - widen Interstate 5 (I-5) to add high
occupancy vehicle (HOV) and mixed-flow lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a
State highway, permanent easements for footing and maintenance purposes a temporary easement
for construction purposes, a permanent easement for utility purposes to be conveyed to

Southern California Edison, Verizon and AT&T, and land in fee which is a remnant and would be
of little market value. Located in the city of Santa Fe Springs at 10805 Orr and Day Road.

APN 8017-001-035.

C-20999 - Yasunori Henry Murata, Successor Trustee, etc., et al.

07-LA-5-PM 6.5 - Parcel 80014-1, 2, 3,4, 5, 6, 7 - EA 215959.

RWC Date: 02/04/13; RTL Date: 02/18/13. Freeway - widen I-5 to add HOV and mixed-flow
lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, permanent easements for
footing and maintenance purposes, and temporary easements for construction purposes. Located
in the city of Downey at 11000 Florence Avenue, 11143 Dollison Drive, and 10700 Studebaker
Road. APNs 8019-033-013, -016, -017.

C-21000 - Yasunori Henry Murata, Successor Trustee, etc., et al.

07-LA-5-PM 6.5 - Parcel 80016 -1, 2, 3 - EA 215959.

RWC Date: 02/04/13; RTL Date: 02/18/13. Freeway - widen I-5 to add HOV and mixed-flow
lanes. Authorizes condemnation of permanent easements for footing and maintenance purposes,
and a temporary easement for construction purposes. Located in the city of Downey at

11111 Florence Avenue. APN 8019-033-025.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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C-21004 - Ignacio Gamboa, et al.

08-SBd-215-PM 16.31 - Parcel 22475-1, 2 - EA 0K71009.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL Date: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in
each direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary 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 San Bernardino at 18950 Cajon Boulevard.
APN 0348-141-21.

C-21005-Sean S. Leeand Iris S. Lee

08-SBd-215-PM 16.84 - Parcel 22498-1, 2 - EA 0K7109.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL Date: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in
each direction on 1-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary 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 San Bernardino at 18642 Cajon Boulevard.
APN 0348-132-009.

C-21006 - Mary Rene Larriba, et al.

08-SBd-215-PM 17.23 - Parcel 22512-1, 2 - EA 0K7109.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL Date: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in
each direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land
in fee for a State highway. Located in the unincorporated area of San Bernardino county at the
northeast corner of Devore Road and Cajon Boulevard, south of Meyers Street.

APNs 0349-169-02, -04, -06, -07, -08.

C-21007 - Steven Edward Owen, Trustee, etc., et al.

08-SBd-215-PM 17.40 - Parcel 22521-1 - EA 0K71009.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL Date: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in
each direction on 1-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land
in fee for a State highway. Located in the unincorporated area of San Bernardino county at the
north side of Cajon Boulevard, west of Devore Road. APNs 0349-153-10, -11.

C-21008 - Frank M. Ashe

08-SBd-215-PM 17.51 - Parcel 22524-1, 01-01 - EA 0K7109.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in each
direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land
in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access, and land in fee which is a
remnant and would be of little market value. Located in the unincorporated area of

San Bernardino county at the south side of Taft Avenue, west of Cajon Boulevard.

APN 0349-173-31.
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C-21009 - Carl Calvin Moore

08-SBd-215-PM 17.14 - Parcel 22527-1, 01-01 - EA 0K71009.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL Date: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in
each direction on I-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary 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 unincorporated area of San Bernardino county at the southeast corner of

Parker Street and Dement Street. APN 0349-166-04.

C-21010 - ACF Disposition, LLC, et al.

08-SBd-215-PM 17.19 - Parcel 22529-1 - EA 0K71009.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL Date: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in
each direction on 1-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land
in fee for a State highway. Located in the unincorporated area of San Bernardino county at
18544 Parker Street. APN 0349-166-11.

C-21011 - Connie C. Anderson, Trustee, etc., et al.

08-SBd-215-PM 17.16 - Parcel 22650-1 - EA 0K71009.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL Date: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in
each direction on 1-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land
in fee for a State highway. Located in the unincorporated area of San Bernardino county at
18552 Parker Street. APN 0349-166-13.

C-21012 - Stacy Marie Wendler

08-SBd-215-PM 17.47 - Parcel 22658-1 - EA 0K71009.

RWC Date: 07/31/14; RTL Date: Design Build. Freeway - add one additional through lane in
each direction on 1-15 from Glen Helen Parkway to the 1-15/1-215 interchange and reconfigure
connectors to the 1-215 truck bypass lanes and auxiliary lanes. Authorizes condemnation of a
temporary easement for construction purposes. Located in the unincorporated area of

San Bernardino county at 18181 Cajon Boulevard. APN 0349-173-32.

C-21013 - WWAK Partners, LLC

10-SJ-4-PM 14.6 - Parcel 16467-1 - EA 0S1109.

RWC Date: 05/23/13; RTL: 05/24//13. Freeway - extend freeway from west end of SR 4 to
Navy Drive. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway. Located in the city of
Stockton at 2313 Navy Drive. APN 163-320-05.

C-21014 - LKQ of Stockton, Inc., a California Corporation

10-SJ-4-PM 14.7 - Parcel 16474-1, 2, 3,4,5, 6, 7, 8 - EA 0S1109

RWC Date: 05/23/13 - RTL Date: 05/24/13. Freeway - extend freeway from west end of SR 4 to
Navy Drive. Authorizes condemnation of a permanent easement for aerial highway,
extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, temporary easements for construction purposes, and a
permanent easement for roadway purposes. Located in the city of Stockton at 2041 Navy Drive.
APN 163-310-015.
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C-21015 - Brian Carl Vestyck

11-SD-76-PM 14.2 - Parcel 34791-1, 2 - EA 257159.

RWC Date: 05/31/2013; RTL Date: 05/31/2013. Conventional highway - major widening.
Authorizes condemnation of extinguishment of abutter's rights of access, a permanent easement for
drainage, and underlying fee within an existing State highway. Located in the city of Fallbrook at
4081 Limber Pine Road. APN 124-462-07.

C-21016 - Felrose J. Mabunay and Ma. Cora Mabunay, Trustees

11-SD-76-PM 14.2 - Parcel 34792-1 - EA 257159.

RWC Date: 05/31/2013; RTL Date: 05/31/2013. Conventional highway - major widening.
Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter's rights of
access, and condemnation of underlying fee within an existing State highway. Located in the city
of Fallbrook at 4082 Limber Pine Road. APN 124-462-08.

C-21017 - Orange County Flood Control District

12-Ora-91-PM 8.8 - Parcel 102792-1 - EA 0C5609.

RWC Date: 04/30/13; RTL Date: 04/30/13. Freeway - provide an auxiliary lane from northbound
SR 55 to Tustin Avenue off-ramp. Authorizes condemnation of a temporary easement for
construction purposes. Located in the city of Anaheim near the Santa Ana River.

APN 360-184-01.
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency TAB 56
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.4C.(1)

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

Division of Right of Way
and Land Surveys

AIRSPACE LEASE - REQUEST TO EXTEND APPROVAL FOR DIRECT
NEGOTIATIONS WITH LEE PUBLISHING PUBLISHING COMPANY

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve a request to extend the approval to directly
negotiate a 20-year lease with Lee Publishing Company (Lee Publishing). The lease would
include options to extend the lease-term for two additional five-year terms. Itis in the
Department’s best interest to lease this site by direct negotiations rather than utilize the
competitive bid process because there is only one viable lessee for this parcel. The Commission
had approved direct negotiations for the above terms on July 1, 2010. The lease was not executed
within the 12-month time frame.

BACKGROUND:

The subject property is currently under lease for parking purposes with Lee Publishing and
consists of 38,096 square feet. It is located adjacent to X and Alhambra Streets in downtown
Sacramento. The parcel is triangular in shape and is located behind the Lee Publishing building at
the corner of *X’ and Alhambra Streets and Highway 50. See attached Airspace map (Exhibit A),
Assessor’s Parcel Map (Exhibit B), and aerial map (Exhibit C) for depiction of subject parcel’s
layout.

This parcel was competitively bid in May 2004 with a five-year lease term and the only bidder was
Lee Publishing. The lack of market interest in this site is directly related to the parcel’s
configuration, which makes Lee Publishing the only viable lessee.

After the approval from the Commission in July 2010, negotiations ceased for the following
reasons:

e |t was discovered that a possible Department construction project may impact Lee
Publishing. As a result, an investigation to determine what impacts, if any, the proposed
project would have on Lee Publishing and/or the subject property. Once the investigation
was complete (took several months), it was determined that there would be no impacts to
Lee Publishing or the subject property.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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e An appraisal of the subject parcel had to be completed in lieu of the public sale estimate
that was previously prepared. Due to the work load at that time the appraisal was delayed
for several months.

BEST INTEREST

As discussed in 2010, it continues to be in the Department’s best interest to negotiate this lease
directly with Lee Publishing as it is the Department’s expert opinion that Lee Publishing is the
only viable lessee due to the configuration of the subject property. Additionally, direct
negotiations for a longer-term lease would result in a higher lease rate and an optimal return to the
Department as an appraisal would consider the plottage value to Lee Publishing’s property in
addition to the value as a parking lot. If the Department was to utilize the competitive bid process,
plottage value would not be considered as part of the public sale estimate most likely resulting in a
lower value.

Lee Publishing has been an excellent tenant for many years. They have always paid their rent on
time and consistently maintain the subject parcel in excellent condition. See attached photo
(Exhibit D) of the subject parcel that demonstrate the conscientiousness and pride of “ownership”
that this lessee has exhibited as a tenant.

SUMMARY:

It is in the Department’s best interest to directly negotiate a new lease with Lee Publishing

for all the reasons stated above. Lee Publishing has been an excellent tenant for many

years and would continue to be an excellent tenant.

The Department requests an extension for permission to negotiate directly with Lee

Publishing for lease of the subject property.

Attachments:

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency TAB 57
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.4C.(2)

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

Division of Right of Way
and Land Surveys

AIRSPACE LEASE - REQUEST TO DIRECTLY NEGOTIATE A LONG-TERM LEASE
RENEWAL/EXTENSION WITH SUTTER GENERAL HEALTH

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve a request to directly negotiate a 50-year
extension to the existing lease with Sutter General Health (Sutter Health). The lease would
include an annual escalation as well as lease rate re-evaluation every 5 years. The initial
lease rate will be at fair market value as determined by an appraisal completed by Staff.

BACKGROUND:

Sutter Health has been providing medical services to the City of Sacramento and outlying areas at
their current location, Capitol and 29" Streets since 1925. In 1983, the Department and Sutter
Health entered into an airspace lease for parcel numbers 03-FLA-80-2 and 80-3, located between
K, Capitol, 20™ and 30™ Streets in the city of Sacramento. Total ground square footage is
249,945. Per the terms of the lease, Sutter Health built a parking garage to meet the parking
needs of the hospital. The lease also states that the improvement, once constructed becomes the
sole property of the Department. Sutter Health has maintained the parking garage in excellent
condition.

Recently, Sutter Health completed a long term expansion project of their medical facilities.
Within this expansion project, Sutter Health sought and received approval from the Department to
construct a pedestrian walkway that connects the second floor of the hospital to the second floor
of the parking garage structure. These plans were approved by the City, County, and Department
(including the District Airspace Review Committee and Headquarters Structures.). Sutter Health
submitted the plans for an encroachment permit for the pedestrian walkway on October 22, 2012.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4d.(8 57
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 2 of 2

BEST INTEREST:

The Department requests approval to pursue direct negotiations with Sutter Health for the
following reasons:

e The former Airspace Advisory Council and the Commission approved an extension of the
current lease for 50 years in July 1994. An amicable agreement over the rental rate could
not be reached, which delayed the implementation of the extension. When the Amendment
was completed in 2003 with the new rental rate, the extension of the lease was
inadvertently excluded from the amendment.

e Sutter Health currently pays rent in accordance with the lease amendment to the
Department. Upon approval of this Request, an appraisal will be completed including the
inclusion of the constructed parking garage, which will result in a higher fair market value
and increase revenues to the Department.

e Sutter Health has already integrated a pedestrian walkway plan that will provide a safer
way for pedestrians to access the hospital from the parking structure. Construction is
forthcoming in 2013.

e Itisin the best interest of the Department to continue to lease this property to Sutter Health
and to be recognized as a State Agency who works cooperatively with local entities in the
spirit of fairness and good business practices. Sutter Health has already improved the
property with a parking garage, which increases the value of the Department’s asset and
with the completion of the pedestrian walkway, at the sole expense of Sutter Health;
additional increases to value will be recognized.

e Sutter Health is a non-profit organization providing a vital public service to the City of
Sacramento, County of Sacramento, and the surrounding area.

e The needed parking for a working hospital complex cannot be fulfilled with only on-street
parking.

0 The South lot (between L and Capital) is reserved for staff only.
0 The North garage (between L and K) is reserved for visitor parking.

SUMMARY:
It is in the Department’s best interest to directly negotiate a lease extension for 50 years with

Sutter Health for all the reasons stated above. Sutter Health has been an excellent tenant for many
years and has improved the Department’s asset at no cost to the Department.

The Department requests approval to directly negotiate a 50 year lease extension with Sutter
Health for the subject property.

Attachments:

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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TAB 58

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.4d.

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

Division of Right of Way
and Land Surveys

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 $2,839,800.00. The
State will receive a return of $3,120,800 from the sale of these properties. A recapitulation of the
items presented and corresponding maps are attached.

ISSUE:
01-02-Sha-299 PM 23.6 Redding, CA
Disposal Unit #DK 13701-01-01 100 square foot

Convey to: The Corbett Family Revocable Trust of 2006  $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)
Direct conveyance for no monetary consideration. This quitclaim returns property to the grantor
which was conveyed to the Department in error at the time of acquisition.

02-03-Sut-99 PM 20.0 Yuba City
Disposal Unit #DD 034263-01-01 0.74 acre
Convey to: Jaswant S. Bains $4300 (Appraisal $4,300)

Direct sale via acquisition exchange. Selling price is full compensation to grantor for right of way
acquired for the Sutter 99/113 Interchange Project, also known as Tudor Bypass Widening Project.
The Department is acquiring fee property, temporary construction easement, improvements, and
compensating grantor for damages due to the proposed construction. It is an equal exchange valued
at $4,300.00.

03-04-Ala-238 PM 8.2x Hayward

Disposal Unit #DD 033898-01-01 0.21 acre

Convey to: Danielle Lynn Plakos and Joseph Lorenzo $350,000 (Appraisal $270,000)
Bernardini, as joint tenants.

Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the first public sale. There were 20
registered bidders and eight active bidders.

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4d.

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 2 of 2

04-05-SB-1 PM R22.5 Lompoc

Disposal Unit #DD 002261-01-02 1.5 acres

Convey to: Margaret Jacobs $10,500 (Appraisal $10,500)

Direct sale. Selling price is the fair market value received from the only adjoining owner. The
subject property is landlocked and is incapable of independent development. The highest and best
use of the property is as plottage to the adjoining property.

05-10-Cal-4 PM 26.6 Calaveras County
Disposal Unit #DD 005287-01-01 0.003 acre
Convey to: James R. Horst Trust $0.00 (Appraisal N/A)

Direct conveyance. This conveyance is a correction of two vacations of a portion of old State Route
4 that occurred in 1963 and 2006. The 150 sq. ft. subject parcel was inadvertently omitted from both
vacation resolutions. The Department is quitclaiming the subject parcel to the only adjoining owner.

06-11-SD-54 PM 10.2 Spring Valley

Disposal Unit #DD 26898-01-02 20.34 acres

Convey to: Manzana Bros., Ltd. $2,500,000 (Public Sale Estimate
$2,340,000)

Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the second public sale. There were
two active and two registered bidders.

07- 11-SD-125PM 14.0 Lemon Grove

Disposal Unit #DD 22373-01-01 0.56 acre

Convey to: Joseph Oliver $256,000 (Public Sale Estimate
$215,000)

Public sale. Selling price represents the highest bid received at the first public auction. There were
nine registered bidders and five active bidders.

Attachments

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



SUMMARY OF DIRECTOR'S DEEDS - 2.4d.

PRESENTED TO CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION - January 8, 2013

Table | - Volume by Districts

TAB 58

Recovery %
% Return
Direct Public Non-Inventory Other Funded Total Current Estimated Return From Sales
District Sales Sales Conveyances Sales ltems Value From Sales Current Value
01 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00 0%
02 1 0 1 $0.00 $0.00 0%
03 1 0 1 $4,300.00 $4,300.00 0%
04 0 1 1 $270,000.00 $350,000.00 130%
05 1 0 1 $10,500.00 $10,500.00 0%
06 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00 0%
07 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00 0%
08 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00 0%
09 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00 0%
10 1 0 1 $0.00 $0.00 0%
11 0 2 2 $2,555,000.00 $2,756,000.00 108%
12 0 0 0 $0.00 $0.00 0%
™ Total 4 3 7 $2,839,800.00 $3,120,800.00 110%
Table Il - Analysis by Type of Sale
Recovery %
# of Current Return % Return From Sales
Type of Sale Items Estimated Value From Sales Current Value
Direct Sales 4 $14,800.00 $14,800.00 0%
Public Sales 3 $2,825,000.00 $3,106,000.00
Non-Inventory
Conveyances
Sub-Total 7 $2,839,800.00 $3,120,800.00 110%
Other Funded
Sales 0
Total 7 $2,839,800.00 $3,120,800.00 110%
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To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 59

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.1C.(2&)/2.5g.(28.)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation
Programming

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT AND PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT
FOR PROPOSITION 1B STATE ADMINISTERED MULTI-FUNDED BOND PROGRAM
PROJECT ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

RESOLUTION R99-AA-1213-11, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-A-1112-012
RESOLUTION SLP1B-AA-1213-11, AMENDING RESOLUTION SLP1B-A-1112-31
RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-11, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-PA-1112-009

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolutions R99-A-1112-012 and
SLP1B-A-1112-31 to de-allocate $21,644,000 in Proposition 1B State Route 99 (SR99) bond funds
and $1,520,000 in Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) bond funds for the
multi-funded SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project (PPNO 7668) in San Joaquin County,
thereby reducing the original SR99 construction capital allocation of $101,100,000 to $79,456,000,
and reducing the original SLPP construction capital allocation of $7,100,000 to $5,580,000, to
reflect contract award savings, and revise the project funding plan accordingly.

BACKGROUND:

At its June 2012 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution R99-A-1112-012 allocating
$101,100,000 in Proposition 1B SR99 bond funds and Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-31 allocating
$7,100,000 in Proposition 1B SLPP bond funds for construction capital for the SR 99 (South
Stockton) Widening project; additional construction capital funding included $36,800,000 of San
Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) local Measure K funds. The construction contract was
awarded on October 16, 2012 with savings of $31,042,000. It is proposed that the award savings be
calculated proportionally.

The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the vote box below.

RESOLUTIONS R99-AA-1213-11 AND SLP1B-AA-1213-11:

Be it Resolved, that $101,100,000 in Proposition 1B State Route 99 Bond funds originally allocated
under Resolution R99-A-1112-012 for the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project (PPNO 7668)

in San Joaquin County is hereby amended by $21,644,000, reducing the original SR99 construction
capital allocation to $79,456,000, in accordance with the revised vote box below.

*““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



TAB 59
Reference No.: 2.1c.(2a)/2.59.(2a)
January 8, 2013
Page 2 of 3

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Be it Further Resolved, that $7,100,000 in Proposition 1B SLPP funds originally allocated under
Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-31 for the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project (PPNO 7668) in
San Joaquin County is hereby amended by $1,520,000, reducing the original SLPP construction

capital allocation to $5,580,000, in accordance with the revised vote box below.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount
County Project Title Project ID
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Iltem # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.5g.(2a) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —State Administered Resolution R99-AA-1213-11,

Multi-Funded SR99/SLPP Project on the State Highway System

Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-012
Resolution SLP1B-AA-1213-11,
Amending Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-31

1
$123,700.000 SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening. Near Stockton, from 0.3 10-7668 004-6072 $15,500,000
$100,536,000 mile north of Arch Road to 0.1 mile south of Route 4 West. SR-99/11-12 SR99
Widen from 4 to 6 lanes and improve and reconstruct various CON ENG
Department of interchanges. $15.500,000 2011-12 $101.100.000
Transportation P e
SJCOG Final Project Development - RIP: $10Clol'\(l)(s)1(—)00 30845352 $79,456,000
San Joaquin Support Estimate: $16,472,000 1
10-SJ-99 Programmed Amount:  $12,472,000 20.20.722.000
15.0/18.6 Adjustment: $4,000,000 (Debit)
Final Project Development - IIP: SLPP/12-13 2011-12 $7:100;000
Support Estimate: $1,529,000 CONST 304-6060 $5,580,000
Programmed Amount: $1,558,000 $7,100,000 SLPP
Adjustment: $ 0 (< 20%) 1000000409 20.20.724.000
Final Right of Way - RIP: 3Af004
Support Estimate: $ 519,000
Programmed Amount: $ 551,000
Adjustment: $ 0 (< 20%)

(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-09-19;
March 2009.)

(Concurrent SR 99 baseline amendment under Resolution
R99-PA-1213-11; January 2013.)

(Contributions from other sources: $36,860,600 $28,922,000.)

Outcome/Output: Daily Travel Time Savings: $4,722 hours.
Peak Period Time Savings: 376,053 minutes.

Amend Resolution R99-A-1112-012 to de-allocate
$21,644,000 SR 99 CONST, and amend Resolution SLP1B-
A-1112-31 to de-allocate $1,520,000 SLPP_ CONST, to
reflect award savings.

““Caltrans improves mobility across California™




CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

REVISES: SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening (PPNO 7668)

TAB 59

Reference No.: 2.1c.(2a)/2.59.(2a)
January 8, 2013
Page 30f 3

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

Project Totals by Fiscal Year

Project Totals by Component

FUND [ TOTAL R/IW CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 R/W CON [PA&ED| PS&E | Supp Supp

RIP

Existing 17,023 17,023 4,472 | 12,000 551

Change 0 0 0 0 0

Proposed | 17,023] 17,023 4,472 | 12,000 551

1P

Existing 1,558 1,558 1,558

Change 0 0 0

Proposed 1,558 1,558 1,558

State Bond (SR 99)

Existing | 153,900 | 153,900 31,411 | 101,100 5,889 | 15,500

Change | (21,644)] (21,644) 0| (21,644) 0 0

Proposed |132,256 |132,256 31411 | 79,456 5,889 | 15,500

Local Funds (SJCOG Measure K)

Existing 65,9191 65,919 28,559 | 36,800 560

Change (7,878)] (7,878) 0] (7,878 0

Proposed | 58,041 | 58,041 28,559 | 28,922 560

State Bond (SLPP)

Existing 7,100 7,100 7,100

Change (1,520) (1,520) (1,520)

Proposed 5,580 5,580 5,580

Total

Existing | 245,500 | 238,400 7,100 59,970 | 145,000 6,030 | 12,000 7,000 | 15,500

Change | (31,042)] (29,522) (1,520) 0] (31,042 0 0 0 0

Proposed |214,458 ]208,878 | 5,580 59,970 (113,958 6,030 | 12,000 7,000 | 15,500

RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-11:

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the State Route
99 Corridor Bond Program baseline agreement for the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project
(PPNO 7668) in San Joaquin County with the information described above.

*““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Subject:

TAB 60

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.1C.(2b)/2.5g.(2b)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Programming

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT AND PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT
FOR PROPOSITION 1B STATE ADMINISTERED STATE ROUTE 99 CORRIDOR BOND
PROGRAM PROJECT ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

RESOLUTION R99-AA-1213-12, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-A-1112-009
RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-12, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-P-1112-001

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolution R99-A-1112-009 to de-allocate
$1,273,000 in Proposition 1B State Route 99 (SR99) bond funds for the Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane
North Segment project (PPNO 6400A) in Tulare County, thereby reducing the original SR99
construction capital allocation of $40,000,000 to $38,727,000 to reflect contract award savings, and
revise the project funding plan accordingly.

BACKGROUND:

At its June 2012 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution R99-A-1112-009, allocating
$40,000,000 in Proposition 1B SR99 bond funds for construction capital for the Tulare to Goshen 6-
Lane North Segment project. The construction contract was awarded on December 6, 2012 with
total savings of $1,273,000.

The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the vote box below.

RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-12:

Be it Resolved, that $40,000,000 in Proposition 1B State Route 99 Bond funds originally allocated
under Resolution R99-A-1112-009 for the Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane North Segment project (PPNO
6400A) in Tulare County is hereby amended by $1,273,000, reducing the original SR99 construction
capital allocation to $38,727,000 in accordance with the revised vote box below.

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



TAB 60

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.1c.(2b)/2.59.(2b)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 2 of 3
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount
County Project Title Project ID
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Item # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.5g.(2b) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —State Administered Route 99 Project Resolution R99-AA-1213-12,
on the State Highway System Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-009
2
$46,600,000 Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane North Segment. Near Goshen, 06-6400A 004-6072 $6,600,000
$45,327,000 from 0.9 mile south of West Visalia Overhead to 0.2 mile north SR-99/11-12 SR99
of North Goshen Overhead. Convert to 6-lane freeway. CON ENG
Department of $6,600,000 2011-12
Transportation Final Project Development - RIP: CONST B
TCAG Support Estimate:  $2,344,000 $40,000,000 3%“;3; 2 ngws’nf ooo
Tulare Programmed Amount:  $2,000,000 $38,727,000 ) e
06-Tul-99 Adjustment: $ 0 (<20%) 0600020408 20.20.722.000
37.3/41.3 4
Final Project Development - IIP: 360214
Support Estimate: $2,344,000
Programmed Amount: $2,000,000
Adjustment: $ 0 (< 20%)

Final Right of Way - RIP:

Support Estimate: $ 890,000

Programmed Amount: $1,150,000

Adjustment: $ 260,000 (Credit)
Final Right of Way - IIP:

Support Estimate: $ 890,000

Programmed Amount: $1,150,000

Adjustment: $ 260,000 (Credit)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-67,
September 2009.)

(Concurrent SR 99 baseline amendment under Resolution
R99-PA-1213-12; January 2013.)

Outcome/Output: Daily vehicle hours of delay saved: 3,250.

Amend Resolution R99-A-1112-009 to de-allocate
$1,273,000 SR 99 CONST to reflect award savings.

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.1c.(2b)/2.5g.(2b)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 3 of 3

REVISES: Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane North Segment (PPNO 6400A)

County District PPNO EA Element [ Const. Year [ PM Back PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Tulare 6 6400A 36021 CO 2011-12 37.3 413 99
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED |Caltrans PS&E Caltrans
component) R/W Caltrans CON Caltrans
RTPA/CTC: Tulare County Association of Governments
Project Title: Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane North Segment
Location Near Goshen, from 0.9 mile south of West Visalia Overhead to 0.2 mile north of North Goshen Overhead.
Description: Convert to 6-lane freeway.
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W | CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 R/W CON | PA&ED| PS&E [ Supp Supp
RIP
Existing 2,890 2,000 890 806 2,000 84
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed| 2,890 2,000 890 806 2,000 84
1P
Existing 2,890 2,000 890 806 2,000 84
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed| 2,890 2,000 890 806 2,000 84
State Bond
Existing | 46,600 | 46,600 40,000 6,600
Change 1273)] (1,273) (1,273) 0
Proposed| 45,327 | 45,327 38,727 6,600
Total
Existing | 52,380 | 50,600 1,780 1,612 | 40,000 4,000 168 6,600
Change 1273 (1,273) 0 0| (1,273) 0 0 0
Proposed| 51,107 | 49,327 1,780 1,612 | 38,727 4,000 168 6,600

RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-12:

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the State Route
99 Corridor Bond Program baseline agreement for the Tulare to Goshen 6-Lane North Segment
project (PPNO 6400A) in Tulare County with the information described above.

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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From:

Subject:

TAB 61

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.1C.(20)/2.5g.(2C)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Programming

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT AND PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT
FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STATE ROUTE 99 CORRIDOR
BOND PROGRAM PROJECT ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

RESOLUTION R99-AA-1213-13, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-A-1112-015
RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-13, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-P-1112-003

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolution R99-A-1112-015 to de-allocate
$3,699,000 in Proposition 1B State Route 99 (SR99) bond funds for the Kiernan Avenue Interchange
project (PPNO 9463) in Stanislaus County, thereby reducing the original SR99 construction capital
allocation of $37,100,000 to $33,401,000 to reflect contract award savings, and revise the project
funding plan accordingly.

BACKGROUND:

At its March 2012 meeting, the Commission approved Resolution R99-A-1112-015, allocating
$37,100,000 in Proposition 1B SR99 bond funds for construction capital for the Kiernan Avenue
Interchange project. The construction contract was awarded on December 4, 2012 with savings of
$3,699,000.

The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the vote box below.

RESOLUTION R99-AA-1213-13:

Be it Resolved, that $37,100,000 in Proposition 1B State Route 99 Bond funds originally allocated
under Resolution R99-A-1112-015 for the Kiernan Avenue Interchange project (PPNO 9463) in
Stanislaus County is hereby amended by $3,699,000, reducing the original SR99 construction capital
allocation to $33,401,000 in accordance with the revised vote box below.

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



TAB 61

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.1c.(2c¢)/2.5g.(2c)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 2 of 3
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount
County Project Title Project ID
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Item # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.59.(2c) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution R99-AA-1213-1]
Route 99 Project on the State Highway System Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-0
1
$37,100,000 Kiernan Avenue Interchange. In Salida, on Route 99 10-9463 2011-12
$33,401,000 from 0.6 mile south of Route 219 to 0.4 mile north of SR-99/11-12 304-6072 $12,100,000
Route 219, and on Route 219 from 0.1 mile west of Route CONST SR99
Stanislaus County 99 to 0.5 mile east of Route 219. Reconstruct interchange  $37100,000 20.20.722.00
StanCOG and construct auxiliary lanes. $33,401,000 ’ .0 ’
Stanislaus 1000000100 $25.000,000
10-Sta-99, 219 (Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution 4CONL $21,301,000
R22.0/R23.0, 0.0/0.5 E-12-45; June 2012.) 0L3304 2012-13
304-6072
(Concurrent SR 99 baseline amendment under SR-99
Resolution R99-PA-1213-13; January 2013.) 20.20.722.00
0
Outcome/Output: Daily travel time saving s of 3,276
hours, and peak period time savings of 155,500 minutes.
Amend Resolution R99-A-1112-015 to de-allocate
$3,699,000 SR 99 CONST to reflect award savings.

REVISES: Kiernan Avenue Interchange (PPNO 9463)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PMBack PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Stanislaus 10 9463 0L330 CO 2011-12 R22.0 R23.0 99
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED |Stanislaus County PS&E Stanislaus County
component) R/IW Stanislaus County CON Stanislaus County
RTPA/CTC: Stanislaus Council of Governments
Project Title: Kiernan Avenue Interchange
Location In Salida, on Route 99 from 0.6 mile south of Route 219 to 0.4 mile north of Route 219, and on Route 219 from 0.1 mile
west of Route 99 to 0.5 mile east of Route 219.
Description: Reconstruct interchange, and construct auxiliary lanes.
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | RIW CON [PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
Local Funds
Existing 9,448 9,448 2,300 1,048 5,500 600
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed 9,448 9,448 2,300 1,048 5,500 600
State Bond
Existing 37,100 | 37,100 37,100
Change (3,699) (3,699) (3,699)
Proposed| 33,401 | 33,401 33,401
Total
Existing | 46,548 | 46,548 2,300 | 37,100 1,048 5,500 600
Change (3,699)] (3,699) 0| (3,699 0 0 0
Proposed| 42,849 | 42,849 2,300 | 33,401 1,048 5,500 600

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.1c.(2¢)/2.59.(2c)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION January 8, 2013
Page 3 of 3

RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-13:

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the State Route
99 Corridor Bond Program baseline agreement for the Kiernan Avenue Interchange project (PPNO
9463) in Stanislaus County with the information described above.

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Subject:

TAB 62

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.50.(5a)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Local Assistance

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCALLY
ADMINISTERED TRADE CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUNDS PROJECT OFF

THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-07, AMENDING RESOLUTIONS TCIF-AA-1213-04 AND
TCIF-A-1112-05

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) amend Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-04 to de-allocate $68,662,000 in
Trade Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) for Project No. 15, San Gabriel VValley Grade Separation
Program —Trench Project Phase Il (PPNO TC15) in Los Angeles County, reducing the current TCIF
allocation of $332,600,000 to $263,938,000, to reflect contract award savings.

BACKGROUND:

On October 26, 2011, the Commission allocated $323,600,000 in TCIF funds under Resolution
TCIF-A-1112-05, to project 15, the San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation TCIF project 15 Phase
Two. On August 22, 2012, the Commission increased the allocation by $9,000,000 to $332,600,000
under Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-04 to reflect a change in project scope. The contract has been
awarded with a savings of $68,662,000 in TCIF funds.

The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote list.

RESOLUTION:

Be it Resolved, that the $332,600,000 for the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (104-6056)
currently allocated under Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-04 to project 15, the San Gabriel Valley Grade
Separation TCIF project 15 Phase Two in Los Angeles County, is hereby amended by $68,662,000,
reducing the TCIF financial allocation from $332,600,000 to $263,938,000, in accordance with the
attached revised vote list.

Attachment

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



CTC Financial Vote List

TAB 62
January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

constructed at Ramona Street, Mission Road, Del Mar Avenue
and San Gabriel Boulevard, allowing vehicles and pedestrians
to pass over the tracks.

07-Los Angeles

(Related TCIF Programming Amendment under Resolution
TCIF-P-1112-45; June 2012.)

(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.

Amend Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-04 to de-allocate
$68,662,000 in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award
savings.

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID Item #

RTPAICTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5g.(5a) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-07,

TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-04
1
$332.600,000 San Gabriel Valley Grade Separation. (TCIF Project 15 07-TC15 2011-12 $332,600,000
$263,938,000 Phase Two) Perform fiber optic relocation and Sprint and Level TCIF/11-12 104-6056 $263,938,000
3 fiber optic communication lines will be relocated along the full CONST TCIF
Alameda Corridor- 2.2 miles of the San Gabriel Trench project. In eastern Los $332,600,000 20.30.210.300
East Construction Angeles County, the 2.2-mile San Gabriel Trench grade $263,938,000
Authority separation project will lower 1.4-mile section of UPRR railroad 0712000303
SCAG track in trench along the Alhambra Subdivision with bridges

Page 1 of 1




To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 63

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.50.(5b)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Local Assistance

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCALLY
ADMINISTERED TRADE CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUNDS PROJECT OFF
THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-08, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1011-01

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01 to de-allocate $5,386,000 in Trade
Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) for Project No. 36, Placentia Avenue Undercrossing project
(PPNO TC36) in Orange County, reducing the original TCIF allocation of $14,934,000 to
$9,548,000, to reflect contract award savings.

BACKGROUND:

On January 20, 2011, the Commission allocated $14,934,000 in TCIF funds under Resolution
TCIF-A-1011-01, to project 36, the Placentia Avenue Undercrossing project. The contract has been
awarded with a savings of $5,386,000 in TCIF funds.

The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote list.

RESOLUTION:

Be it Resolved, that the $14,934,000 for the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (104-6056)
originally allocated under Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01 for project 36, the Placentia Avenue
Undercrossing project (PPNO TC36) in Orange County, is hereby amended by $5,386,000, reducing
the TCIF financial allocation from $14,934,000 to $9,548,000, in accordance with the attached
revised vote list.

Attachment
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TAB 63
January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Outcome/Output: Decrease in traffic congestion and travel
time. Eliminate potential collision points and provide greater
driver safety.

Amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01 to de-allocate $5,386,000

in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award savings.

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #

RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5b) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-08,

TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01
1
$14,934.000 Placentia Avenue Undercrossing. (TCIF Project 36) 12-TC36 2009-10
$9,548,000 Placentia Avenue at the Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad TCIF/10-11 104-6056 $44,934;000
(BNSF) tracks in the cities of Fullerton and Placentia, construct CONST TCIF $9,548,000
Orange County  undercrossing. $14,934,000 20.30.210.300
Transportation $9,548,000
Authority (Contributions from local sources: $44;981.000 $44,502,000.) 1200020072
OCTA 402894L
12-Orange (CEQA - CE, 01/20/10)
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.50.(5¢C)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Local Assistance

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCALLY
ADMINISTERED TRADE CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUNDS PROJECT OFF
THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-09, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1011-01

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01 to de-allocate $1,633,000 in Trade
Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) for Project No. 38, Kraemer Boulevard Undercrossing project
(PPNO TC38) in Orange County, reducing the original TCIF allocation of $22,642,000 to
$21,009,000, to reflect contract award savings.

BACKGROUND:

On January 20, 2011, the Commission allocated $22,642,000 in TCIF funds under Resolution
TCIF-A-1011-01, to project 38, the Kraemer Boulevard Undercrossing project. The contract has
been awarded with a savings of $1,633,000 in TCIF funds.

The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote list.

RESOLUTION:

Be it Resolved, that the $22,642,000 for the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (104-6056)
originally allocated under Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01 for project 38, the Kraemer Boulevard
Undercrossing project (PPNO TC38) in Orange County, is hereby amended by $1,633,000, reducing
the TCIF financial allocation from $22,642,000 to $21,009,000, in accordance with the attached
revised vote list.

Attachment
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January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

02] on 8/12/10.)

driver safety.

(LONP for approved by the CTC [Resolution LONP1B-A-1011-

Outcome/Output: Decrease in traffic congestion and travel
time. Eliminate potential collision points and provide greater

Amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01 to de-allocate $1,633,000

in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award savings.

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5c) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-09,

TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-01
1
$22.642.000 Kraemer Boulevard Undercrossing. (TCIF Project 38) 12-TC38 2009-10
$21,009,000 Kraemer Boulevard at the Burlington Northern Santa Fe TCIF/10-11 104-6056 $22.642.000
Railroad (BNSF) tracks. Construct undercrossing. CONST TCIF $21,009,000
Orange County $22.642.000 20.30.210.300
Transportation (Local match: $32,734,000 $30,372,000.) $21,009,000
Authority 1200020248
OCTA (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-10-74) 402894L
12-Orange
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5¢.(5d)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Local Assistance

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B LOCALLY
ADMINISTERED TRADE CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUNDS PROJECT OFF
THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM

RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-10, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1011-03

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-03 to de-allocate $6,418,000 in Trade
Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) for Project No. 81, Sperry Road Extension Project

(PPNO TCB81) in San Joaquin County, reducing the original TCIF allocation of $30,000,000 to
$23,582,000, to reflect contract award savings.

BACKGROUND:

On January 20, 2011, the Commission allocated $30,000,000 in TCIF funds under Resolution
TCIF-A-1011-03 to project 81, the Sperry Road Extension project. The contract has been awarded
with a savings of $6,418,000 in TCIF funds.

The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote list.

RESOLUTION:

Be it Resolved, that the $30,000,000 for the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (104-6056)
originally allocated under Resolution TCIF-A-1011-03 for project 81, the Sperry Road Extension
project (PPNO TC81) in San Joaquin County, is hereby amended by $6,418,000, reducing the TCIF
financial allocation from $30,000,000 to $23,582,000, in accordance with the attached revised vote
list.

Attachment
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TAB 65
January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Outcome/Output: Extend Sperry Road as a 4-lane arterial from
French Camp Road to Performance Drive to create an east
west connection linking the Airport to Interstate 5 and Route 99.
This will improve goods and regional freight movements serving
the Central Valley. This project will provide a reliable access to
Stockton’s Airport, businesses, and industrial facilities in the
region.

Amend Resolution TCIF-A-1011-03 to de-allocate

$6,418,000 in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award savings.

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5d) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-10,

TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1011-03
1
$30,000.000 Sperry Road Extension Project. (TCIF Project 81) In 12-TC81 2010-11 $30,000,000
$23,582,000 Stockton, on Sperry Road from French Camp Road to TCIF/10-11 104-6056 $23,582,000
Performance Drive. Construct 4-lane arterial. CONST TCIF
Orange County $30,000,000 20.30.210.300
Transportation (Contributions from local sources: $20,000,000) $23,582,000
Authority 1000020431
OCTA (Future Consideration of Funding Resolution E-09-60, July 4A2564L
12-Orange 2009.)
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.50.(5€)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: William D. Bronte
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Rail

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR STATE ADMINISTERED TRADE
CORRIDOR IMPROVEMENT FUND RAIL PROJECTS
RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-11, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1112-01

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) amend Resolution TCIF-A-1012-01 to de-allocate $50,076,550 in Trade
Corridor Improvement Funds (TCIF) for Project No. 83, Colton Crossing Railroad Grade Separation
project in San Bernardino County, reducing the original TCIF allocation from $91,305,000 to
$41,228,450 to reflect contract award savings.

BACKGROUND:

On August 10, 2011, the Commission allocated $91,305,000 in TCIF funds under Resolution
TCIF-A-1112-01, to the Colton Crossing Railroad Grade Separation project. The contract has been
awarded and construction is work underway, along with a revised estimate of the railroad forces
work efforts needed, a savings of $50,076,550 in TCIF funds has been achieved. The necessary
changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote list.

RESOLUTION:

Be it Resolved, that the $91,305,000 for the Trade Corridor Improvement Fund (304-6056)
originally allocated under Resolution TCIF-A-1112-01 for the Colton Crossing Railroad Grade
Separation project (PPNO 08-0150D) in San Bernardino County, is hereby amended by
$50,076,550, reducing the TCIF financial allocation from $91,305,000 to $41,228,450, in
accordance with the attached revised vote list.

Attachment
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-11-51,
June 2011.)

Outcome/Output: Improve operational efficiency in the
regional rail network by eliminating conflicting train
movements at the Colton Crossing. Discourage a shift in
goods movement from rail to truck and support regional
passenger rail service by minimizing delays at the crossing.

Amend Resolution TCIF-A-1112-01 to de-allocate
$50,076,550 in TCIF CONST to reflect contract award
savings.

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Project ID ltem #
RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5e) Allocation Amendment - Proposition 1B —Locally Administered Resolution TCIF-AA-1213-11,
TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Amending Resolution TCIF-A-1112-01
1
$91.305.000 Colton Crossing Railroad Grade Separation 08-0150D 2010-11 $91.305,000
$41,228,450 (TCIF Project 83) In the city of Colton, construction TCIF/13-14 304-6056 $41,228,450
of a railroad grade separation of Union Pacific Railroad CONST TCIF
Department of (UPRR) and Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad (BNSF) $91,305,000 30.20.723.000
Transportation railroad tracks. $41,228,450
SANBAG 0000020887
08-San Bernardino (Contributions from other sources: $#3,200;000 $17,971,550; S
TIGER Funding - $33,800,000.) FOO6BA
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Reference No.: 3.6

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Local Assistance

FOURTH QUARTER - BALANCE REPORT ON AB 1012 “USE IT OR L OSE IT”

PROVISION FOR FEDERAL FISCAL YEAR 2010 UNOBLIGATED CMAQ AND RSTP
FUNDS

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approves the redirection of $143,490 of the Transportation Agency for
Monterey County’s (TAMC?’s) federal fiscal year (FFY) 2010 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Improvement Program (CMAQ) unobligated apportionments to the San Francisco Bay Area
Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC).

ISSUE:

TAMC has $143,490 of unobligated CMAQ apportionments that are subject to redirection per
Assembly Bill (AB) 1012 (Chapter 783, Statutes of 1999). TAMC reached attainment in FFY 2006
and was no longer eligible to obligate CMAQ funds after FFY 2009. The Department recommends
redirecting this amount of CMAQ unobligated apportionments to the MTC region for contribution
towards Project ID 0400020304, which will improve mobility and reduce emissions along State
Route 101 that is adjacent to TAMC. This project is part of the Freeway Performance Initiative
program, which proposes to complete the ramp metering and traffic operations system on the region’s
freeway system. MTC endeavors to submit the request for authorization in February 2013.

BACKGROUND:

The Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act was enacted in 1991 and was in effect for six
years. During that time, the Regions were able to obligate only 87 percent of their federal funding. The
next Federal Highway Act, known as the Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21),
was signed into law in 1998. During the first two years of TEA-21, the Regions’ obligation of federal
funds dropped to as low as 41 percent. By October 1999, the Regions had accumulated a $1.2 billion
backlog in federal apportionments and $854 million in Obligation Authority (OA).

*““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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AB 1012 was enacted October 10, 1999, with a goal of improving the delivery of transportation
projects and addressing the backlog of the Regions’ federal apportionments and OA. AB 1012 states
that CMAQ and Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) funds not obligated within the first
three years of federal eligibility are subject to redirection by the Commission in the fourth year in order
to prevent the funds from being lost by the state. As of September 30, 2012, there are no RSTP funds
subject to redirection; however, the CMAQ amount is $143,490. According to the Federal Highway
Administration’s data, these funds will not revert until FFY 2015.

The $143,490 of CMAQ funds belongs to TAMC. This Region reached attainment in FFY 2006 and
was no longer eligible to obligate CMAQ funds after FFY 2009. For the past four months, TAMC and
the Department have been working together to find another Region to exchange unobligated funding.
Since the Region and Department were unable to exchange the CMAQ funding, the Department is
recommending for MTC to use the unobligated balance towards Project ID 0400020304 due to
advance/over-delivery of CMAQ in FFY 2012. This proposal is consistent with the Division of Local
Assistance’s “Policy and Procedures for Managing Local Assistance Obligation Authority,” which
rewards Regions for advance/over-delivery of OA.

Project 1D 0400020304 will improve mobility and reduce emissions along State Route 101 that is
adjacent to TAMC. This project is part of the Freeway Performance Initiative program, which
proposes to complete the ramp metering and traffic operations system on the region’s freeway system.
MTC endeavors to submit the request for authorization in February 2013.

The Department is responsible for monitoring and reporting unobligated balances. Each month, the
Department provides notification to the Regions of the unobligated CMAQ and RSTP balances that
have one year remaining under the AB 1012 guidelines. Prior to this book item, no CMAQ or RSTP
apportionments have been redirected by the Commission. Beginning in FFY 2000, and continuing
through FFY 2012, the Regions have delivered enough projects to obligate a minimum of 100 percent
of the available OA.

Attachments



*Previously referred to as Cycle 13

Apportionment Status Report
CMAQ and RSTP
as of September 30, 2012

AB 1012
Balances entering the 3rd Year
(from FFY 2010%)
Regional Report Summary

TAB 67
Reference No.: 3.6
January 8, 2013
Attachment 1

CMAQ Amount RSTP Amount
CMAQ Subject to RSTP Subject to
Unobligated AB 1012 Unobligated AB 1012
9/30/2012 Reprogramming 9/30/2012 Reprogramming
Delivery Delivery
Region Balance * 11/01/2012 ? Balance ' 11/01/2012 2
Butte (44,340) - 531,048 -
Fresno 9,946,097 - 17,315,673 -
Kern 10,326,903 - 11,471,044 -
Kings 126,719 - 337,715 -
Los Angeles 142,252,417 - 133,829,247 -
Madera 1,867,672 - 320,202 -
Merced 196,570 - 548,549 -
Monterey 143,490 143,490 2,268,788 -
Orange 7,522,079 - 529,818 -
Riverside 25,762,375 - 9,515,096 -
S. F. Bay Area (MTC) (5,307,775) - (1,561,893) -
Sacramento (SACOG) 856,397 - 7,733,172 -
San Benito - - 161,760 -
San Bernardino 14,680,730 - 3,822,850 -
San Diego (100) - 3,213,768 -
San Joaquin (286,372) - (803,700) -
San Luis Obispo - - 1,488,984 -
Santa Barbara - - 2,629,216 -
Santa Cruz - - 694,481 -
Stanislaus 698,360 - 4,695,910 -
Tahoe 1,095,386 - 119,732 -
Tulare 4,755,478 - 1,012,609 -
Ventura 749,522 - 14,596,205 -
Rural Counties & SCAG 1,462,498 - 4,127,837 -
TOTAL 216,804,104 143,490 218,598,112 -

Balances now include:

* QOctober 2011 -- Revised "Advance" FFY 2012 Apportionments.

Footnotes:

! Indicates all apportionments not yet obligated.
2 Totals reflect balances in the third year.

The regional balances are no longer based on the Department's Local Assistance accounting system. As of July 1, 2010, the regional
balances are based on the Department's new accounting system; the Department's Federal Aid Data System; and/or FHWA FMIS
transaction information. There may be a delay between the FHWA authorization and the recording of the transaction in the

Department's monthly reporting.
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CMAQ and RSTP January 8, 2013

as of September 30, 2012 Attachment 2
AB 1012

Balances entering the 3rd Year
(from FFY 2010%)
Rural Report Summary

*Previously referred to as Cycle 13

CMAQ Amount RSTP Amount
CMAQ Subject to RSTP Subject to

Unobligated AB 1012 Unobligated AB 1012

9/30/2012 Reprogramming 9/30/2012 Reprogramming

Delivery Delivery

Region Balance * 11/01/2012 ? Balance ' 11/01/2012 2

Rural County Information:
Alpine - - 1,628 -
Amador** 210,516 - 92,296 -
Calaveras®* 9,667 - 106,400 -
Colusa - - 51,229 -
Del Norte - - 74,737 -
El Dorado - - 283,661 -
Glenn - - 71,875 -
Humboldt - - 343,755 -
Imperial (SCAG)® 402,740 - 1,323,852 -
Inyo - - 8,481 -
Lake - - 158,430 -
Lassen - - 84,962 -
Mariposa’® 350,107 - 45216 -
Mendocino - - 234,386 -
Modoc - - 3,682 -
Mono - - 2,849 -
Nevada® 235,894 - 242,799 -
Placer - - 176,440 -
Plumas - - 55,345 -
Shasta - - 444,779 -
Sierra - - 1,623 -
Siskiyou - - 20,282 -
Tehama - - 152,674 -
Trinity - - 3,115 -
Tuolumne®* 253,573 - 143,340 -
Rural Combined Totals: 1,462,498 - 4,127,837 -

Balances now include:
* QOctober 2011 -- Revised "Advance" FFY 2012 Apportionments.

Footnotes:

! Indicates all apportionments not yet obligated.

2 Totals reflect balances in the third year.

# Beginning in FFY 2006, these rural regions are now receiving CMAQ apportionments.

* MOU was entered into between Amador, Calaveras & Tuolumne-balances adjusted accordingly. The MOUs spans five FFYs, and an
MOU was applied in April for FFY 2012. However, AB 1012 formula adjustment was applied in June 2012.
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.18..(2)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Programming

STIP AMENDMENT 12S-012

ACTION UPDATE: The Department revises its recommendation regarding the proposed
deletion of the Alturas Route 299 Widening project (PPNO 3368) in Modoc County.

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) amendment to delete the Route 299/139 Canby Highway Advisory Radio project
(PPNO 3382) in Modoc County. However, the Department does not recommend Modoc
County’s request to delete the Alturas Route 299 Widening project (PPNO 3368). The
amendment was noticed at the December 5-6, 2012 Commission meeting.

ISSUE:

The Department and Modoc County Transportation Commission (MCTC) propose to amend the
2012 STIP to delete the Alturas-Route299-Wideningproject(PPNO-3368)-and-the Route 299/139
Canby Highway Advisory Radio project (PPNO 3382) in Modoc County. MCTC also proposes to
delete the Alturas Route 299 Widening project (PPNO 3368). The Department does not
concur with the request to delete the Alturas Route 299 Widening Project.

BACKGROUND:

The projects are currently programmed in the 2012 STIP for $4,296,000 (PPNO 3368) and $515,000
(PPNO 3382) in Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds.

MCTC has determined that the two STIP projects are no longer a priority in the region due to a
continued economic downturn, slow population increase and business demise.

Therefore, MCTC requests to unprogram all unexpended STIP funds and return $4,551,000

(%$4,075,000 from PPNO 3368 and $476,000 from PPNO 3382) to the Modoc County regional share
balance.

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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The proposed revisions are shown in the following table:

DELETE: Alturas Route 299 Widening Project (PPNO 3368)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back | PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Modoc 2 3368 29971 Co 2013-14 39.3 40.6 299
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED |Caltrans PS&E Caltrans
component) R/W Caltrans CON Caltrans
RTPAICTC: Modoc County Local Transportation Commission
Project Title: Alturas 299 Widening
Location In and near Alturas, from west of Mill Street to east of Route 299/395 separation.
Description: Construct a continuous two way left turn lane and paved shoulders, including bike and pedestrian lanes, to improve safety
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | R/W | CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
RIP
Existing 4206 | 434 266 | 3,596 20 | 3,140 206 362 112 456
Change [ (4,075)]  (434) (45)] (3,596) (20)| (3,140) 15 (362)] (112)]  (456)
Proposed 221 0 221 0 0 0 221 0 0 0
Total
Existing 4206 | 434 266 | 3,596 20 | 3,40 206 362 112 456
Change [ (4,075)]  (434) (45)] (3,596) (20)| (3,140) 15 (362)] (112)]  (456)
Proposed 221 0 221 0 0 0 221 0 0 0

DELETE: Route 299/139 Canby Highway Advisory Radio Project (PPNO 3382)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year [ PM Back | PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Modoc 2 3382 1.00E+00 CO 2013-14 22.4 224 299
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED |Caltrans PS&E Caltrans
component) R/W Caltrans CON Caltrans
RTPA/CTC: Modoc County Local Transportation Commission
Project Title: SR 299/SR 139 Canby HAR
Location Near Canby, at Route 299/139 junction.
Description: Install HAR (Highway Advisory Radio).
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND [ TOTAL R/W | CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 R/W | CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
RIP
Existing 515 112 88 315 2 235 38 135 25 80
Change (476 (112 (49)] (315) (2| (235) 1 (135) (25) (80)
Proposed 39] 0 39 0 0 0 39 0 0 0
Total
Existing 515 112 88 315 2 235 38 135 25 80
Change 476 (112 (49)] (315) (2) (235) 1 (135) (25) (80)
Proposed 39 I 0 39 0 0 0 39 0 0 0

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.lb.(1)
Information Item

NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Transportation Programming

STIP AMENDMENT 12S-013

SUMMARY::

The California Department of Transportation (Department) will request that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) amendment at the next scheduled Commission meeting following the notice period.

ISSUE:

The City of Thousand Oaks (City) and the Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) are
requesting an AB 3090 cash reimbursement in order to use local funds to replace $20,000,000 in
fiscal year (FY) 2015-16 Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds for construction of the Los
Angeles County Line to Route 23 — US 101 Improvements - Phase 1 project (PPNO 2291). The City
and VCTC propose reimbursement of $15,764,000 in FY 2015-16, with the remaining $4,236,000
returning to Ventura County’s share balance.

BACKGROUND:

This stretch of US-101 remains one of the most congested freeway segments in Ventura County
during peak periods because the number of vehicles exceeds the capacity of the freeway. This
project will improve Route 101 from the Los Angeles County line to Moorpark Road, including
improvements to the interchange of Route 101 and Route 23.

Currently, $20,000,000 in RIP funding is programmed for construction in FY 2015-16. However,
the City proposes to advance construction with the use of $15,764,000 in local general funds, and
request reimbursement in FY 2015-16. The remaining $4,236,000 in RIP programming is no longer
needed due to anticipated construction savings and is proposed to return to Ventura County’s share
balance.

This request follows AB 3090 Guidelines which allows a local agency to use its own funds (non-
state or non-federal) to complete a project component early to be later reimbursed with STIP funds
currently programmed on the project. An AB 3090 reimbursement agreement will be drafted and
submitted to the Commission staff for review prior to the Commission’s January 2013 meeting.
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CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

TAB 69

Reference No.: 2.1b.(1)

January 8, 2013

Page 2 of 3

The proposed funding plan changes are shown in the following tables:

REVISE: Los Angeles County Line to Route 23 — US 101 Improvements Phase 1 Project

PPNO 2291
County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back [ PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Ventura 7 2291 19520K CO 2012-13 0.1 3 101
Implementing Agency: (by [PA&ED  [Caltrans PS&E Thousand Oaks
component) R/W Thousand Oaks CON Caltrans
RTPA/CTC: Ventura County Transportation Commission
Project Title: LA County Line to Rte 23 - US101 Impvmts Phase 1
Location Near Thousand Oaks, from the Ventura county line to Route 101/23 Interchange.
Description: Widen and improve the connectors (Route 23 & Route 101) and the Moorepark Rd off ramp and median
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND [ TOTAL R/W | CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | R/IW | CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
RIP
Exising | 21,600 | 1,600 20,000 17,300 | 1,600 2,700
Change | (20,000)f 0 (20,000) (17,300) 0 (2,700)
Proposed | 1,600 | 1,600 0 0] 1,600 0
Fed - ARRA
Existing 5197 5,197 5,197
Change 0] 0 0
Proposed [ 5,197 | 5,197 5,197
Federal - Misc
Existing 900 400 500 400 500
Change 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed 900 400 500 400 500
Local Funds
Existing 100 100 0 100 0 0
Change | 15,764 0| 15,764 0] 13,900 1,864
Proposed | 15,864 100 | 15,764 100 | 13,900 1,864
RSTP
Existing | 19,500 | 0 19,500 16,800 2,700
Change (6,882)] 12,618 (19,500) (5,915) (967)
Proposed | 12,618 | 12,618 0 10,885 1,733
State Bond - TCIF
Existing | 13,118 13,118 11,315 1,803
Change 0 0 0 0
Proposed | 13,118 13,118 11,315 1,803
Total
Exising | 60,415 7,297 | 13,618 39,500 500 | 45915 1,600 | 5,197 7,203
Change | (11,118)f 0| 28,382 (39,500) 0] (9,315) 0 0 (1,803)
Proposed | 49,297 | 7,297 | 42,000 0 500 | 36,600 1,600| 5,197 5,400
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ADD: AB 3090 Reimbursement (PPNO 2291A)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back | PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Ventura 7 2291A CO

Implementing Agency: (by [PA&ED PS&E

component) R/W CON Thousand Oaks

RTPA/CTC: Ventura County Transportation Commission

Project Title: AB 3090 Reimbursement

Location AB 3090 Reimbursement
Description: AB 3090 Reimbursement
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 [ 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | R/W [ CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp [ Supp

RIP

Existing 0 0 0
Change | 15,764 15,764 15,764
Proposed | 15,764 15,764 15,764
Total

Existing 0 0 0
Change 15,764 15,764 15,764
Proposed | 15,764 15,764 15,764
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STIP AMENDMENT 12S-014

SUMMARY:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) will request that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) amendment at the next scheduled Commission meeting following the notice period.

ISSUE:

The Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) proposes to amend the 2012 STIP to
delete $7,500,000 in STIP — Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funding for construction of the
Metrolink Infrastructure; Annual Replace, Upgrade project (PPNO 2921) in Ventura County.

BACKGROUND:

VCTC has requested that this project be removed from the STIP. With the availability of new
federal apportionments for rail rehabilitation projects in Ventura County, the VCTC has determined
that the STIP funds are no longer needed.

Consistent with STIP Guidelines regarding the deletion of programming in the current fiscal year
(FY), it is proposed to allow $1,500,000 in FY 2012-13 RIP to lapse on June 30, 2013. The
remaining $6,000,000 programmed in future years of the STIP is proposed to be returned to Ventura
County’s regional share balance.

The proposed revision is shown in the following table:
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REVISE: Metrolink Infrastructure Annual Replace, Upgrade Project (PPNO 2921)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back | PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Ventura 7 2921 R953TF MT 2005-06
Implementing Agency: (by [PA&ED PS&E
component) R/W CON SCRRA
RTPA/CTC: Ventura County Transportation Commission
Project Title: Metrolink Infrastructure; Replace, Upgrade
Location Metrolink Systemwide - upgrade and replace various components of the infrastructure
Description: Metrolink Systemwide - upgrade and replace various components of the infrastructure
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | R/W | CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
RIP
Existing | 25,800 | 18,300 | 1,500 [ 1,500 | 1500] 1,500 [ 1,500 ] 25,800
Change | (6,000)] 0 0] (1,500)] (1,500)[ (1,500) (1,500)] (6,000)
Proposed | 19,800 | 18,300 | 1,500 0 0 0 0] 19,800
Total
Existing | 25,800 | 18,300 | 1,500 [ 1,500 | 1500] 1,500 [ 1,500 ] 25,800
Change | (6,000)f 0 0] (1,500)] (1,500)] (1,500)] (1,500)f (6,000)
Proposed | 19,800 | 18,300 | 1,500 0 0 0 [ | 19,800
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STIP AMENDMENT 12S-015

SUMMARY::

The California Department of Transportation (Department) will request that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) consider the requested State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) amendment at the next scheduled Commission meeting following the notice period.

ISSUE:

The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (LACMTA) is requesting an AB
3090 cash reimbursement to use local funds to replace $34,400,000 in Fiscal Year (FY) 2016-17
Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds for construction of the Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor
project (PPNO 4027), with later reimbursement in FY 2016-17 and 2017-18.

BACKGROUND:

The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor project is a proposed 8.5-mile light rail line that will extend
from the intersection of Exposition and Crenshaw Boulevards to the Metro Green Line’s
Aviation/LAX Station.

Currently, $34,400,000 in RIP funding is programmed for construction in FY 2016-17. Consistent
with the Commission’s STIP AB 3090 plan updated in October 2012, LACMTA proposes to
advance construction with the use of local measure funds, and request reimbursement in FY 2016-17
and FY 2017-18.

This request follows AB 3090 Guidelines which allows a local agency to use its own funds (non-
state or non-federal) to complete a project component early to be later reimbursed with STIP funds
currently programmed on the project. An AB 3090 reimbursement agreement will be drafted and
submitted to the Commission staff for review prior to the Commission’s January 2013 meeting.

The proposed funding plan changes are shown in the following tables:
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REVISE: Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor project (PPNO 4027)

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year PM Back PM Ahead Route/Corridor
Los Angeles 7 4027 MT
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED [LACMTA PS&E LACMTA
component) R/W LACMTA CON LACMTA
RTPA/CTC: Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Project Title: Crenshaw-Prairie Transit Corridor
Location In Los Angeles, Inglewood, Hawthorne and El Segundo from Crenshaw/Exposition Blvd to the Aviation/LAX Station.
Description: Construct 8.5 mile long light rail line.
(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL RIW CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17+ | RIW CON |PA&ED]| PS&E | Supp | Supp

RIP
Existing 36,600 | 2,200 34,400 | 34,400 | 2,200
Change (34,400)] 0 (34,400)] (34,400) 0
Proposed 2,200 | 2,200 0] 0[ 2200
FTA Funds
Existing 8,563 ] 8,563 8,563
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 8,563 8,563 8,563
CMAQ
Existing 68,200 14,200 | 54,000 68,200
Change 0 0 0 0
Proposed 68,200 14,200 | 54,000 68,200
Local Funds
Existing 153,658 § 3,757 | 4,800 | 14,700 | 102,600 27,801 149,901 | 3,757
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed | 153,658 | 3,757 | 4,800 | 14,700 |102,600 27,801 149,901 | 3,757
Local Funds
Existing 1,207,000 § 23,042 252,125 (244,572 1259,320 | 427,941 1181475 | 23,042 | 2,483
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed | 1,207,000 | 23,042 252,125 | 244,572 1259,320 | 427,941 1181475| 23,042 | 2,483
State Bond
Existing 201,200 | 38,400 | 146,193 | 16,607 68,660 96,048 | 29,009 | 7,483
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed | 201,200 | 38,400 | 146,193 | 16,607 68,660 96,048 | 29,009 | 7,483
Local Funds
Existing 52,400 51,400 1,000 52,400
Change 0 0 0 0
Proposed 52,400 51,400 1,000 52,400
FTA Funds
Existing 1,200 1,200 1,200
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 1,200 1,200 1,200
RSTP
Existing 20,000 20,000 20,000
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 20,000 20,000 20,000
Total
Existing | 1,748,821 | 77,162 [150,993 283,432 [361,372 [384,720 | 491,142 | 68,660 | 1,602,424 | 67,771 | 9,966
Change (34,400)] 0 0 0 0 0] (34,400 0 (34,400) 0 0
Proposed | 1,714,421 | 77,162 [ 150,993 [ 283,432 | 361,372 | 384,720 | 456,742 ] 68,660 | 1,568,024 | 67,771 | 9,966
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ADD: AB 3090 Reimbursement (PPNO 4027A):

County District PPNO EA Element | Const. Year | PM Back | PM Ahead | Route/Corridor
Los Angeles 7 4027A CO
Implementing Agency: (by |PA&ED PS&E
component) RIW CON LACMTA

RTPAICTC: Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Project Title: AB 3090 Reimbursement

Location AB 3090 Reimbursement

Description: AB 3090 Reimbursement

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)

Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL RW | CON
Prior | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | 17/18 | R/W | CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
RIP
Existing 0 0 0 0
Change | 34,400 20,000 | 14,400 34,400
Proposed | 34,400 20,000 | 14,400 34,400
Total
Existing 0 0 0 0
Change | 34,400 20,000 | 14,400 34,400
Proposed | 34,400 20,000 | 14,400 34,400
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Executive Director

PROPOSITION 1B STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP FORMULA PROGRAM —NEW AND
AMENDED PROGRAMMING
RESOLUTION SL P1B-P-1213-08

| SSUE:

Proposition 1B, 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
salestax, property tax and/or bridge tolls (95%) and a competitive program to match local uniform
developer fees (5%). The California Transportation Commission (Commission) adopted SLPP
Guidelines for 2010-11 in April 2010. These guidelines remain in effect through the end of the
program in 2012-13.

Amendments to existing projects and requests to program new Formula Program projects are
detailed (shaded, with bold font) on Attachment 1. In addition, remaining balances for each agency
are shown on Attachment 2. All SLPP funds must be programmed and all ocated by June 30, 2013
(the deadline to submit requests is 60 days prior to the CTC meeting date.)

RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends the Commission adopt the amended SLPP program of formula projects
highlighted on Attachment 1, in accordance with Resolution SLP1B-P-1213-08.

BACKGROUND:

The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, approved
by the voters as Proposition 1B 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 afive-year period to eligible transportation projects nominated
by an applicant transportation agency.

In 2008, the Legidature 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.

Attachments

STATE OF CALIFORNIA CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
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TAB 72
January 8, 2013
Item 4.7

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

Adoption of Proposition 1B
State-L ocal Partnership Program (SL PP)

RESOLUTION SLP1B-P-1213-08

WHEREAS the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of
2006, approved by the voters as Proposition 1B on November 7, 2006, includes $1 billion for the
State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) to fund transportation capital improvement projects,
and

WHEREAS the Bond Act provides that SLPP funds are available, upon appropriation by the
Legidature, to Transportation Agencies, as allocated by the California Transportation
Commission (Commission); and

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 (AB 268)
designating the Commission the administrative agency responsible for programming SLPP and
the agency authorized to adopt guidelines for the program; and

WHEREAS the funds available in the SLPP account shall be made available for alocation by the
Commission over a period of five years, from 2008-09 to 2012-13; and

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

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

WHEREAS the Commission received additional programming requests for 2012-13; and
WHEREAS funds remain available for programming and allocation through the end of 2012-13.
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Commission adopts the attached list showing

new and amended projectsin 2012-13 for the formula portion of the State-Local Partnership
Program, and
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BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that aproject’s approved SLPP funding isto be considered a
“not to exceed amount” and that any increase in project cost is the responsibility of the
nominating agency, and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the 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, afinal 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 origina
project schedule and performance outcomes derived from the project, and

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 afinal audit report within 12 months after the final delivery report.

Attachment
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Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program January 8, 2013
Formula Programming ltem 4.7
($,000) Attachment 1

Resolution SLP1B-P-1213-08

Applicant Agency Implementing Final
Project Title Agency 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13
SALES TAX - NORTH
Fresno Beg. Balance $4,715 $9,418 $13,623 $17,780 $21,971
Rt 180-Kings Canyon Expswy Seg 2 Caltrans $11,500
Temperance Av-Bullard to Herndon Clovis $1,298
Herndon Av-Clovis to Fowler Clovis $799
Peach Av-Kings Canyon Rd to Belmont  Fresno $3,650
Willow Av-Barstow Av to Escalon Av Fresno $965
Balance $4,715 $9,418 $13,623 $17,780 $3,759
San Joaquin $3,472 $6,914 $4,875 $7,929 $7,212
Lower Sacramento Rd/UPRR Grade Sep City of Stockton $5,100
I-5 - French Camp Road I/C City of Stockton $3,800
Rt 99 - South Stockton 6-lane Caltrans $7,212
Balance $3,472 $1,814 $4,875 $4,129 $0

SALES TAX - SOUTH

Los Angeles Beg. Balance $54,625 $83,586 $90,326 $77,000 | $106,038
I-5 North Carpool Lanes - SR 118 to 170 Caltrans $25,075
I-10 and 1-110 convert HOV to HOT LACMTA $20,000
I-5 Carmenital Interchange Caltrans $14,925
I-5 HOV - Empire Av I/C Caltrans $13,061
CNG Bus Procurement LACMTA $33,989 $4,561
Positive Train Control SCRRA $10,000 $10,000
LA-San Fernando Valley Transit Ext. LACMTA $14,700 $25,600
I-5 HOV Orange Co Line - I-605 (seg 5) Caltrans $41,529
Transit Bus Acquisition - low emission LACMTA $36,250
Exposition Light Rail Transit Ph Il LACMTA $28,259
Balance $29,550 $33,961 $20,737 $49,468 $0
San Bernardino $10,836 $21,551 $32,743 $44.474 $14,420
I-15/Ranchero Road Interchange SANBAG $4,550
South Milliken Av RR Grade Sep. Ontario $20,130
Vineyard Av RR Grade Separation Ontario $15,025
Lenwood Rd RR Grade Separation SANBAG $2,161
Rt 62 Imp. Apache Trail to Palm Av Yucca Valley $723
Rt 62 Imp. La Honda Wy to Dumosa Av  Yucca Valley $778
National Park Dr Improvements Twentynine Palms $400
Maple Lane Improvements San Bernardino Co. $1,302
Village "L" Street Impr - Various loc. Big Bear Lake $1,200
Balance $10,836 $21,551 $32,743 $2,608 $10,017
Santa Barbara Beg. Balance $2,259 $4,502 $6,848 $9,284 $11,729
Union Valley Parkway Arterial - Ph Ill Santa Maria $2,876
Rt 99-South Stockton 6-lane (trade w/SJCOG) Caltrans $8,853
Balance $2,259 $4,502 $6,848 $9,284 $0

Page 1 of 1
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Formula Programming Balances at 1/8/13 ltem 4.7
Attachment 2

($,000)

TOLLS AND PROPERTY/PARCEL TAXES

Bay Area Transportation Authority
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District
Bay Area Rapid Transit District

$0
$0
$0

SALES TAX - NORTH

Alameda

Contra Costa

Fresno

Madera

Marin

Mendocino-Fort Bragg
Mendocino-Point Arena
Mendocino-Willits
Nevada-Nevada City
Nevada-Truckee
Sacramento

San Francisco

San Joaquin

San Mateo

Santa Clara

Santa Cruz

Sonoma

$0
$0
$3,759
$0
$0
$0
$11
$0
$41
$0
$0
$6
$0
$312
$105
$0
$0

SALES TAX - SOUTH

Imperial

Los Angeles
Orange
Riverside

San Bernardino
San Diego
Santa Barbara
Tulare

$0

$0

$599

$0
$10,017
$0

$0

$0

TOTAL UNPROGRAMMED

$14,850

Page 1 of 1
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Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Programming

STATE ROUTE 99 CORRIDOR BOND PROGRAM PROJECT BASELINE AMENDMENT
RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-14, AMENDING RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-11

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends that the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend the State Route (SR) 99 Corridor Bond Program
baseline agreement for the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening (PPNO 7668) project in San Joaquin
County.

ISSUE:

The Department proposes to amend the State Route (SR) 99 Corridor Bond Program baseline
agreement for the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project (PPNO 7668) in San Joaquin County to
revise the project funding plan.

BACKGROUND:

The SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project will widen 3.6 miles of SR 99 from four lanes to six
lanes from 0.3 mile north of Arch Road to 0.1 mile south of Route 4 West. The construction
contract was awarded on October 16, 2012.

A program amendment is proposed on this month’s Commission agenda to program $1,632,000 of
the San Joaquin Council of Governments’ (SJCOG) Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program
(SLPP) formula funds, and $8,853,000 of the Santa Barbara County Area Governments’ (SBCAG)
SLPP formula funds, for a total of $10,485,000, to the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project. It
is also proposed to remove $10,485,000 of SJCOG local Measure K funds from the project funding
plan. The proposed funding plan changes are shown below.

SJCOG proposes to transfer $8,853,000 of Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funds to SBCAG
in a future amendment.

A concurrent allocation amendment to de-allocate award savings, a program amendment to de-
program the award savings, and an allocation of $10,485,000 of Fiscal Year 2012-13 SLPP funds,
are also proposed on this month’s Commission agenda. The following table assumes that the
allocation amendment and program amendment have been approved.

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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REVISE:

SR 99 (SOUTH STOCKTON) WIDENING PROJECT (PPNO 7668)

(DOLLARS IN THOUSANDS)
Project Totals by Fiscal Year Project Totals by Component
FUND | TOTAL R/W CON
Prior | 12/13 | 13/14 | 14/15 | 15/16 | 16/17 | RIW | CON |PA&ED| PS&E | Supp | Supp
RIP
Existing 17,023 | 17,023 4,472 | 12,000 551
Change 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed 17,023 | 17,023 4,472 | 12,000 551
1P
Existing 1,558 1,558 1,558
Change 0 0 0
Proposed 1,558 1,558 1,558
State Bond (SR 99)
Existing | 132,256 | 132,256 31,411 | 79,456 5,889 | 15,500
Change 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed | 132,256 | 132,256 31,411 | 79,456 5,889 | 15,500
Local Funds (SJCOG Measure K)
Existing 58,041 | 58,041 28,559 | 28,922 560
Change (10,485)] (10,485) 0 | (10,485) 0
Proposed 47556 | 47,556 28,559 | 18,437 560
State Bond (SLPP - SICOG shares)
Existing 5,580 5,580 5,580
Change 1,632 1,632 1,632
Proposed 7,212 7,212 7,212
State Bond (SLPP - SBCAG shares)
Existing 0 0 0
Change 8,853 8,853 8,853
Proposed 8,853 8,853 8,853
Total
Existing | 214,458 | 208,878 | 5,580 59,970 | 113,958 | 6,030 | 12,000 | 7,000 | 15,500
Change 0 f (10,485)| 10,485 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed | 214,458 | 198,393 | 16,065 59,970 | 113,958 | 6,030 | 12,000 | 7,000 | 15,500

RESOLUTION R99-PA-1213-14

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission does hereby amend the State Route
99 Corridor Bond Program baseline agreement for the SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening project
(PPNO 7668) with the information described above.

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Action Item
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Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR SHOPP PROJECTS
RESOLUTION FP-12-32

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission allocate $19,715,000 for six projects programmed in the 2012 State
Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP).

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes six SHOPP projects totaling $19,715,000. The Department is ready
to proceed with these projects and is requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $19,715,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Items
2660-302-0042 and 2660-302-0890 for six State Highway Operation and Protection Program
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
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TAB 74
January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-12-32
1
$3,700,000 In Siskiyou and Shasta Counties, at various locations. 02-3452 2012-13
o Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 19 bridges by repairing SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $74,000
Siskiyou damage decks, sealing decks with methacrylate, placing $3,305,000 SHA
02\-/Salrs-5 polyester concrete overlays and repairing joint seals to extend 02000420070 30'2:'%5:390 $3,626,000
the useful life of the bridges. 3E6504 20.20.201.119
2
$800,000 Near Mineral, at Mill Creek Bridge #8-0133. 02-3215D 2012-13
Outcome/Output: Place Rock Slope Protection (RSP) at the SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $16,000
Tehama abutment and pier to prevent further scouring, maintain $1,300,000 SHA
02-Teh-36 structural integrity and reduce the risk of lives and properties 0200020139 302-0890 $784,000
91.5 4 FTF
2C2254 20.20.201.111
3
$1,193,000 In and near Sacramento, at the North Avenue Overcrossing 03-6693 2012-13
#24-106 and at the 80/244 Separation Bridge #24-292. SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $24,000
Sacramento Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate three bridges by patching deck $1,730,000 SHA
03-Sac-80 spalls, sealing hinge cracks, replacing joint seals and applying 0300000099 302-0890 $1,169,000
8.1/1.1 polyester concrete overlays on decks to extend the useful life 4 FTF
of the bridges. 0F6804 20.20.201.119
4
$1,340,000 Near the city of Santa Cruz, from Laguna Road to Waddell 05-1964 2012-13
Creek Bridge. Outcome/Output: Construct new guard railing, SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $27,000
Santa Cruz and upgrade existing guard railing, end treatments, crash $1,543,000 SHA
05-SCr-1 cushions and improve drainage to reduce the number and 0500000204 302-0890 $1,313,000
26.8/36.3 severity of traffic collisions at 31 different locations. 4 FTF
0M9804 20.20.201.015
5
$1,409,000 Near Guadalupe, from Simas Road to Black Road. 05-1850 2012-13
Outcome/Output: Relocate ditches, culverts, utility poles and SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $28,000
Santa Barbara other fixed objects to outside the 30-foot highway clear $3,731,000 SHA
05-SB-166 recovery zone (CRZ) at two locations in order to reduce the 0500000056 302-0890 $1,381,000
0.9/4.8 number and severity of traffic collisions 4 FTF
0G1604 20.20.201.015
(Office of Traffic Safety (OTS) federal grant contribution:
$1,000,000)
6
$11,273,000 Approximately 30 miles east of Barstow, at the C.V. Kane 08-0176F 2011-12
' Safety Roadside Rest Area (SRRA). SHOPP/12-13 302-0042 $225,000
San Bernardino  Qutcome/Output: Upgrade the aging and heavily used $11,335,000 SHA
0%?5?315 northbound and southbound SRRA’s. Work will reconstruct, 0800020229 30'2:'%5:390 $11,048,000
expand, and modernize comfort stations, walkways, parking, 0G8404 20.20.201.250

and utilities.
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TAB 75

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.5C.(3)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA preparedby:  Steven Keck
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS
OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION FP-12-33

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission allocate $1,528,000 for nine locally administered State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) projects off the State Highway System, as follows:

o $40,000 for two STIP projects; and

o $872,000 for five STIP Transportation Enhancement projects; and

0 $616,000 for two STIP Programming, Planning, and Monitoring projects.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes nine locally administered STIP projects off the State Highway
System totaling $1,528,000, plus $699,231 from other sources. The local agencies are ready to
proceed with these projects and are requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $1,528,000 be allocated from the Budget Acts of 2011 and 2012, Budget Act Items
2660-101-0042 and 2660-101-0890 for nine locally administered STIP projects described on the
attached vote list.
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January 2013.)

(A 12-month time extension for FY 11-12 funds programmed for
CON was approved and expires on June 30, 2013.)

(Contributions from other sources: $699,231.)

Outcome/Output: This project will reduce the number of lanes
on Lancaster Boulevard, shorten crossing distance, add
approximately 600 feet of raised median, and add
approximately 50,920 square feet of landscaped
planter/park/plaza area at intersection. This project will reduce
speeds through the intersection by approximately 5 mph,
decrease pedestrian crossing distance by approximately 12 to
22 percent and eliminate all left turns and through movements
from driveways on Lancaster Boulevard.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase ltem #

RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-12-33

1
$15,000 West Bishop Roadway Reconstruction. In West Bishop, on 09-2599 2012-13
various residential streets. Reconstruct roadways. RIP /12-13 101-0042 $15,000
Inyo County PA&ED SHA
Inyo LTC Outcome/Output: This project will provide greater motorist $15,000 20.30.600.621
09-Inyo safety and extend the life of 3 miles of existing roadway. 0913000022
2
$25,000 Mt. Bullion Cutoff Road Rehabilitation Phase 2. Near the town 10-0209B 2012-13
of Mariposa, on Mt. Bullion Cutoff Road, from Route 140 to 1.1 RIP/12-13 101-0042 $25,000
Mariposa County  miles west of Route 49. Roadway Rehabilitation. PS&E SHA
Mariposa LTC $25,000 20.30.600.621
10-Mariposa Outcome/Output: Reconstruct the road surface of 1013000080
approximately 2 lane-miles.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects off the Resolution FP-12-33

State Highway System
3
$20,000 School Road Sidewalk and Bike Lane. In McKinleyville, between 01-2257 2011-12
Fischer Road and Salmon Avenue. Construct sidewalks and RIP TE /12-13 101-0890 $20,000
Humboldt County  bike lanes on School Road. R/W FTF
HCAOG $20,000 20.30.600.731
01-Humboldt Outcome/Output: This project will complete a pedestrian and 0100020174
bicycle route from the main arterial road in McKinleyville to the
Pacific Coast Bike Route. The expected benefit is less traffic
congestion, improved roadway safety and aesthetics, and a
reduction in human obesity.
4
$45,000 Miller Creek Class Il Bicycle Lanes and Pedestrian 04-2127S 2011-12
Improvements. Near San Rafael. Construct a Class Il bike RIP TE/ 12-13 101-0890 $45,000
Marin County lane on Miller Creek Road, from west of Route 101 to Las PS&E FTF
MTC Gallinas Avenue by narrowing the median and restriping the $45,000 20.30.600.731
04-Marin roadway. 0413000149
Outcome/Output: This project will provide increased bicycle
safety and use on Miller Creek Road between Novato and San
Rafael by adding approximately 1,200 linear feet of Class I
bicycle lanes and will increase pedestrian safety by installing
new curb ramps at the intersection of Marinwood Avenue and
Miller Creek Road.
5
$728,000 Downtown Lancaster Gateway & Roundabout. In Lancaster in 07-4318 2011-12
the Gateway District, Lancaster Boulevard & 10th Street West. RIP TE/12-13 101-0890 $728,000
City of Lancaster  Install roundabout & enhancements. CON FTF
LACMTA $728,000 20.30.600.731
07-Los Angeles  (Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-13-04; 0712000240
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects off the Resolution FP-12-33

State Highway System
6
$10,000 Ed Powers Bike Lanes. Near West Bishop, on Ed Powers 09-2598 2011-12
Road, from Red-Hill-Read Route 168 to Route 395. Construct RIP TE/12-13 101-0890 $10,000
Inyo County Class Il bike lanes. PA&ED FTF
Inyo LTC $10,000 20.30.600.731
09-Inyo Outcome/Output: This project will provide a safer and less- 0913000021
congested alternative bicycle route along 2.4 miles of roadway.
7
$69,000 Mammoth Creek Gap Closure. In Mammoth Lakes, adjacent to 09-2597 2011-12
Old Mammoth Road from Minaret Road to Mammoth Creek. RIP TE/12-13 101-0890 $69,000
Town of Mammoth Construct Class | bike trail. PA&ED FTF
Lakes $69,000 20.30.600.731
Mono LTC (Contributions from other sources: $7,914.) 0913000009
09-Mono
Outcome/Output: This project will complete a multi-use path
system and provide a safer and less congested bicycle route.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5¢.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-12-33

8
$316,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 06-6L01 2012-13
RIP /12-13 101-0042 $316,000
Council of Fresno CONST SHA
County $316,000 20.30.600.670
Governments 0613000131
COFCG
06-Fresno
9
$300,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 11-7200 2012-13
RIP /12-13 101-0042 $300,000
Imperial County CONST SHA
Transportation $300,000 20.30.600.670
Commission 1113000059
Imperial CTC
11-Imperial
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State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.59.(7)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Programming

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION AMENDMENT FOR PROPOSITION 1B PROJECTS IN THE
TRAFFIC LIGHT SYNCHRONIZATION PROGRAM
RESOLUTION TLS1B-AA-1213-01, AMENDING RESOLUTION TLS1B-A-1213-01

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) amend Resolution TSL1B-A-1213-01 to re-allocate
$530,000 from Construction Capital to Construction Support for the San Mateo Smart Corridor —
Segment 3 (Project 5) (PPNO 2140T) Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) project in San
Mateo County.

BACKGROUND:

At its September 2012 meeting, the Commission approved resolution TSL1B-A-1213-01, allocating
$7,500,000 in Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP) funds for Construction Capital for the
San Mateo Smart Corridor — Segment 3 (Project 5) project. The Department is the implementing
agency for this contract. The Construction Support amount was inadvertently omitted from the vote
box. As a result, all funds were allocated to Construction Capital. This allocation amendment is
needed to segregate $530,000 TLSP funds for intended for Construction Support. There is no change
in total amount of TLSP funds allocated to this contract.

The necessary changes are reflected in strikethrough and bold on the attached revised vote box.

RESOLUTION:

Be it Resolved, that the California Transportation Commission amend Resolution
TSL1B-A-1213-01 to re-allocate $530,000 from Construction Capital to Construction Support for
the San Mateo Smart Corridor — Segment 3 (Project 5) (PPNO 2140T) project, a Traffic Light
Synchronization Program (TLSP) project in San Mateo County, in accordance with the revised vote
box.
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Project #
Allocation Amount
Recipient Agency
Dst-County
RTPA/MPO Corridor Name / Project Location

Program
Prgm'd Amt Budget Year
Project ID Iltem # Amount by
EA Fund Type Fund Type

2.59.(7) Proposition 1B - Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP)

Resolution TLS1B-AA-1213-01
Amending Resolution TLS1B-A-1213-01

1
$7,500,000 San Mateo County Smart Corridor — Segment 3 (Project 5).
In San Mateo County on US 101, SR 82 (EI Camino Real), SR
Department of 84, 109 and 114 from Whipple Avenue in Redwood City of San

Transportation Mateo/Santa Clara County line. This project will deploy
MTC intelligent Transportation system (ITS) elements along state
04-SM-101 routes.
Var.

(CEQA — CE, 03/29/12)
(NEPA — CE, N/A)

Final Project Development Adjustment: N/A

Final Right of Way Share Adjustment: N/A

(This allocation was technically corrected at the December
2012 meeting to revise the Budget Item Number, Program
Code and also to include contingency language.)
Outcome/Output: Construct TOS, communication lines and
interconnection of traffic signal systems along SR 82, SR 84,
SR 109 and SR 114 and at select off ramps on US 101.

ALLOCATION IS CONTINGENT UPON APPROVAL OF A
BUDGET REVISION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE.

Amend Resolution TLS1B-A-1213-01 to reallocate
$530,000 TLSP CONST to CON ENG.

04-2140T 004-6064 $530,000
TLSP/12-13 TLSP
CON ENG
$530,000 2012-13 $7,500,000
CONST 304-6064 $6,970,000
$7.500-000 TLSP
$6,970,000 20.20.400.252
0412000425
4A9254
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TAB 77

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.59.(10&)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA preparedby:  Steven Keck
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STATE-LOCAL
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM FUND PROJECTS OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION SLP1B-A-1213-14

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $14,701,000 for 22 locally administered State-
Local Partnership Program (SLPP) projects, off the State Highway System.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes 22 locally administered SLPP projects totaling $14,701,000 plus
$18,860,000 from other sources. The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are
requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $14,701,000 be allocated from the Budget Acts of 2011 and 2012, Budget Act Item
2660-104-6060 for 22 locally administered Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program projects
described in the attached vote list.

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 SLPP.
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Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase ltem #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type

2.5g.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects off the State Highway

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14

1
$508,000 Street Resurfacing — Various Locations. In Foster City, on SLPP/12-13 2011-12
various streets. Asphalt overlay with ancillary work including AC CONST 104-6060 $508,000
Foster City base repair, pavement grinding, utility adjustment, and striping. $508,000 SLPP
MTC 0413000177 20.30.210.200
04-San Mateo (CEQA - CE, 10/26/2012.)
Outcome/Output: Prevent costly rehabilitation work and enhance
driving conditions for the users. Improvements would extend the
useful life of the roads for at least 15 years.
2
$1,298,000 Sierra and Temperance Widening. In the city of Clovis, at the SLPP/12-13 2012-13
) ] intersection of Sierra and Temperance Avenues. Widen to a CONST 104-6060 $1,298,000
City of Clovis four-lane divided expressway and install traffic signal. $1,298,000 SLPP
COFCG 0613000121 20.30.210.200
06-Fresno (CEQA - CE, 05/15/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $1,298,000.)
Outcome/Output: 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.
3
$3,650,000 Peach Avenue Widening. In the city of Fresno, on Peach SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Avenue between Kings Canyon Road and Belmont Avenue. CONST 104-6060 $3,650,000
City of Fresno Widen from two-lanes to four-lanes. $3,650,000 SLPP
COFCG 0613000123 20.30.210.200
06-Fresno (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-08;
January 2009.)
(Contributions from other sources: $3,650,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will improve traffic operations,
reduce traffic accidents, and provide safe pedestrian access.
4
$799,000 Herndon Avenue Widening. In the city of Clovis, on Herndon SLPP/12-13 2011-12
Avenue between Clovis and Fowler Avenues. Widen, provide CONST 104-6060 $799,000
City of Clovis dual left turn lanes, install traffic signal, sidewalks, median, curb $799,000 SLPP
COFCG and gutter. 0613000127 20.30.210.200
06-Fresno
(CEQA - CE, 09/19/2011.)
(Contributions from other sources: $799,000.)
Outcome/Output: 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 and efficient
management and operation system.
5
$567,000 4™ Street Rehabilitation. In the city of Madera, on 4™ Street SLPP/12-13 2011-12
from Pine Street to east of K Street. Rehabilitation, CONST 104-6060 $567,000
City of Madera reconstruction, and resurfacing. $567,000 SLPP
Madera CTC 0613000124 20.30.210.200
06-Madera (CEQA - CE, 08/26/2009.)

(Contributions from other sources: $793,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will extend the life of the roadway,
improve street drainage and safety.
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Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14
Projects off the State Highway
6
$320,000 Kiowa Road Widening, Phase Il. In the Town of Apple Valley, SLPP/12-13 2012-13
on Kiowa Road from Tussing Ranch Road to Del Oro Road. CONST 104-6060 $320,000
Town of Apple Road widening $320,000 SLPP
Valley 0813000070 20.30.210.200
SANBAG (CEQA - CE, 07/27/2011.)

08-San Bernardino
(Contributions from other sources: $320,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will improve motorist and bicyclist
safety and relieve traffic congestion.

7
$1,200,000 Village “L” Street Improvements. On Village Drive from Big SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Bear Boulevard to Stocker Road and on Pine Knot Avenue from CONST 104-6060 $1,200,000
City of Big Bear  Cameron Drive to Big Bear Boulevard. Reconstruct roadway, $1,200,000 SLPP
Lake replace curb, curb ramps, gutter, sidewalk, and install new 0813000072 20.30.210.200
SANBAG drainage facilities.

08-San Bernardino
(CEQA - CE, 07/17/2011.)

(Contributions from other sources: $3,341,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will reconstruct 0.7 mile of

roadway, improve motorist and pedestrian safety, and prevent
future flooding.

8
$400,000 National Park Drive Street Improvements. On National Park SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Drive from Twentynine Palms Highway (SR 62) to Utah Trail. CONST 104-6060 $400,000
City of Construct curb, gutter, sidewalk, and bicycle paths. $400,000 SLPP
Twentynine Palms 0813000080 20.30.210.200
SANBAG (CEQA — CE, 09/12/2011.)

08-San Bernardino
(Contributions from other sources: $415,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will reconstruct approximately 1.1
miles of street improvements and improve pedestrian and
bicyclist safety.

9
$922,000 Redhill Avenue Rehabilitation. On Redhill Avenue from Bristol SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Street to Paularino Avenue. Rehabilitate asphalt concrete CONST 104-6060 $922,000
City of roadway including the replacement of curb ramps, curb, and $922,000 SLPP
Costa Mesa gutter and adjust utilities to grade. 1200020077 20.30.210.200
12%:%96 (CEQA - CE, 10/16/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $979,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 4-lane
facility and increase the useful life of 1.1 miles of roadway.
10
$216,000 Residential Road Rehabilitation. On various residential streets SLPP/12-13 2012-13
in the northeastern portion of Rancho Santa Margarita. CONST 104-6060 $216,000
City of Rehabilitate asphalt concrete roadway and adjust utilities to $216,000 SLPP
Rancho Margarita grade. 1200020084 20.30.210.200
12(_)(;;?% (CEQA - CE, 09/06/2012.)

(Contributions from other sources: $264,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 2-lane
facilities and increase the useful life of 2.2 miles of roadway.
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Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects off the State Highway

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14

11
$336,000 Yorba Linda Boulevard Rehabilitation. In the city of Yorba SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Linda, along Yorba Linda Boulevard from Lakeview Avenue to CONST 104-6060 $336,000
City of Avocado Avenue and from Avenida Rio del Oro to Village Center $336,000 SLPP
Yorba Linda Drive. Replace curb, gutter, sidewalk, and median curb and 1200020348 20.30.210.200
OCTA gutter.
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 05/24/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $338,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing six-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of approximately 0.8
mile of roadway.
12
$318,000 Residential Road Rehabilitation. In the city of Dana Point, on SLPP/12-13 2012-13
various residential streets. Rehabilitate eight local streets. CONST 104-6060 $318,000
City of $318,000 SLPP
Dana Point (CEQA — CE, 06/25/2012.) 1213000053 20.30.210.200
OCTA
12-Orange (Contributions from other sources: $2,548,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing six
northbound lanes and increase the useful life of 1.3 miles of
roadway.
13
$410,000 Magnolia Avenue Reconstruction. In the city of Fullerton, on SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Magnolia Avenue from Orangethorpe Avenue to Ash Avenue. CONST 104-6060 $410,000
City of Fullerton  Replace curb, gutter, and drainage facilities and install ADA- $410,000 SLPP
OCTA compliant curb ramps. 1213000054 20.30.210.200
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 07/19/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $310,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing four-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of 0.4 mile of roadway.
14
$343,000 Berkeley Avenue Reconstruction. In the city of Fullerton, on SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Berkeley Avenue from Harbor Boulevard to 500 feet east of CONST 104-6060 $343,000
City of Fullerton ~ Lemon Street. Replace curb and gutter and adjusting utilities to $343,000 SLPP
OCTA grade. 1213000055 20.30.210.200
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 07/31/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $357,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing four-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of 0.4 mile of roadway.
15
$600,000 Jamboree Road Rehabilitation. In the city of Irvine, on the SLPP/12-13 2012-13
northbound lanes of Jamboree Road from MacArthur Boulevard CONST 104-6060 $600,000
City of Irvine to Campus Drive. Rehabilitate pavement surface. $600,000 SLPP
OCTA 1213000058 20.30.210.200
12-Orange (CEQA - CE, 11/14/2012.)

(Contributions from other sources: $268,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing six
northbound lanes and increase the useful life of 0.8 mile of
roadway.
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Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects off the State Highway

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14

16
$973,000 Campus Drive Rehabilitation. In the city of Irvine, on Campus SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Drive from University Avenue to Culver Drive. Replacement of CONST 104-6060 $973,000
City of Irvine median landscaping. $973,000 SLPP
OCTA 1213000059 20.30.210.200
12-Orange (CEQA - CE, 11/14/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $648,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing four-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of 1.4 miles of
roadway.
17
$343,000 El Toro Road and Ridge Route Drive Rehabilitation. In the SLPP/12-13 2012-13
City of Laguna Hills, on El Toro Road from Paseo de Valencia to CONST 104-6060 $343,000
City of Laguna Bridger Road and on Ridge Route Drive from Moulton Parkway $343,000 SLPP
Hills to Avenida de la Carlota. ADA-compliant curb ramps, 1213000063 20.30.210.200
OCTA replacements of curb and gutter, and adjusting utilities to grade..
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 10/17/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $594,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing six
and two- lane roadways and increase the useful life of 1.0 mile of
roadway.
18
$318,000 Valencia Avenue Rehabilitation. From Yorba Linda Boulevard SLPP/12-13 2012-13
to the north city limits within the city of Brea. Rehabilitate asphalt CONST 104-6060 $318,000
City of Placentia  concrete roadway, construct ADA-compliant curb ramps and $318,000 SLPP
OCTA sidewalk and adjust utilities to grade. 1213000078 20.30.210.200
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 08/07/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $318,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 4-lane
facility and increase the useful life of 1.1 miles of roadway.
19
$95,000 Rose Drive and Yorba Linda Boulevard Intersection SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Improvements. At the intersection of Rose Drive and Yorba CONST 104-6060 $95,000
City of Placentia  Linda Boulevard. Modify existing traffic signals and create a $95,000 SLPP
OCTA dedicated right-turn lane. 1213000079 20.30.210.200
12-Orange
(CEQA - CE, 08/07/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $193,000.)
Outcome/Output: This project will reduce traffic accidents and
provide congestion relief.
20
$99,000 Santa Margarita Parkway Rehabilitation. On Santa Margarita SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Parkway from Avenida de Las Flores to Antonio Parkway. CONST 104-6060 $99,000
City of Rancho $99,000 SLPP
Santa Margarita ~ (CEQA — CE, 09/28/2012.) 1213000080 20.30.210.200

OCTA
12-Orange

(Contributions from other sources: $436,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 6-lane
facility and increase the useful life of 0.3 mile of roadway.
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TAB 77
CTC Financial Vote List January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(10a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-14
Projects off the State Highway
21
$293,000 El Toro Road Reconstruction. In the city of Laguna Woods, on SLPP/12-13 2012-13
El Toro Road from Calle Sonora to 900 feet west of Moulton CONST 104-6060 $293,000
City of Parkway. Repave roadway and construct ADA-compliant curb $293,000 SLPP
Laguna Woods  ramps. 1213000082 20.30.210.200
OCTA

12-Orange (CEQA - CE, 09/21/2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $298,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing six-
lane roadway and increase the useful life of 0.3 mile of roadway.

22
$693,000 Balboa Boulevard and Channel Road Reconstruction. On SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Balboa Boulevard from G Street to Chanel Road and on Chanel CONST 104-6060 $693,000
City of Road from Balboa Boulevard to East Ocean Front Alley. $693,000 SLPP
Newport Beach 1213000085 20.30.210.200
OCTA (CEQA — CE, 09/06/2012.)
12-Orange

(Contributions from other sources: $693,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will rehabilitate the existing 2- lane
facilities and increase the useful life of 0.75 mile of roadway.
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To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 78

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.59.(10b)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA preparedby:  Steven Keck
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STATE-LOCAL
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM TRANSIT PROJECT OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION SLP1B-A-1213-15

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $318,000 for one locally administered State-
Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Transit Acquisition of Three Alternate Fuel Trolley Buses
project, off the State Highway System.

ISSUE:
The attached vote list describes one locally administered SLPP project totaling $318,000 plus
$318,000 from other sources. The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is

requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $318,000 be allocated from the Budget Act 2012, Budget Act Item
2660-104-6060 for one locally administered Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program Transit
project described in the attached vote list.

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 SLPP.

Attachment

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



TAB 78
CTC Financial Vote List January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project # Program/Year
Allocation Phase
Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
Recipient Project ID Iltem #
RTPAICTC Project Title Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5g.(10b) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP) Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-15
1
$318,000 Acquisition of Three Alternate Fuel Trolley Buses. SLPP/12-13 2012-13
Acquisition of three propane powered trolley buses. CONST 104-6060 $318,000
Gity-of Laguna $318,000 SLPP
Beach (CEQA - CE, 15302 (c).) 1213000089 30.10.724.000
Orange County S
Transportation  (Contributions from other sources: $318,000.) T321GA
Authority
OCTA Outcome/Output: Expand trolley services while reducing overall
12-Orange traffic congestion and greenhouse gas emissions.
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TAB 79

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

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.59.(10C)

Action Item
rrom: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by:  Steven Keck
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Budgets

subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED STATE-LOCAL
PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM FUND PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION SLP1B-A-1213-16

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $5,278,000 for three locally administered State-
Local Partnership Program (SLPP) projects, on the State Highway System.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes three locally administered SLPP projects totaling $5,278,000 plus
$43,078,000 from other sources. The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are
requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $5,278,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Item
2660-304-6060 for three locally administered Proposition 1B State-Local Partnership Program
projects described in the attached vote list.

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 SLPP.

Attachment

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



CTC Financial Vote List

TAB 79
January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation
Amount
Recipient
RTPAICTC
County
Dist-Co-Rte
Postmile

Project Title
Location
Project Description

PPNO
Program/Year
Prgm’d Amount
Project ID
Adv Phase
EA

Budget Year
Item #
Fund Type Amount by
Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(10c) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects on the State Highway System

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-16

1
$1,000,000 Silva Valley Parkway / US 50 Interchange. In El Dorado 03-3302 2012-13
County at the Silva Valley Parkway. Construct overpass, on SLPP/11-12 304-6060 $1,000,000
El Dorado and off ramps, signalized intersection, bicycle and pedestrian CONST SLPP
County facilities. $1,000,000 20.20.724.000
El Dorado LTC 0300000258
El Dorado Final Project Development: N/A 4CONL
03-ED-50 1E2904
1.07/R2.40 Final Right of Way: N/A
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-12-13,
March, 2012.)
(A 12-month time extension for CON was approved and
expires on June 30, 2013.)
(Contributions from local sources: $35,000,000)
Outcome/Output: Construct one new interchange.
2
$3,500,000 I-15/Los Alamos Road Overcrossing Replacement. In the 08-0019N 2012-13
City of Murrieta, at the intersection of Interstate 15 and the SLPP/12-13 304-6060 $3,500,000
City of Murrieta Los Alamos Road overcrossing. Replace the existing 2-lane CONST SLPP
Riverside CTC overcrossing with a 4-lane structure. $3,500,000 20.20.724.000
Riverside 0800000250
08-Riv-15 (CEQA - CE, 05/18/2010.) 4CONL
9.5/10.5 0H3804
(Allocation consists of both competitive [$1,000,000] and
formula [$2,500,000] SLPP funds)
(Contributions from other sources: $6,400,000)
Outcome/Output: Reconstruct the existing overcrossing.
3
$778,000 Route 62 Median and Sidewalk Improvements. Inthe 08-2112 2012-13
town of Yucca Valley, on Route 62 from La Honda Way to SLPP/12-13 304-6060 $778,000
Town of Yucca Dumosa Avenue. Provide sidewalk and install raised CONST SLPP
Valley medians. $778,000 20.20.724.000
SANBAG 0800000576
San Bernardino  (CEQA - CE, 01/20/2009.) 4CONL
08-SBd-62 (NEPA - CE, 01/20/2009.) 1A7904
9.6/12.2

(Contributions from other sources: $1,678,000.)

Outcome/Output: Construct sidewalks and raised median.
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To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 80

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.59.(10d)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA preparedby:  Steven Keck
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Budgets

FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR STATE ADMINISTERED STATE-LOCAL PARTNERSHIP
PROGRAM FUND PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION SLP1B-A-1213-17

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) allocate $21,985,000 for two State administered State-
Local Partnership Program (SLPP) projects, on the State Highway System.

ISSUE:

The attached vote list describes two State administered SLPP projects totaling $21,985,000 plus
$11,500,000 from other sources. The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are
requesting an allocation at this time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $21,985,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2012, Budget Act Items
2660-004-6060 and 2660-304-6060 for two locally administered Proposition 1B State-Local
Partnership Program projects described in the attached vote list.

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 SLPP.

Attachment

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



CTC Financial Vote List

TAB 80
January 8, 2013

2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation Amount PPNO
Recipient Program/Year
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type

2.50.(10d) Proposition 1B — State Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)
Projects on the State Highway System

Resolution SLP1B-A-1213-17

(Concurrent SLPP Program Amendment under Resolution
SLP1B-P-1213-08; January 2013.)

Outcome/Output: Provide 28 new miles of lanes.

1
$11,500,000 Kings Canyon Expressway — Segment 2. Near 06-0091B 004-6060 $4,000,000
Centerville, from Quality Avenue to Smith Road. Construct SLPP/12-13 SLPP
Department of 4 lane expressway on existing alignment. CON ENG
Transportation $4,000,000 2012-13
COFCG Final Project Development (RIP): CONST 304-6060 $7,500,000
Fresno Support Estimate: $1,347,000 $7,500,000 SLPP
06-Fre-180 Programmed Amount:  $1,100,000 0600000381 20.20.724.000
R71.8/74.5 Adjustment: $ 247,000 (Debit) 4
342524
Pending from rich  Final Right of Way (RIP):
Support Estimate: $
Programmed Amount:  $4,959,000
Adjustment: $
(Contributions from local sources: $11,500,000)
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-13-03; January 2013.)
(Concurrent SLPP Program Amendment under Resolution
SLP1B-P-1213-08; January 2013.)
Outcome/Output: Construct 2.7 miles of new 4-lane
expressway.
2
$10,485,000 SR 99 (South Stockton) Widening. Near Stockton, from 10-7668 2012-13
0.3 miles north of Arch Road to 0.1 miles south of Route 4 SLPP/12-13 304-6060 $10,485,000
Department of West. Widen from 4 to 6 lanes and improve and reconstruct CONST SLPP
Transportation various interchanges. $10,485,000 20.20.724.000
SJCOG 1000000409
San Joaquin (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-19, 4
10-SJ-99 March, 2009.) 3A1004
15.0/18.6
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TAB 81

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

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.64.

Action Item
rrom: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by:  Steven Keck
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief
Budgets

subject: FINANCIAL ALLOCATION FOR LOCALLY ADMINISTERED TRANSIT PROGRAM
PROJECTS OFF THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM
RESOLUTION MFP-12-05

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation recommends the California Transportation
Commission allocate $1,418,000 for two locally administered State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) Transit projects.

ISSUE:
The attached vote list describes two locally administered STIP Transit projects totaling $1,418,000.
The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are requesting an allocation at this

time.

FINANCIAL RESOLUTION:

Resolved, that $1,418,000 be allocated from the Budget Act of 2011, Budget Act Item
2660-101-0046 for two locally administered STIP Transit projects described on the attached vote
list.

Attachment

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



CTC Financial Vote List

TAB 81
January 8, 2013

2.6 Mass Transportation Financial Matters

(R/W savings of $800,000 to be returned to Sacramento
County regional share balance.)

Outcome/Qutput: Improve pedestrian safety and access to
the bus transfer station.

Dist-PPNO
Program / Year
Programmed:
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
Recipient Project ID ltem #
RTPAICTC Project Title Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.6a. Locally Administered STIP Transit Projects Resolution MFP-12-05
1
$718,000 Purchase 5 Transit Vehicles. 01-3061 2011-12
Procurement of five diesel powered transit vehicles. RIP/12-13 101-0046 $718,000
Lake Transit CONST PTA
Authority (CEQA - CE, 15302 (c).) $718,000 30.10.070.626
LCCAPC 0113000049
01-Lake Outcome/Output: Maintain existing service reliability, safety S
and emissions compliance. T323TA
2
$700,000 Louis/Orlando Transfer Point Improvements. 03-3147 2011-12
Right of way acquisition of additional property adjacent to RIP/10-11 101-0046 $700,000
City of Roseville the existing bus transfer station. R/W PTA
SACOG $1.500.600 30.10.070.625
03-Placer (Concurrent Future Consideration of Funding - Resolution $700,000
E-13-06; January 2013.) CONST
$500,000
(A 20-month time extension for allocation of FY 2010-11 0313000158
funds programmed for R/W and CONST expires 2/28/13 per S
Waiver-11-31.) T322TA
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To:

From:

Subject:

TAB 82

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.8b.(1)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Local Assistance

REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR LOCALLY-
ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECTS, PER RESOLUTION G-06-08
WAIVER-13-01

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 $7,103,000 for the construction of nine 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

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”



TAB 82
Reference No.: 2.8b.(1)
January 8, 2013
Attachment, Page 1 of 4

Time Extension/Waiver — Project Contract Award Deadline
Local Streets and Roads Projects

Project # Applicant Extension Amount Allocation Date
County Resolution Number
PPNO Construction Only Number of Months Requested
Project Description Extended Deadline
Reason for Project Delay CT Recommendation
County of Tehama $2,333,000 6/28/2012
Tehema County FP-11-71
PPNO 02-2503
99W Overlay project 4 months

4/30/2013
Support

The County of Tehama (County) is requesting a four-month extension to the period of contract award for the 99W Overlay project. The
County has not been able to advertise and award the contract due to delays in obtaining approval of the Authorization to Proceed with
Construction (E-76) and project bid complexities.

The County submitted the E-76 request to the Department on August 7, 2012. The Department authorized the E-76 on September 10, 2012,
and notified the County on October 25, 2012. The project involves a base bid with additive alternate areas and the contractor’s choice of
utilizing two construction methods; A and B. Method A utilizes a deeper removal of asphalt with two lifts of Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA);
Method B utilizes Cold In-Place Recycling with a single lift of HMA. These bid options result in a more complex bid and award process.
These additional complexities do not allow the County ample time to advertise and award this construction project contract prior to the
December 2012 deadline. The County anticipates advertising and awarding this project by April 2013. Therefore, the County is requesting
a four-month extension to April 31, 2013.

County of Siskiyou

Siskiyou County $208,000 %63/2181/270112
PPNO 02-2479
h - . 6 months
Bridge Preventive Maintenance
- . 06/30/2013
Program Phase 1 Various Locations
Support

project

The County of Siskiyou (County) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Bridge Preventive Maintenance
Program, Phase 1 Various Locations project. The County has experienced delays in awarding the contract due to bid protests.

The County combined this project with a related project (PPNO 2504) into one bid package. The County advertised on October 5, 2012,
and bids opened in November 2012. The second lowest bidder protested the low bid claiming the low bidder did not comply with the
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) goal requirements. The County reviewed the bids and DBE information and will not be able to
award by December 31, 2012. The County started the administrative review upon receiving confirmation from the second lowest bidder
that they would like one performed. Should the County determine the low bidder to be invalid, the award would go to the second lowest
bidder. However, the second lowest bidder came in over the engineer's estimate. As a result, the County would have to request additional
funds from the bridge program, with matching local funds. The additional funds would not be available until March 2013. The County
anticipates re-advertising the project and awarding by June 30, 2013. Therefore, the County is requesting a six-month extension to June 30,
2013.

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act
STIP-State Transportation Improvement Program

FHWA-Federal Highway Administration
TE-Transportation Enhancements
The Department-California Department of Transportation



TAB 82
Reference No.: 2.8b.(1)
January 8, 2013
Attachment, Page 2 of 4

Time Extension/Waiver — Project Contract Award Deadline
Local Streets and Roads Projects

Project # Applicant Extension Amount Allocation Date
County Resolution Number
PPNO Construction Only Number of Months Requested
Project Description Extended Deadline
Reason for Project Delay CT Recommendation
County of Siskiyou
Siskiyou County $222,000 lgg/2181/270112
PPNO 02-2504

h . . 6 months
Bridge Preventive Maintenance
: . 06/30/2013
Program Phase 2 Various Locations
Support

project

The County of Siskiyou (County) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Bridge Preventive Maintenance
Program, Phase 2 Various Locations project. The County has experienced delays in awarding the contract due to bid protests.

The County combined this project with a related project (PPNO 2479) into one bid package. The County advertised on October 5, 2012,
and bids opened in November 2012. The second lowest bidder protested the low bid claiming the low bidder did not comply with the
Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) goal requirements. The County reviewed the bids and DBE information and will not be able to
award by December 31, 2012. The County started the administrative review upon receiving confirmation from the second lowest bidder
that they would like one performed. Should the County determine the low bidder to be invalid, the award would go to the second lowest
bidder. However, the second lowest bidder came in over the engineer's estimate. As a result, the County would have to request additional
funds from the bridge program, with matching local funds. The additional funds would not be available until March 2013. The County
anticipates re-advertising the project and awarding by June 30, 2013. Therefore, the County is requesting a six-month extension to June 30,
2013.

Glenn County $308,000 06/28/2012
Glenn County FP-11-71
PPNO 03-1317 3 months
Hamilton City Pedestrian Improvement 03/31/2013
project, TE Support

Glenn County (County) is requesting a three-month extension to the period of contract award for the Hamilton City Pedestrian Improvement project.
The County has experienced delays in finalizing Right of Way certification and obtaining approval of the Authorization to Proceed with
Construction (E-76).

The County experienced unanticipated delays in obtaining the Right of Way certification. The County expected the process to be completed on
schedule since no additional Right of Way was necessary for the project. The County requested the Right of Way certification on

October 2, 2012, and was subsequently notified that specific forms should have been utilized to document the agreement with Cal Water regarding
adjusting water valves to grade during construction. The County prepared the necessary forms and the Right of Way was certified on

November 13, 2012. The E-76 was approved on December 5, 2012 allowing the County to proceed with advertising and awarding the project. The
County anticipates advertising the project in December 2012 and awarding in February 2013. To allow for any unforeseen issues such as bid
protests, the County is requesting an additional month. Therefore, the County is requesting a three-month extension to March 31, 2013.

CEQA- California Environmental Quality Act
NEPA-National Environmental Policy Act
STIP-State Transportation Improvement Program

FHWA-Federal Highway Administration
TE-Transportation Enhancements
The Department-California Department of Transportation



TAB 82
Reference No.: 2.8b.(1)
January 8, 2013
Attachment, Page 3 of 4

Time Extension/Waiver — Project Contract Award Deadline
Local Streets and Roads Projects

Project # Applicant Extension Amount Allocation Date

County Resolution Number
PPNO Construction Only Number of Months Requested
Project Description Extended Deadline
Reason for Project Delay CT Recommendation

5 Sierra County $2,304,000 06/28/2012
Sierra County FP-11-71
PPNO 03-1L61 5 months
Ridge Road Rehabilitation project 05/31/2013

Support

The County of Sierra (County) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Ridge Road Rehabilitation project. The
County has experienced delays due to the unanticipated re-evaluation of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Categorical Exclusion (CE)
document.

The original NEPA clearance was completed on August 11, 2011, but an unanticipated discovery of high arsenic levels found in some soil samples
taken during routine project site testing triggered a re-evaluation of the NEPA CE. This re-evaluation was completed on May 7, 2012 at which time
the permit application could now be started. During the re-evaluation process, the “Area of Potential Impacts (API)” was expanded due to the
discovery of additional cultural resources. The County anticipated the permit process to be completed in April 2012, but due to the newly expanded
API, it was completed in October 2012. Furthermore, the project is located in a remote region of the northern sierra mountain range at an elevation
of 5,000 feet in altitude. Due to the unanticipated early seasonal snowfall in late October and early November, prospective bidders have been
prevented from evaluating the project site to provide accurate bids. The snow is not typically on the ground in March, but could potentially last until
mid April. The County anticipates advertising in March 2013 and awarding in May 2013. The delay in receiving the permits from the regulatory
agencies, coupled with early winter weather conditions, is the reason for the requested time extension. Therefore, the County is requesting a five-
month extension to May 31, 2013.

6 Tulare County $190,000 6/28/2012
Tulare County FP-11-71
PPNO 06-6539 6 months
Pixley Main Street Enhancement project 6/30/2013

Support

The County of Tulare (County) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Pixley Main Street Enhancement project.
The County has experienced delays in advertising and awarding the contract due to unforeseen design complexities, maintenance agreements and
Community Services Employment Training (CSET) negotiations.

The County developed the project with the understanding that the existing storm drain system would be utilized in the project. However, during the
design phase of the project, it was determined that the existing storm drain system terminated at the south end of the project and was not functional.
The project had to be redesigned to utilize curb and gutter and valley gutters to convey the storm runoff. Modifications to address the project’s
drainage features added approximately one month to the design process. Furthermore, the American Disability Act (ADA) compliant curb ramps
were determined to fall outside the existing right of way and also conflicted with existing utility pole locations. The County redesigned the ADA
ramps to help avoid purchasing additional Right of Way or relocating the existing poles. These modifications added approximately one month to
the design process.

In addition, the County does not maintain landscaping within the unincorporated communities. Therefore the County needed to finalize an
agreement with the Pixley Community Services District (CSD) to commit to maintaining the landscaping improvements that are part of this project.
These negotiations took approximately two months longer than expected. Lastly, the County needed to negotiate with CSET to perform certain
portions of the work as required in the grant application. The County had to negotiate with CSET on the documentation needed to submit pay
requests and invoices. Those negotiations took an additional two months to complete. Therefore, the County is requesting a six-month extension
to June 30, 2013.

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




TAB 82
Reference No.: 2.8b.(1)
January 8, 2013
Attachment, Page 4 of 4

Time Extension/Waiver — Project Contract Award Deadline
Local Streets and Roads Projects

Project # Applicant Extension Amount Allocation Date

County Resolution Number
PPNO Construction Only Number of Months Requested
Project Description Extended Deadline
Reason for Project Delay CT Recommendation

7 City of Tulare $397,000 6/28/2012
Tulare County FP-11-71
PPNO 06-6524 4 months
Santa Fe Bike Lighting project 4/30/2013

Support

The City of Tulare (City) is requesting a four-month extension to the period of contract award for the Santa Fe Bike Trail Lighting project. The City
has experienced delays in project advertisement and award due to unanticipated design revisions.

The City’s five-mile Class | Santa Fe Bike Trail was originally designed and built during the 1990's. Due to fiscal constraints, the original trail
construction only included lighting in the central portions of the trail, leaving a total of three segments unlit. The City, under a separate project,
successfully completed the lighting of one segment. The remaining two segments are included in this project. The City used local funds to redesign
the project to incorporate LED lighting fixtures to comply with the City's emerging green energy standards and greenhouse gas emission targets. This
allows the City to reduce its operation and maintenance costs. The redesign delayed the project by four months. The City has completed the revisions
and the project is ready to advertise and award. The City is requesting a four-month extension to April 30, 2013.

8 Ventura County Transportation $1,017,000 06/28/2012
Commission (City of Camarillo) FP-11-74
Ventura County 6 months
PPNO 07-3565K 6/30/2013
Ponderosa Drive Landscaping project Support

The Ventura County Transportation Commission (County) is requesting a six-month extension to the period of contract award for the Ponderosa
Drive Landscaping project. The City has not been able to proceed with awarding the project due to bidding issues.

The County received only two bids on the Ponderosa Drive Landscape project. Both bidders had some issues with their bids and were considered
non-responsive. The County plans to reject the bids at their January Council meeting. The County will then need to re-bid the project. However,
the timeframe to re-advertising and awarding the project will exceed the award deadline. Although the County worked closely with the Department,
the original six months to award was a very tight timeframe as the City received the allocation in June 2012 but did not receive the E-76 for the
project until September 2012. The City was not able to advertise the project until October 2012 and anticipated awarding the contract in November
2012. The City anticipates advertising and awarding the project in April 2013 however, to allow for any unforeseen issues, the County is
requesting an additional two months. The County is requesting a six-month extension to June 30, 2013, to re-advertise and award the project.

9 San Joaquin Regional Transit District ~ $124,000 06/28/2012

San Joaquin FP-11-71
PPNO 10-0204 3 months
Airport Way Bus Rapid Transit Corridor 3/31/2013
Enhancement project Support
The San Joaquin Regional Transit District (RTD) is requesting a three-month extension to the period of contract award for the Airport Way Bus
Rapid Transit Corridor Enhancement project. The RTD has not been able to proceed with awarding the project due to delays in obtaining the
Authorization to Proceed with Construction (E-76).
The RTD's original Transportation Enhancement application was approved by the Department with the understanding that the construction
(installation of purchased bicycle racks) would be completed by RTD staff. The RTD discovered during recent communication with the Department
and authorization processes that a Public Interest Finding (PIF) submittal was required with the E-76 in these circumstances. The RTD is currently
working on the PIF for submittal to the Department by the end of December. To allow time to receive approval of the E-76 and the PIF, the RTD is
requesting a three-month extension to March 31, 2013.

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
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TAB 83

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

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting: ~ January 8, 2013
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.8b.(2)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Transportation Programming

REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF CONTRACT AWARD FOR STATE
ADMINISTERED PROJECTS ON THE STATE HIGHWAY SYSTEM, PER
RESOLUTION G-06-08

WAIVER 13-02

RECOMMENDATION:

The Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation
Commission (Commission) approve a two month time extension for one State Highway Operation
and Protection Program (SHOPP) project described below.

ISSUE:

On June 2012, the Commission allocated $19,979,000 for one SHOPP project (Dist-PPNO 08-
0224M) to rehabilitate State Route 62 in San Bernardino County. In accordance with Resolution G-
06-08, the deadline to award contracts for projects allocated in June 2012 is December 31, 2012.
The Department will not be able to meet the deadline for this project and is requesting a time
extension for the period of contract award.

Prior to the November 2012 bid opening, the Department received several bidder inquiries. It was
here that clarification of cross sections needed to be identified. Therefore an additional addendum
was required, that delayed the bid opening to December 6, 2012. The cross sections were revised to
add more detail to reflect site conditions. This two month time extension will allow the Department
sufficient time to analyze the bids and award the project contract.

BACKGROUND:

In June 2006, the Commission adopted Resolution G-06-08, making the six-month period to award a
permanent requirement under the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Guidelines.

*“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



TAB 83

Reference No.: 2.8b.(2)

January 8, 2013

Attachment
2.8b.(2) Time Extension / Waiver - Contract Award
Waiver 13-02
Allocated Request
Project [Dist- EA County- Description Fund Amount [Allocation| Months until end of
Number|PPNO Route Source | (x $1,000) Date (month-yr)
1 04-0829F 4S030 Nap-128 |Near Lake Hennessy, 2.8 miles east of SHOPP | $ 1,398 | 06/28/12 3 Mar-2013

Silverado Trail. Stabilize and reconstruct
roadway and replace drainage culvert

Reason for Delay: Bids opened October 2012. Low bidder did not meet Good Faith Effort. The preliminary determination on the next low bidder is that they may also not
meet Good Faith Effort. The three month time extension will allow the Department to complete analysis of the next low bidder, go to the third low bidder if necessary, and

award the project.

2 08-0224M

0Q730

SBd-62

Near Yucca Valley and in Twentynine Palms,
from Mesa Road to Bermuda Avenue.
Rehabilitate 70 roadway lane miles. Proect
will dig-out damaged pavement sections,
grind, ovelay with hot mix asphalt and a
rubberized hot mis asphalt wearing course.

SHOPP

$ 19,979

06/28/12

Feb-2013

Reason for Delay: Prior to the November 2012 bid opening, the Department received several bidder inquiries. It was here that clarification of cross sections needed to be
identified. Therefore an addendum was required, that delayed the bid opening to December 6, 2012. The cross sections were revised to add more detail to reflect site
conditions. The two month time extension will allow the Department sufficient time to analyze the bids and award the project contract.

Page 1 of 1




TAB 84

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

Memorandum

To: CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS CTC Meeting:  January 8, 2012
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.:  2.8C.

Action Item
From: NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
Chief Financial Officer Division Chief

Local Assistance

subject: REQUEST TO EXTEND THE PERIOD OF PROJECT COMPLETION FOR LOCALLY-
ADMINISTERED STIP PROJECT, PER STIP GUIDELINES
WAIVER-13-03

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the request by the Siskiyou County (County) to
extend the period of project completion for the State Transportation Improvement Program Lake
Siskiyou Trail Wagon Creek Arm Bridge project (PPNO 02-2405) for 16 months to April 30, 2014.

ISSUE:

On July 24, 2008 the Commission approved Resolution FP 08-04, allocating $745,000 for the Lake
Siskiyou Trail, Wagon Creek Arm Bridge project (Project). The construction contract was awarded
on December 8, 2009. The County is unable to complete project construction by the deadline of
December 31, 2012.

BACKGROUND:

This Long Term Environmental Mitigation project includes construction of a multi-use trail,
shoreline restoration and parking improvements and a new bridge that will be constructed that link
seven miles of bicycle and pedestrian trails. The County anticipates that they will be unable to
complete the 75 percent plant establishment requirement by the December 31, 2012 deadline.

The major components of the project have been completed; the remainder being the 3-year plant
establishment period. The final planting occurred on April 19, 2011 thus initiating the 3-year plant
establishment period. Long term environmental commitments require a minimum of 75 percent
plant establishment within 3 years of initial planting. The beginning of the plant establishment
period could not be determined prior to completion of the major construction activities. Given

April 2011 start date, the earliest start date the 75 percent plant establishment period could be
completed would be April 19, 2014. Therefore, the County is requesting a 16-month time extension.

Current STIP 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.

““Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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	04_1.2
	MINUTES
	CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
	http://www.catc.ca.gov
	December 5-6, 2012
	Riverside, California
	Executive Director Rhinehart announced that the CTC Annual Report was posted on the CTC website on December 4 and hard copies will be distributed once they are received from the printer adding her thanks to staff for their efforts.  Ms. Rhinehart also...
	Commissioner Inman acknowledged the Hotlink Pilot Project on Hwy 110.
	Commissioner Assemi reported on his discussion with Norma Ortega and the Central Valley COG regarding SR-99 bond savings.
	Riverside County Transportation Commission Executive Director Anne Mayer welcomed the Commissioners and staff to the Riverside County.
	UPublic SpeakersU:
	Rye Baerg - Safe Routes to School National Partnership - did not speak
	Caltrans Chief Financial Officer Norman Ortega gave an update on Caltrans personnel changes, federal earmarks, and Caltrans attendance at the Senate Transportation Committee's hearing on Peer Review Panels.
	Federal Highway Administration, District Administrator Vincent Mammano gave brief overview of the FHWA activities, including the Everyday Counts Summit and DVE goals.
	Orange County Transportation Authority, State and Federal Programming Manager Adriann Cardoso gave an update on the RTPA.
	Humboldt County Association of Governments Executive Director Marcella Clem briefly discussed the RCTF activities.
	Transportation California Executive Director Mark Watts gave an update on the Action Plan.
	Project 5 (PPNO 12-3157) - Item # should be 302-0890 not 201-0890.
	Boulevard project (PPNO 3985)
	This Item was presented following the Consent Calendar.
	Item 8 (08- PM R-22.8, DD 002261-01-02, Margaret Jacobs)   Withdrawn at the CTC Meeting.
	--Correct Attachment and Vote List; EA should be 3A7774 not 3A77744
	--Book Item is correct.
	--Revise Agenda Language, Attachment, and Vote List.  Yellow Book Item is correct.
	HOV Gap Closure project (PPNO 0041G)
	--Revise Agenda Language and Vote List.  Yellow Book Item and Attachment are correct.
	Greenville to Isabel – project (PPNO 0112B)
	--Revise Agenda Language and Vote List.  Yellow Book Item and Attachment are correct.
	project (PPNO 0172I)
	--Revise Agenda Language and Book Item; PPNO should be 2449 not 2249.  Attachment is correct.
	CTC Deputy Director Stephen Maller presented 2012 Third Quarter Bay Area Toll Bridge Progress and Financial Update.
	Status Update on the TCIF Projects  YELLOW BOOK ITEM
	Caltrans, Division of Budgets, Chief Steven Keck gave the First Quarter FY 2012-13 – Finance Report
	Caltrans, Division of Budgets, Chief Steven Keck gave an update on the Budge and Allocation Capacity.
	Status of 2004-06 Appropriation Act Federal Earmark Projects PINK REPLACEMENT ITEM
	UAction ItemU:
	Caltrans and CTC Staff – All future items should provide more information regarding environmental challenges to project delivery both cost and time at the request of Commissioner Earp
	Reconstruction project (PPNO 0170M)
	This Item was withdrawn.
	--Revise Book Item; page 4, resolution TCIF-P-1112-24 should be TCIF-P-1213-24.  Agenda is correct.
	This Item was withdrawn.
	--Revise Book Item; Budget Act of 2011, should be Budget Act of 2012.  Vote list is correct.
	--Agenda Language, Attachment and Vote List are correct.
	This Item was withdrawn.
	This Item was withdrawn.
	Project 3 (PPNO 02-3291)  Withdrawn prior to CTC Meeting
	Project 2 (PPNO 06-6553)  Withdrawn prior to CTC Meeting
	Commissioner Assemi thanked Caltrans staff, CTC staff working with the eight COGs to take a looks at funds for SR-99.
	Chair Tavaglione adjourned the meeting at 10:32 am.

	05_1.3
	06_1.4
	07_1.5
	08_1.12
	09_1.6
	10_1.7
	11_1.11
	12_1.8
	13_1.9
	14_1.10
	15_4.1
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 4.1
	ISSUE:
	Does the California Transportation Commission (Commission) have comments to the legislation identified and monitored by staff?  The State Legislature convened on December 3, 2012 for an organizational session and returned from winter recess on January...
	Should the Commission adopt a support position on Senate Constitutional Amendment (SCA) 4 by Senator Liu and SCA 8 by Senator Corbett?  SCA 4 and 8 would provide that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a local government for th...
	RECOMMENDATION:

	Adopt the following positions:
	SCA 4 - Support
	SCA 8 – Support
	BACKGROUND:
	Attachments
	A – 2013 Tentative Legislative Schedule
	B – Status of State and Federal Legislation
	C – SCA 4 Draft Letter of Support and Constitutional Amendment
	D – SCA 8 Draft Letter of Support and Constitutional Amendment

	16_4.6
	4.6_BI
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 4.6
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	UISSUE:
	Over the next several months, the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) will work closely with California Transportation Commission (Commission) staff to identify key issues and assumptions, and prepare the 2014 State Transportation Improvement Prog...
	adoption on August 6, 2013.  The key milestones for the development o the 2014 STIP Fund
	Estimate are:
	January 2013 – Overview
	March 2013 – Present Draft Assumption and Key Issues
	May 2013 – Approve Assumptions (pending changes to the May Revision of the 2013-14 Governor’s Budget)
	June 2013 – Present Draft Fund Estimate
	August 2013 – Adopt Fund Estimate
	Section 14524 (d) of the California Government Code allows the Commission to postpone the issuance of the Fund Estimate due to pending legislation for up to 90 days after August 15.
	UBACKGROUNG:
	Section 14524 (a) of the California Government Code requires the commission to adopt the STIP Fund Estimate by August 15 of each odd-numbered year.  The purpose of the Fund Estimate is to provide both an estimate of all federal and state resources exp...
	2014 STIP Fund Estimate will include a five-year forecast from 2014-15 through 2018-19 for the State Highway Account, the Federal Trust Fund, the Public Transportation Account, Proposition 1A, and Proposition 1B.  In addition to the STIP Fund Estimate...
	Attachment
	Enclosed:  Fund Estimate Overview Presentation

	_4.6 Att
	2014 STIP Fund Estimate�Overview & Timeline�
	What is the Fund Estimate (FE)?
	Statutory Deadlines
	Fund Estimate Time Periods
	Major Accounts Included in the �2014 Fund Estimate:
	Statutory Guidance
	Cash Flow Methodology
	Timeline with CTC Meetings


	17_4.2_SS
	18_4.3
	4.3 10 Year SHOPP Plan (rekeyed 12 26)
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	USUMMARY:
	UBACKGROUND:

	4.3_Att

	19_5.1
	5.1_BI.pdf
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 5.1


	20_3.8
	21_3.9
	22_3.10_SS
	23_3.11_SS
	24_4.4
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 4.4
	ISSUE:
	Project Baseline Agreements for the following HRCSA projects are ready for Commission approval:
	San Mateo Bridges Grade Separation Project in the County of San Mateo
	Branford Road Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Los Angeles
	Moorpark Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Ventura
	Grandview Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Los Angeles
	Sonora Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Los Angeles
	Woodley Avenue Grade Crossing Safety Improvements in the County of Los Angeles
	RECOMMENDATION:

	BACKGROUND:

	25_4.9
	Tab_xx_4.9
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 4.9
	ISSUE:
	Should the Commission approve the proposed Trade Corridors Improvement Fund (TCIF) Program amendment to:
	Revise the scope of TCIF Project 63: Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project in San Bernardino County and adjust the TCIF funding by reducing the programmed amount to this project by $4.830 million from the Los Angeles/Inland Corridor element of the TCIF...
	Increase the TCIF funds by $1,101,552 to TCIF Project 91:  Route 101 Improvements from the Los Angeles County Line to Moorpark Road in the Los Angeles/Inland Corridor element of the TCIF Program.
	RECOMMENDATION:

	Commission staff recommends that the Commission approve the proposed TCIF Program Amendment to revise the scope of TCIF Project 63: Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project and reduce the funding for the project by $4.830 million.  Staff also recommends t...
	The Southern California Consensus Group (SCCG) and San Bernardino Associated Governments propose to amend the TCIF Program by revising the scope and funding of TCIF Project 63: Palm Avenue Grade Separation Project.  The project was originally programm...
	The Southern California Consensus Group supports the proposed amendment to the TCIF program and requests the Commission’s approval of the amendment (see attached letter dated December 19, 2012).
	The Southern California Consensus Group (SCCG) and the Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) propose to amend the TCIF Program by increasing TCIF funds to Project 91 by $1,101,552 for a total programmed amount to this project of $13,017,552.
	The Route 101 Improvements Project will add a freeway lane in each direction on a 4.4 mile stretch of US 101 in the City of Thousand Oaks from the Los Angeles/Ventura County line to Moorpark Road.  The project was programmed into the TCIF program at t...
	The SCCG supports the proposed amendment to the TCIF Program and requests the Commission’s approval of the amendment (see attached letter dated December 18, 2012).

	Tab_xx_4.9_attach1
	Tab_xx_4.9_attach2
	Tab_xx_4.9_attach3

	26_4.10
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 4.10
	ISSUE:
	Should the Commission approve the TCIF Project Baseline Agreement for the TCIF Project 91:  Route 101 Improvements Project submitted in accordance with the Commission’s TCIF Guidelines and establish this agreement as the baseline for project delivery ...
	RECOMMENDATION:

	BACKGROUND:

	27_4.8
	Tab_xx_4.8
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 4.8
	Proposition 1B, 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 tolls (95%), and a co...
	The California Transportation Commission (Commission) approved the SLPP 2012-13 Savings Policy for the competitive program in September 2012.  This policy allowed agencies to submit late applications by November 30 in order to be in line to receive an...
	BACKGROUND:
	The Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006, approved by the voters as Proposition 1B on November 7, 2006, authorized $1 billion to be deposited in the State-Local Partnership Program Account to be available,...
	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.  This defines the program, eligibility of applicants, projects an...
	Attachment

	Tab_xx_4.8_attach
	Sheet1


	28_2.5f
	2.5f_BI
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5f.
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	USUMMARY:
	UBACKGROUND:
	Resolution G-05-05 authorizes the Department to sub-allocate funds for Minor projects.  At the June 2012 meeting, the funding and project listing for the FY 2012-13 Lump Sum Minor Construction Program was approved by the Commission under Resolution FM...
	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

	2.5f.Att

	29_3.1
	3.1_BI
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 3.1
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	USUMMARY:
	BACKGROUND:

	3.1_Att
	List of New 2012 SHOPP Capital Project Amendments


	30_3.2a
	3.2a_BI
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 3.2a.
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	USUMMARY:
	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)  2011-12 and FY 2012-13.

	3.2a_Att
	Sheet2


	31_3.2b
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
	SUMMARY:
	The California Department of Transportation (Department) is presenting this item for information purposes only.  The item provides the status of locally-administered State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) projects that received a construction...

	BACKGROUND:
	FY 2010-11 Allocations
	FY 2011-12 Allocations
	FY 2012-13 Allocations
	Local STIP Projects, Beyond Four Months of Construction Allocation, Not Yet Awarded

	32_3.3
	3.3_BI_ARRA
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 3.3
	Prepared By: Fardad Falakfarsa
	USUMMARY:

	3.3_Att 1
	Highway Summary

	3.3_Att 2
	Non Highway


	33_3.4
	34_3.5
	3.5_BI_Lump Sum Final
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.:  3.5
	Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
	UBACKGROUND:

	3.5_Att
	Report 1


	35_3.7
	3.7_BI_AB 1012 Notification_FFY 2013
	3.7 _Att 1
	Cycle 14 Beg Sum

	3.7 _Att 2
	Cycle 14 Beg Rural Sum


	36_4.5
	4.5_BI TCRP Annual Report 2012
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting:   January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 4.5
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti

	4.5_Att 1 - Allocation Plan
	Future Allocs

	4.5_Att 2 - Completed Projects - 2012
	Completed Proj Status- no $ 


	37_2.1a1
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1a.(1)
	Action Item
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	SUMMARY:
	The California Department of Transportation (Department) will request that the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendment.  The amendment was noticed at the Decembe...
	ISSUE:
	The Department and the Modoc County Transportation Commission propose to amend the 2012 STIP to program $30,000 of Regional Improvement Program (RIP) Transportation Enhancement (TE) funds programmed by Modoc County (PPNO 2437) to Right of Way Support ...
	The Plumas County Transportation Commission concurs with this request.
	BACKGROUND:

	38_2.1c5a
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(5a)
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	The Department and the Alameda County Transportation Commission (ACTC) propose to amend the TCIF baseline agreement for TCIF Project 4 - I-880 Reconstruction, 29th-23rd Avenue project (PPNO 0044C) to update the project funding plan and delivery schedule.
	BACKGROUND:
	The I-880 Reconstruction project will reconstruct the 29th and 23rd Avenue overcrossings.  The project will also construct a number of on-ramp and off-ramp improvements within the project limits.  These improvements will relieve traffic congestion wit...
	Update project funding plan and delivery schedule
	The East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) has recently completed the design plans for their waterline relocations.  Based upon these latest cost estimates, the Right of Way (R/W) estimate has increased from $5,200,000 to $6,325,000, an increase ...
	At the completion of the design phase, it was determined there was sufficient capacity in the programmed construction capital to fully fund the project construction capital estimate and a change in construction support programming was necessary.  Ther...
	The project delivery has been delayed by two months.  This delay is due to the complexities of the project and also due to a large number of agencies involved in the project development activities.  The updated schedule for major delivery milestones i...
	The Bay Area Consensus Group and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission concur with these proposed changes.

	39_2.1c5b
	2.1c5b_BI_TCIF35_BA_StateCollege
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(5b)
	Prepared by: William A. Mosby
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	The Project is part of the Orange County Bridges Program, which will build underpasses and overpasses at local rail crossings to improve safety and reduce delays.  This project will construct a grade separation on State College Boulevard at Burlington...
	This project was adopted in the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008.  A Project Baseline Agreement was executed between the OCTA, the Department, and the Commission, and approved by the Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCI...
	The table below lists the current approved and proposed project milestones.

	2.1c(5b)_Att

	40_2.1c5c
	2.1c(5c)_BI_TCIF37_Orangethorpe
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(5c)
	Prepared by: William A. Mosby
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	The Project is part of the Orange County’s Bridges Program (OCBP) which will build underpasses and overpasses at local rail crossings to improve safety and reduce delays.  The Project will construct a bridge to allow vehicles to pass over the Burlingt...
	This project was adopted in the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008.  A Project Baseline Agreement was executed by OCTA, the Department, and the Commission, and approved by the Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-...

	2.1c(5c)_Att

	41_2.1c5d
	2.1c5d_TCIF59_BA_GlenHelenPrkwy
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(5d)
	Prepared by: William A. Mosby
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	The Project was adopted into the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008.  A Project Baseline Agreement was executed between the Department, SANBAG and the County, and approved by the Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-08...
	TCIF-P-1011-15, to update the delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.
	In the County of San Bernardino, the Project includes constructing a grade separation on Glen Helen Parkway at the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and 2TBurlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) crossings.  2TThe Project is needed to eliminate impacts from th...

	2.1c5d_Attachment

	42_2.1c5e
	2.1c5e_BI_TCIF61_BA_SoMillikenAve
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(5e)
	Prepared by: William A. Mosby
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	The Project was adopted into the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008.  A Project Baseline Agreement was executed between the Department, SANBAG and the City, and approved by the Commission on December 10, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-080...
	Milliken Avenue is a north/south corridor located east of the Los Angeles/Ontario International Airport (ONT) running from SR-60 to I-10 and provides access to and from ONT (for both passenger traffic and cargo-related uses), and to Ontario’s Foreign ...
	The Project is needed to eliminate impacts from the existing at-grade crossing including emergency vehicle response delays, greenhouse gases generated by traffic delayed by trains, and adverse neighborhood impacts including delays, noise pollution, an...

	2.1c5e_Att

	43_2.1c5f
	2.1c5f_BI_TCIF63_BA_PalmAve
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(5f)
	Prepared by: William A. Mosby
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	The Project was adopted into the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008.  A Project Baseline Agreement was executed between the Department, and SANBAG, and approved by the Commission on October 29, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-04B.
	Near the city of San Bernardino, the Project involves constructing a grade separation on Palm Avenue at the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) and 2TBurlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) crossings.  2TThe Project is needed to eliminate impacts from the exist...
	PNRS Funds – Projects of National and Regional Significance ( Hunts Lane )

	2.1c5f_Att

	44_2.1c5g
	2.1c5g_BI_TCIF65_BA_VineyardAve
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(5g)
	Prepared by: William A. Mosby
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	The Project was adopted into the TCIF Program by the Commission on April 10, 2008.  A Project Baseline Agreement was executed by the Department, SANBAG, and the City, and approved by the Commission on December 10, 2008, under Resolution TCIF-P-0809-05B.
	Vineyard Avenue is a north/south corridor located north of the Los Angeles/Ontario International Airport (ONT) running from I-10 to ONT and to Ontario’s Foreign Trade Zone (FTZ) No. 50-1 (an extension of the Port of Long Beach’s FTZ N0. 50).  The Proj...
	The Project is needed to eliminate impacts from the existing at-grade crossing including emergency vehicle response delays, greenhouse gases generated by traffic delayed by trains, and adverse neighborhood impacts including delays, noise pollution, an...
	The Project had two distinct events that triggered schedule and project cost changes.  The first event was the negotiations with UPRR on the preferred rail-highway configuration.  This event delayed the environmental completion date from the original ...
	The second event was a permit delay from the Los Angeles World Airports (LAWA).  The City and Consultant had to obtain a Right of Entry permit for geotechnical borings on LAWA property within the project site.  The permit review process by LAWA took o...
	These two events delayed the completion of the design phase from the original baseline agreement date of December 2011 to March 2013.  At this time, the Project has 65 percent of the design plans completed and the construction award milestone is now s...

	2.1c5g_Att

	45_2.1c7
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(7)
	Prepared by: William D. Bronte
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	Chief
	Chief Financial Officer
	Division of Rail
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	URECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
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	LA- Resolution-Downtown Lancaster Gateway.pdf
	WHEREAS, the project will construct curb extensions and enhancements such as landscaping, parkways, medians, and signage at the intersection of Lancaster Boulevard and 10th Street West; and


	50_2.2c.(5)
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013  
	Reference No.: 2.2c (5) 
	ISSUE:
	Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Wildwood Road at Hayfork Creek Bridge Project (project) in Trinity 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 project is fully funded through construction and is estimated to cost $3,070,000.  The project is funded with State ($287,000) funds, Federal ($2,718,072) and Local ($65,178) funds. Construction is estimated to begin in fiscal year 2013/14.
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	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013  
	Reference No.: 2.2c (6) 
	ISSUE:
	Should the Commission, as a Responsible Agency, accept the Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) for the Louis Orlando Transfer Point Project (project) in Placer 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:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.3b.
	Prepared by: Terry L. Abbott
	RESOLUTION S-755

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The Department and County of Fresno request approval of a temporary new public road connection to SR 180.  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 reso...
	UBACKGROUND:
	A superseding controlled access highway was signed by the County of Fresno on December 4, 2012, and will be executed by the Department after Commission approval of the temporary new public road connection.
	Attachments
	Resolution S-755
	Location Map
	Area Map

	2.3b Resolution
	NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the California Transportation Commission (Commission) that pursuant to the authority vested in it by law, this Commission does hereby authorize one temporary new public road connection to State Route 180 from Kings Ca...
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	BACKGROUND:
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	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
	RECOMMENDATION:
	BACKGROUND:
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	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1c.(2c)/2.5g.(2c)
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
	RECOMMENDATION:
	BACKGROUND:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(5a)
	Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
	RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-07, AMENDING RESOLUTIONS TCIF-AA-1213-04 AND
	TCIF-A-1112-05

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UBACKGROUND:
	URESOLUTION:
	Attachment
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(5b)
	Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
	RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-08, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1011-01

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UBACKGROUND:
	URESOLUTION:
	Attachment
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(5c)
	Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
	RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-09, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1011-01

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UBACKGROUND:
	URESOLUTION:
	Attachment
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(5d)
	Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
	RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-10, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1011-03

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UBACKGROUND:
	URESOLUTION:
	Attachment
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(5e)
	Prepared by: William D. Bronte
	RESOLUTION TCIF-AA-1213-11, AMENDING RESOLUTION TCIF-A-1112-01
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	3.6_Att 1
	3.6_Att 2

	68_2.1a2
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1a.(2)
	Action Item
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	ACTION UPDATE: The Department revises its recommendation regarding the proposed deletion of the Alturas Route 299 Widening project (PPNO 3368) in Modoc County.
	RECOMMENDATION:
	The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendment to delete the Route 299/139 Canby Highway Advisor...
	ISSUE:
	The Department and Modoc County Transportation Commission (MCTC) propose to amend the 2012 STIP to delete the Alturas Route 299 Widening project (PPNO 3368) and the Route 299/139 Canby Highway Advisory Radio project (PPNO 3382) in Modoc County.  MCTC ...
	BACKGROUND:

	69_2.1b1
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1b.(1)
	Information Item
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	SUMMARY:
	The California Department of Transportation (Department) will request that the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendment at the next scheduled Commission meeting f...
	ISSUE:
	BACKGROUND:
	This stretch of US-101 remains one of the most congested freeway segments in Ventura County during peak periods because the number of vehicles exceeds the capacity of the freeway.  This project will improve Route 101 from the Los Angeles County line t...
	Currently, $20,000,000 in RIP funding is programmed for construction in FY 2015-16.  However, the City proposes to advance construction with the use of $15,764,000 in local general funds, and request reimbursement in FY 2015-16.  The remaining $4,236,...

	70_2.1b2
	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1b.(2)
	Information Item
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	SUMMARY:
	The California Department of Transportation (Department) will request that the California Transportation Commission (Commission) approve the requested State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendment at the next scheduled Commission meeting f...
	ISSUE:
	The Ventura County Transportation Commission (VCTC) proposes to amend the 2012 STIP to delete $7,500,000 in STIP – Regional Improvement Program (RIP) funding for construction of the Metrolink Infrastructure; Annual Replace, Upgrade project (PPNO 2921)...
	BACKGROUND:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.1b.(3)
	Information Item
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	SUMMARY:
	The California Department of Transportation (Department) will request that the California Transportation Commission (Commission) consider the requested State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) amendment at the next scheduled Commission meeting ...
	ISSUE:
	BACKGROUND:
	The Crenshaw/LAX Transit Corridor project is a proposed 8.5-mile light rail line that will extend from the intersection of Exposition and Crenshaw Boulevards to the Metro Green Line’s Aviation/LAX Station.
	Currently, $34,400,000 in RIP funding is programmed for construction in FY 2016-17.  Consistent with the Commission’s STIP AB 3090 plan updated in October 2012, LACMTA proposes to advance construction with the use of local measure funds, and request r...
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	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	BACKGROUND:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.5b.(1)
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	RESOLUTION FP-12-32

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
	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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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5c.(3)
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
	Attachment
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	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
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	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti 
	URECOMMENDATION:
	UBACKGROUND:
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(10a)
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes 22 locally administered SLPP projects totaling $14,701,000 plus $18,860,000 from other sources.  The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are requesting an allocation at this time.
	Attachment
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(10b)
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes one locally administered SLPP project totaling $318,000 plus $318,000 from other sources.  The local agency is ready to proceed with this project and is requesting an allocation at this time.
	Attachment
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(10c)
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes three locally administered SLPP projects totaling $5,278,000 plus $43,078,000 from other sources.  The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are requesting an allocation at this time.
	Attachment
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.5g.(10d)
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The attached vote list describes two State administered SLPP projects totaling $21,985,000 plus $11,500,000 from other sources.  The local agencies are ready to proceed with these projects and are requesting an allocation at this time.
	Attachment
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	Action Item
	Prepared by: Steven Keck
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UFINANCIAL RESOLUTION:
	Attachment
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	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013 
	Reference No.: 2.8b.(1)
	Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
	WAIVER-13-01

	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	The Commission allocated $7,103,000 for the construction of nine locally-administered State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) projects identified on the attachment.  The responsible agencies have been unable to award the contracts within six m...
	UBACKGROUND:
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	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2013
	Reference No.: 2.8b.(2)
	Prepared by: Rachel Falsetti
	RECOMMENDATION:
	UISSUE:
	UBACKGROUND:
	In June 2006, the Commission adopted Resolution G-06-08, making the six-month period to award a permanent requirement under the State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Guidelines.
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	M e m o r a n d u m
	CTC Meeting: January 8, 2012
	Prepared by: Denix D. Anbiah
	RECOMMENDATION:
	ISSUE:
	On July 24, 2008 the Commission approved Resolution FP 08-04, allocating $745,000 for the Lake Siskiyou Trail, Wagon Creek Arm Bridge project (Project).  The construction contract was awarded on December 8, 2009.  The County is unable to complete proj...
	BACKGROUND:
	This Long Term Environmental Mitigation project includes construction of a multi-use trail, shoreline restoration and parking improvements and a new bridge that will be constructed that link seven miles of bicycle and pedestrian trails. The County ant...
	The major components of the project have been completed; the remainder being the 3-year plant establishment period.  The final planting occurred on April 19, 2011 thus initiating the 3-year plant establishment period.  Long term environmental commitme...
	April 2011 start date, the earliest start date the 75 percent plant establishment period could be completed would be April 19, 2014.  Therefore, the County is requesting a 16-month time extension.




